
Teton County Idaho Commissioners’ Meeting Agenda 
Monday May 23, 2016 9:00 am 

150 Courthouse Drive, Driggs, ID – 1st Floor Meeting Room 
 

9:00      MEETING CALL TO ORDER – Bill Leake, Chair    
Amendments to Agenda  
 
Board of Equalization, if necessary 

 
9:00  EASTERN IDAHO PUBLIC HEALTH – Geri Rackow 

1. Public Health Budget Proposal FY 2017 
 
9:15  TETON COUNTY SHERIFF’S OFFICE 

1. Drug Dog Funding Request – Fred Hale 
2. Forest Service Contract – Rick Henry 
 
PLANNING AND BUILDING – Kristin Rader 
1. Insignificant Plat Amendments 
2. County Provided Property Inquiries 
3. Land Use Development Code 
4. Harmony Design Agreement for Services 
5. Weeds Update 

a. Victor Weed Spraying 
b. Bonneville Power Administration 

Contract 
 

 
9:30     OPEN MIC (if no speakers, go to next agenda 
items)  
 
10:00 ACCELA SOFTWARE DEMONSTRATION – Holly 
Leighs 

1. Communication Update               
 
 

 
11:00 PUBLIC WORKS – Darryl Johnson    

1. Solid Waste  
a. April Well Sampling 
b. Metal Recycling 
c. Spring Clean Up Day 

2. Road & Bridge  
a. Oil Contract 

3. Engineering 
a. Centennial Trail Update 
b. Chip Seal Specification 

4. Facilities 
a. Garbage Bins at River Access Points 

 
12:00 MEETING WITH TETON COUNTY WYOMING 
COMMISSIONERS 

1. Alta Ambulance / Fire District 
2. Emergency Service First Responders 
3. Affordable Housing 
4. Transportation 

  
CLERK – Mary Lou Hansen 
1. Canvass of Primary Election Results 
2. Budget Memo #2 

 
 

2:00 THE DEVELOPMENT COMPANY – Ted Hendricks 
 
3:00 ELECTED OFFICIALS AND DEPARTMENT HEAD 
MEETING 
 
4:00 AMBULANCE SERVICE DISTRICT 

1. Approve Available Minutes  
2. Ambulance Service Contract Termination 
3. Transition Planning  

  
ADMINISTRATIVE BUSINESS (will be dealt with 
as time permits) 
1. Approve Available Minutes 
2. Other Business 

a. Beer & Wine licenses, if any 
b. Interim Planning and Building 

Administrator Salary 
c. Recreation Planner Title  
d. Tri-County Misdemeanor Probation 
e. Schedule Employee Reviews 
f. Solid Waste Fee 
g. Fair Board Capital Improvement 

Expenditure Request 
3. Committee Reports 
4. Claims 
5. Executive Session as needed per IC74-

206(1)(a)(c) 
 
ADJOURNMENT

 
 

 
 
Upcoming Meetings 
 

June 13 9:00 am Regular BoCC Meeting July 11 9:00 am Regular BoCC Meeting August 8 9:00 am Regular BoCC Meeting 

June 27 9:00 am Regular BoCC Meeting July 25 9:00 am Regular BoCC Meeting August 8 6:30 pm Town Hall Meeting 

   



























2016 TCSO K9 
Program Initiation
Budget Proposal

• ~$14,093 from several different funds, of which $8,000 is for K9 purchase
• K9 purchase would be made in early July, if approved 
• Follow-on years’ (2017+) Budget need is significantly smaller, just over 

$3,000



Narcotics Detection K9 
Necessity in Teton County

• TCSO has not had an agency-owned drug dog since 2008
• Currently borrowing K9 teams from neighboring agencies & ISP, usually for 

search warrants of residences, when possible
• Unable to use borrowed K9 teams for traffic stops or consent searches, due 

to time constraint coming from out of county
• Contributing teams generally conduct only a once-a-year sweep of the 

schools, during which illegal drugs and drug equipment is regularly found
• We have received numerous citizen reports of drug dealing, manufacturing, 

and possession, including heroin and meth, but we are unable to get 
probable cause to search suspects or their vehicles without the invaluable 
tool an in-county K9 team represents



K9 Necessity/Benefits (cont’d)
• Teton County Coroner investigated a heroin-related unattended death 

just last month, in Victor. 
• From a recent Post Register article:  The Bannock County Sheriff's 

Office said Southeast Idaho’s heroin problem is due to the street price 
for pain medications going up. Heroin became the alternative since 
it's cheaper, easier to get and gives a similar high.

• Search Warrant Execution much more efficient, when searching for 
illegal substances, vehicle searches generally less invasive.

• Drug Seizure forfeiture funds, vehicles, and items seized during drug 
searches are controlled by Prosecutor’s Office can be used for 
additional equipment & training specific to counter-narcotics efforts.



$300 Utah POST Academy
Total ~$2620 from

Training & Travel Budget

• 8-weeks x 4 days/week Detection K9 Academy scheduled 7/25 thru 9/15/2016
• Lodging & Kennel free
• $1920 Handler Meals (Training & Travel Budget)
• ~$250 fuel
• ~$150 K9 dog food & supplements



Vehicle Modifications:  ~$1,950
- Budget Line:  01-04-801
(Capital-Vehicles, Non-IT Equip)
12v Fan:  $225
Door Insert:        $200
Graphics: $250

-Remove left rear seat &
Fabricate half-cage: $800
-1”Rubber floor mat: $60
-Leash holder Hook:  $10
-In-car drug safe:       $200
-AnimAlarm Temperature 
Monitor:  $175 + monthly 
cell service (may be I.T.)
-Spill-proof bowl:     $27



~$1155  Uniform & Equipment Items
(Prices from ActiveDogs.com):

Patrol Harness:  $55

Harness Patches: $30

Engraved Collar:  $25

Training Collar:     $18

K9 Badge Holder:  $10

Reflective Adjustable 
Leash:                    $18

K-9 Badge:            $50

Long leash line:     $25

Non-skid Dog Bowls: $24

Portable Kennel:       $110

MOLLE K9 First Aid Kit: $70

2x Pelican air-tight portable 6-jar 
drug storage:     $100

12 pack glass jars:       $25

Grooming Items:  $65

Drug Scent Kits (4) @ $150 ea.

Uniform Budget:  01-04-558  
($5000 Available)….

Equipment Budget:  01-04-557  
($5000 Available)….



~$368    Miscellaneous Items Budget (01-04-559)

• Shipping:  ~$120
• NPCA Dues:  $40
• IPCA Dues:  $50
• Testing:        ~$150
• County Dog License $7.50
______________________________________________________________

Total Cost from Current (FY16) Budget: $6,093

(plus quoted purchase price of K9:  $8,000)



$3,350   Proposed 2017 K9 Budget
(Based off TCSO Wyoming Budget #s):

• Dog Food and Supplements $1350.00

• Vet and Vet Supplies $850.00

• Mandatory Certification and Dues $250.00

• Boarding $900.00



$8,000 K9 Purchase (Alabama K9, recommended 
by surrounding Agencies and Handlers)
• Will need Commissioner approval for using other line item to pay for 

purchase.
• K9 comes with a 2-year full health warranty, all shots, and fully-

trained for Drug Detection and obedience.
• K9 also comes with 100% working guarantee.
• K9s are Belgian Malinois.
• Website:  alcanine.com
• Handler will be allowed to travel to and observe/pick from selection 

of trained K9s.



Alabama K9 Endorsements (Just a few examples)

• Shelley PD Sgt Kent Swanson & his K9, Magnum, won 2nd in 2016 Idaho Police K9 
Association Narcotics Identification Competition

• Reggie Sutton, Birmingham 
Police Dept.

“This is my third dog from Ricky Farley. I have handled a patrol dog for almost 
15 years and would not consider a dog from any other provider. My previous 
dog had over 75 apprehensions and was as genetically sound as any top 
kennel in the world could provide. Beautiful facility. Great staff and learning 
environment. Thanks again, Ricky.”

• Scott Reneau,
Tunnel Hill Police Department 
I.C.E. Unit

“Just finished attending K9 training at Alabama Canine. We had only been 
back a week and a half, "Vinni" indicated on a car and we located $11,000. It 
took 8 days for "Vinni" to pay for himself. I had a great month of training with 
Rickey and learned more than I ever thought I would. I look forward to going 
back for recert next year.

• Brandon Thrower,
Coweta County, GA

From what I have observed, Alabama Canine has by far the best training and 
quality of canine to offer. 

• Some of the large departments that receive dogs from Alabama K9 include:
The United States Border Control, The Immigration and Naturalization Service, The Department of Energy, The 
City of Washington, D.C., Alabama State Troopers, Georgia State Troopers, Montgomery County Sheriff’s 
Department, and the Maryland State Troopers.



MAKOR K9  QUOTE     Comparison Quote 
(Locally recommended Napa, CA company)
May 12, 2016, 
Officer Tyson Gunderson                                                                QUOTE # 05122016-1
Teton County Sheriff’s Office
230 N Main Street 
Driggs, ID 83422
___________________________________________________QUOTE________
TYPE:              Drug Detection Canine 

BREED            Malinois/Male-Female  
RESPONSE:   Passive MAKOR K9 Enhanced Hunt™ Indication

ODORS:         Cocaine/Meth/Heroin/Marijuana
COSTS:          K9 Acquisition and Pre-training …………………….….........$ 9000.00
SHIPPING
&
DESTINATION
CHARGES:…………………………………………………….…………….....$   1200.00 
NARCOTIC DETECTION K9 HANDLER ORIENTATION COURSE
TRAINING: Ten (10) days handler orientation in and about Teton County,
ID exact date(s) to be determined…………………………..…………………$ 5000.00   
(Estimated July subject to K9 procurement.)
PER DIEM: Ten (10) days MAKOR K9 Staff Trainer Per Diem……………...$ 1700.00

TOTAL          $ 16900.00
Payment is appreciated at the time of order



ISP Canine 2004 Cost Proposal (for comparison)
Ref:  https://www.isp.idaho.gov/pgr/Research/documents/k9s.pdf

Table 1. Items Needed for a Successful K-9 Program
Item Average Cost Based on Estimates 

1. Dog, plus dog and handler training (room, board and travel included)  14,198.00
2. Vehicle kennel, fan, tinted windows etc. (depends on if outfitting car or truck)  2,191.00
3. Kennel and dog house for home (with cement pad) 929.45
4. Yearly supply of food per dog (high quality) 311.25
Vet bills per year if there are no major problems 406.25
5. Bite suit for patrol dogs 1,522.00
6. Muzzle for patrol dogs 225.00
7. Bite sleeve 186.93
8. E-collar for patrol and some narcotics dogs 439.00
9. Leash, collar, tracking equipment, toys, food bowl 1,014.90
10. Video system for car 2,566.67

Total 23,990.45



QUESTIONS?
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FROM: Kristin Rader, Interim Planning and Building Administrator 
TO:  Board of County Commissioners  
RE:  Planning, Building, & Weeds Department Update 
MEETING: May 23, 2016 
 
 
The following items are for your review and discussion. 
 
Insignificant Plat Amendments 
Colter Park PUD: Arnold and Sharon Woolstenhulme are proposing a lot line adjustment between 
2 lots and Open Space Area 1 in Colter Park, south of Victor. See attached application and staff 
report. 
 

 
 
Teton Springs PUD: Kurt Mitchell, on behalf of Michael and Julie Stalnecker, are proposing to 
move a building envelope. See attached application and staff report. 
 

 
 
County Provided Property Inquiries 
I have updated the property inquiry request application to include the fee requirements and the 
disclaimer language provided by Kathy Spitzer. This has been updated on the website. I am willing 
to move forward with accepting property inquiries, with the understanding that there will be at 
least a 2-4 week turnaround time while we are understaffed. I have already received two paid 
inquiries. 
 
Land Use Development Code 
At the last work session, the BoCC agreed to provide the PZC with a list of their key concerns with 
the Draft Code. I would recommend having that completed and ready for PZC by June 3. 
 
We will hold a joint work session with the BoCC and PZC on June 14th. The PZC has asked if the 
BoCC can attend from 4-6pm or 5-7pm to work around the public hearings they have scheduled. 

 

 
 
 

ACTION ITEM – Motion to approve Colter Park Planned Unit Development insignificant plat amendment for 
Arnold and Sharon Woolstenhulme. 

ACTION ITEM – Motion to approve Teton Springs Planned Unit Development insignificant plat amendment for 
Kurt Mitchell, on behalf of Michael and Julie Stalnecker. 

ACTION ITEM – Schedule a time for the joint BoCC/PZC work session on June 14, 2016. 
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Harmony Design Agreement for Services 
Attached is an agreement with Harmony Design and Engineering to perform Nutrient Pathogen 
Evaluation reviews, provide Floodplain Management technical support, and provide Professional 
Engineering support. This is an update and consolidation of the contracts we currently have with 
Harmony. 
 

 
 
Weeds Update 
Victor Weed Spraying: Attached is an MOU with the City of Victor for your approval. This 
agreement is for Amanda to spray Victor City parks and gravel pit, totaling about 70 acres at 
$55/acre. 
 

 
 
Bonneville Power Administration Contract: BPA has contacted Amanda about contracting the 
County to either spray or contract out 40-50 miles of BPA transmission line right of way in Teton 
County. BPA contracts our neighboring counties to do the same. The BPA Official is visiting Idaho 
Falls this week, and Amanda has scheduled a meeting for Tuesday to get more information.  

• For instance, Madison County receives $5,000 per year and sprays the line in a three-year 
rotation with their ATVs (i.e. they don’t cover all of the line each year, just 1/3 of it).  
Madison County said they general only spends two days per season on it. BPA said the 
contract would be something like $5,000 per year, for five years.   

 

 
 
Overnight Stay for Training 
I would like to attend the FEMA Floodplain Management Course, E284: Advanced Floodplain 
Management Concepts III, in Emmitsburg, MD at the Emergency Management Institute. This 
course is August 29-September 2. This course is free from FEMA, with the exception of the meal 
ticket ($125.20). Travel is 100% reimbursed by FEMA after the course has been completed. (see 
attached course description/info). 
 

 
 
Attachments 

1. Colter Park Insignificant Plat Amendment Materials 
2. Teton Springs Insignificant Plat Amendment Materials 
3. Harmony Design, Inc. Agreement for Services 
4. City of Victor MOU for weed spraying 
5. FEMA course info 

ACTION ITEM – Motion to approve Agreement for Services with Harmony Design, Inc. for: Services for 
Nutrient Pathogen Evaluation Review, Floodplain Management technical support, and professional engineering 
support. 

ACTION ITEM – Motion to approve MOU with the City of Victor for weed spraying. 

ACTION ITEM – Decide if a Contract with BPA is an interest of the County and move forward with working on 
a Contract. 

ACTION ITEM – Motion to approve Planning Administrator to travel and attend FEMA training to be paid from 
fund 01-21-431 (travel and training). 
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A REQUEST FOR AN INSIGNIFICANT PLAT AMENDMENT APPROVAL 
BY: Arnold and Sharon Woolstenhulme 

FOR: Colter Park PUD 
PREPARED FOR: May 23, 2016 Board of County Commissioners Public Meeting 

 
 
Background: The Colter Park Planned Unit Development, south of Victor, was originally platted in 1998 
by the Woolstenhulmes. The fire pond for Colter Park is currently located on Lots 5 and 6. The applicant 
wishes to adjust the lot lines between Lots 5 and 6, so the fire pond will be located completely on Lot 6 to 
prevent possible issues between future owners of these lots. To keep the acreage of Lot 5 the same, and 
subsequently the acreage of Open Area 1, the lot lines shared with Lot 6 and Open Area 1 also had to be 
adjusted. 
 

 
 

Open 
Area 1 

Lot 6 

Lot 5 

PZ Attachment 1
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Definition: §9-7-1 (B-2a) Insignificant Changes / Vacations. – The proposed changes to the recorded land 
records have minimal direct impact on the immediate neighborhood, general vicinity of the subdivision, 
or overall community. These include:  

i. vacations of portions of a plat, except where platted open space acreage would be reduced 
in acreage or the value of the protected resource may be diminished. 

ii. minor amendments to the recorded Master Plan, 
iii. lot line adjustments between lots within a subdivision,  
iv. lot consolidations of two or more platted lots into fewer lots,  
v. the re-arrangement or relocation of five (5) or fewer lots, parcels or buildings that does not 

encroach further into natural resource areas or Overlay Areas as defined in Title 8 or Title 9 
or move closer to neighboring property;  

vi. a minor boundary adjustment between a lot in a platted subdivision and an adjacent non-
platted property, 

vii. minor changes to the layout of roads, utilities or other facilities;  
viii. other changes of similar magnitude and minimal direct impact. 

 
Natural Resource Overlays on property 

 
 
§9-7-1 (B-4a) Insignificant Changes. Upon determining the application complete, and that the proposal is 
an insignificant change or vacation, the Planning Administrator shall recommend to the Board of County 
Commissioners approval, approval with conditions, or denial of the application pursuant to the criteria 
and standards in the county regulations. The Board may review insignificant changes at a regularly 
scheduled public meeting.  
 
Criteria for Approval §9-7-1 (B-3b): 

a. Insignificant Changes.  
i. Any proposed changes to an easement, public right-of way, or Planned Unit Development, 

shall comply with all applicable criteria and standards of the county regulations, 
conditions of approval established in the previous approval, and the development 
agreement approved as part of the previous approval.  

Open 
Area 1 

Lot 6 

Lot 5 

PZ Attachment 1
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Staff Comments: 
There is no proposed change to any easement or Right of Way. This proposal 
complies with Teton County standards. 

ii. Insignificant changes to a recorded plat or master plan shall not reduce the area of 
designated open space or increase the number of lots or the overall amount of area of 
development.  

Staff Comments: 
The proposed change will not create additional lots, increase the overall 
amount of area for the development, or reduce the open space. The open 
space boundary is being adjusted slightly to maintain the same acreage for 
Lot 5, but the approved open space acreage will remain the same. The 
proposed change is not encroaching further into the Overlay Areas or closer 
to neighboring properties. 

iii. Insignificant changes to a recorded plat, master plan, easement, or right –of-way shall not 
increase or create new and potentially substantial direct or indirect impacts on the 
neighborhood, vicinity of the subdivision or overall community. 

Staff Comments: 
The proposed changes will not create any additional impacts, as the lots were 
approved previously. This is just a reconfiguration of the lots. 

 
Board Action/Decision: 
The Board of County Commissioners, shall act on the information presented whether to: 

1) Continue the application  
2) Approve the application 
3) Approve with conditions 
4) Deny the application 

 
Specific reasons for the decision shall be stated in writing for the record. 
 
Findings of Fact: 
 Arnold and Sharon Woolstenhulme submitted an application on May 6, 2016 to amend the Colter 

Park Planned Unit Development Final Plat (Inst. #131501, amended Inst. #148684) 
 Colter Park PUD was originally platted in 1998 and amended in 2001. 
 The application is to adjust the lot lines of Lot 5 and 6, so the fire pond will be completely contained 

on Lot 6. The Open Space lot line adjacent to Lots 5 and 6 is also being adjusted to maintain the 
open space acreage. 

 Insignificant plat amendments are used for lot line adjustments of five or fewer parcels. 
 These adjustments are not encroaching further into an Overlay Area or closer to a neighboring 

property. The Open Space is not being reduced. 
 
The Teton County Planning Administrator has determined that the application is complete and 
recommends approval by the Teton County Board of County Commissioners pursuant to Teton County 
regulations. 
 
Prepared by Kristin Rader, Interim Planning Administrator on 5-18-2016 
Attachments: 
1. Application (6 pages) 

PZ Attachment 1
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A REQUEST FOR AN INSIGNIFICANT PLAT AMENDMENT APPROVAL 
BY: Kurt Mitchell on behalf of Julie & Michael Stalnecker 

FOR: Teton Springs PUD, Lot 8, Blk 1 
PREPARED FOR: May 23, 2016 Board of County Commissioners Public Meeting 

 
 
Background: The Stalneckers own Lot 8, Block 1 of Teton Springs, also known as part of the Ranch 
Estate Lots. This portion of Teton Springs was platted with Building Envelopes shown on the recorded 
plat. The applicant wishes to move the building envelope north, so their home will not sit on the 
lowest portion of the lot. The dimensions of the building envelope and lot will remain the same. The 
applicant has already received approval from the Teton Springs Design Review Committee for the 
relocation of the building envelope. 
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Definition: §9-7-1 (B-2a) Insignificant Changes / Vacations. – The proposed changes to the recorded 
land records have minimal direct impact on the immediate neighborhood, general vicinity of the 
subdivision, or overall community. These include:  

i. vacations of portions of a plat, except where platted open space acreage would be 
reduced in acreage or the value of the protected resource may be diminished. 

ii. minor amendments to the recorded Master Plan, 
iii. lot line adjustments between lots within a subdivision,  
iv. lot consolidations of two or more platted lots into fewer lots,  
v. the re-arrangement or relocation of five (5) or fewer lots, parcels or buildings that does 

not encroach further into natural resource areas or Overlay Areas as defined in Title 8 or 
Title 9 or move closer to neighboring property;  

vi. a minor boundary adjustment between a lot in a platted subdivision and an adjacent 
non-platted property, 

vii. minor changes to the layout of roads, utilities or other facilities;  
viii. other changes of similar magnitude and minimal direct impact. 

 
§9-7-1 (B-4a) Insignificant Changes. Upon determining the application complete, and that the 
proposal is an insignificant change or vacation, the Planning Administrator shall recommend to the 
Board of County Commissioners approval, approval with conditions, or denial of the application 
pursuant to the criteria and standards in the county regulations. The Board may review insignificant 
changes at a regularly scheduled public meeting.  
 
Criteria for Approval §9-7-1 (B-3b): 

a. Insignificant Changes.  
i. Any proposed changes to an easement, public right-of way, or Planned Unit 

Development, shall comply with all applicable criteria and standards of the county 
regulations, conditions of approval established in the previous approval, and the 
development agreement approved as part of the previous approval.  

Staff Comments: 
There is no proposed change to any easement or Right of Way. Currently 
we do not require building envelopes to be part of the recorded plat. 
Therefore, the rotation of a building site would meet all county standards. 
The applicant has stated they already received Teton Springs Design 
Review approval for the change. 

ii. Insignificant changes to a recorded plat or master plan shall not reduce the area of 
designated open space or increase the number of lots or the overall amount of area 
of development.  

Staff Comments: 
The proposed change will not create additional lots, increase the overall 
amount of area for the development, or reduce the open space.  

iii. Insignificant changes to a recorded plat, master plan, easement, or right –of-way shall 
not increase or create new and potentially substantial direct or indirect impacts on 
the neighborhood, vicinity of the subdivision or overall community. 

Staff Comments: 
The impact will not change with the rotation of the building site. The 
Design Review Committee has approved the location and the building 
plans, part of which required the applicant to abide by height guidelines.  
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Board Action/Decision: 
The Board of County Commissioners, shall act on the information presented whether to: 

1) Continue the application
2) Approve the application
3) Approve with conditions
4) Deny the application

Specific reasons for the decision shall be stated in writing for the record. 

Findings of Fact: 
 Kurt Mitchell, on behalf of Julie & Michael Stalnecker, submitted an application on May 18,

2016 to amend the Teton Springs Planned Unit Development Final Plat (Inst. #141372)
 The application is to relocate the building envelope on Lot 8, Block 1 to the north.
 Insignificant plat amendments are used for minor changes to the layout of building envelopes.

The Teton County Planning Administrator has determined that the application is complete and 
recommends approval by the Teton County Board of County Commissioners pursuant to Teton 
County regulations. 

Prepared by Kristin Rader, Interim Planning Administrator on 5-18-2016 
Attachments: 
1. Application (9 pages)

PZ Attachment 2



PZ Attachment 2



PZ Attachment 2



PZ Attachment 2



PZ Attachment 2



PZ Attachment 2



PZ Attachment 2



PZ Attachment 2



PZ Attachment 2



-----------------------~------ -------

NI" CORNER SECTION 24 PFR#l15224 
,. I 0 + ..... \~- ,· ,;- "$ 

I ;,\~i 
I \ • 

-
~ 
~ Cl\ <;:, "' 
~ <;:, 
~ "' ~ -<;:, <: ~, 

<::, I 
:-:::::: ~I 

t:l ~, 
~ :,:: I > I 

Cl.J 21 Cl.J -c:: ~I 

~ 
<;:, I ~1 ~ 

' 

DELTA ANGLE 04.27'23' RADIUS 1670.00 TANGENT 64.98 ARC LENGTH 129.89 CHORD 129.86 CHORD BEARING N 00.51'22' I" 

--- -----

I 
I \ 

60' !mg & access Easement 

N 89°59'00"E 384.87' 

r 
I 

/ 
.___1 ---

S 89°26'00"W 388.08' 
1"1/4 CORNER SECTION 24 CPFR#126816 

0 20 40 60 80 FT. 

OWNERS' CERTIFICATE 
IJE, THE UNDERSIGNED OIJNERS AND PROPRIETORS OF THE LANDS SHOIJN 8. DESCRIBED HEREON, CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING AMENDED SUBDIVISION OF 'TETON SPRINGS' AS SHDIJN HEREON IS IJITH DUR FREE CONSENT AND IN ACCORDANCE IJITH DUR DESIRES THAT THE BUILDING ENVELOPE OF LDT 8, BLOCK 1 OF TETON SPRINGS, PHASE 1, BE ADJUSTED AS PLATTED HEREIN .. 

___ 2016 
JULIE STALNECKER 

___ 2016 
MICHAEL STALNECKER 

STATE OF --------------) 
COUNTY OF --------------) 
ON THIS DAY ___ OF --------' 2016, BEFORE ME A NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FDR THE STATE SHDIJN ABOVE, PERSDNALL Y APPEARED JULIE AND MICHAEL STALNECKER, IDENTIFIED TD ME TD BE THE PERSONS l"HDSE NAMES ARE SUBSCRIBED TD THIS INSTRUMENT AND ACKNDIJLEDGED TD ME THAT THEY EXCUTED THE SAME. 

NOTARY PUBLIC----------------------
RESIDING AT----------------------
COMMISSION EXPIRES-------------------

SCALE 1 n = 40' 

TREASURER'S CERTIFICATE 
I THE UNDERSIGNED TETON COUNTY, IDAHO TREASURER HAVE REVIEIJED THIS PLAT PER REQUIREMENTS OF IDAHO CODE 50-1308, AND DD HEREBY CERTIFY THAT ALL COUNTY TAXES FDR THE PROPERTY SHDIJN AND DESCRIBED ON THIS AMENDED SUBDIVISION PLAT ARE CURRENT. BLOCK 1-LDT 8, RP0022000100800 

___ 2016 
TETON COUNTY TREASURER 

ASSESSOR'S CERTIFICATE 
I THE UNDERSIGNED TETON COUNTY, IDAHO ASSESSOR HAVE REVIEIJED THIS PLAT PER REQUIREMENTS OF IDAHO CODE 50-1308, AND DD HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE PLAT OF THE PROPERTY SHOIJN 8. DESCRIBED ON THIS AMENDED PLAT MEETS COUNTY AND STATE CODE. 

TETON COUNTY ASSESSOR 

CERTIFICATE OF PLAT REVIEW 
I, THE UNDERSIGNED, BEING A LICENSED SURVEYOR IN THE STATE OF IDAHO, DD HEREBY CERTIFY THAT I HAVE REVIEIJED THIS PLAT AND FIND THAT IT IS CORRECT AND ACCEPTABLE AS PER IDAHO CODE 50-1305, AND APPROVED THIS PLAT TD BE RECORDED. 

__ 2016 
TETON COUNTY PLAT REVIEIJ SURVEYOR 

___ 2016 
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SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE 
I, ARNOLD IJDDLSTENHULME BEING A LICENSED LAND SURVEYOR/ENGINEER IN THE STATE OF IDAHO #2860, DD HEREBY CERTIFY THAT I DID CAUSE THE SURVEY OF THESE PARCELS OF LAND AS HEREON PLATTED AND DESCRIBED. 

--2016 ARNOLD l"DDLSTENHULME SURVEYOR 
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SEC. 24, TWP. 3 N., RNG. 45 E .. B.M., TETON CO. IDAHO VICINITY MAP 
EAST IDAHO HEAL TH DEPARTMENT STATEMENT 
SANITARY RESTRICTIONS AS REQUIRED BY IDAHO CODE, TITLE 50, CHAPTER 13 HAVE BEEN SATISFIED. SANITARY RESTRICTIONS MAY BE REIMPOSED, IN ACCORDANCE IJITH SEC. 50-1326, IDAHO CODE, BY THE ISSUANCE OF A CERTIFICATE OF DISAPPROVAL. 

___ 2016 
DISTRICT HEAL TH DEPARTMENT, EHS 

TETON COUNTY FIRE MARSHAL 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE PROVISIONS FDR FIRE PRDTECTDN FDR THIS PLAT MEET THE TETON COUNTY FIRE CODE AND HAVE BEEN APPROVED BY MY DEPARTMENT. 

___ 2016 
TETON COUNTY FIRE MARSHAL 

TETON COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
PRESENTED TD THE TETON COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS ON THE FDLLDIJING DATE AT IJHICH TIME THIS AMENDED SUBDIVISION PLAT IJAS APPROVED AND ACCEPTED FDR FILING. 

CHAIRMAN TETON COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

PLANNING AND ZONING APPROVAL 
PRESENTED TD THE TETON COUNTY PLANNING AND ZONING ADMINISTRATOR ON THE FDLLDIJING DATE AT IJHICH TIME THIS AMENDED SUBDIVISION PLAT IJAS APPROVED AND ACCEPTED. 

___ 2016 
ADMINISTRATOR, PLANNING AND ZONING 

RECORDER'S CERTIFICATE 
AecelwchR01 i "JO llg &r. ~W) R_ 0ran1-L~--~N SiJbmlttlld-e. Pm HNn'II 

H!8lng o. s~ ;i. S-¢-D 1 {.o 

AMENDED SUBDIVISION PLAT 
BUILDING ENVELOPE ADJUSTED TETON SPRINGS MASTER PLAN PLAT PHASE 1, GOLF AND CASTING CLUB. INST# 141372 

LOT 8, BLOCK 1, TETON SPRINGS GOLF AND CASTING CLUB, PHASE 1, 
SECTION 24, TWP. 3 N., RNG. 45 E., 8./1., TETON COUNTY, IDAHO 

CLIENT: 
KURT MITCHELL 

4245 LEIGH LANE 
AL TA, WY 83414 

DRAFTED: HAY 2016 SURVEY DA TE: 
DRAFTED BY: RRN 07/08/2014 

ENGINEERING= 
255 SOUTH HAIN P.O. BOX 139 VICTOR, IDAHO 83455 (208) 787-2952 aweng@Jida.net 

REV. DA TE: PROJ #2016-079 AMEND SUB SURVEY#2014-079 
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 84 Federal Emergency Management Agency 

ACE: Curriculum: Civil Engineering or 
Emergency Management 

E0282 Advanced Floodplain 
Management Concepts II 
This advanced floodplain management course is a 
dynamic and interactive instruction that covers the 
following four topics in detail: 
• Placement of Manufactured Homes and 

Recreational Vehicles in the Floodplain (1 day). 
• National Flood Insurance Program Flood 

Insurance Principles for the Floodplain Manager 
(1 day). 

• Higher Standards in Floodplain Management 
(1 day). 

• Hydrology and Hydraulics for the Floodplain 
Manager (1 day). 

Each topic is designed to be discussed and 
reviewed in greater detail than the basic course. 
Developed and real-life scenarios will be 
examined and activities will be conducted in each 
section to make sure participants not only 
understand the rules and regulations but also why 
they are in place and how to apply them in the 
particular topic areas. This course is activity-rich 
and participants can expect to be engaged 
throughout the course. 
Course Objectives: This course is designed to 
provide participants with the requisite knowledge 
to more effectively address issues concerning: 
• Placement of manufactured homes and 

recreational vehicles in the floodplain; 
• National Flood Insurance Program flood 

insurance principles for the floodplain manager; 
• Higher standards in floodplain management; 

and 
• Hydrology and hydraulics for the floodplain 

manager. 
Program Area(s): Building Science; Floodplain 
Management; Multi-Hazard Mitigation Planning 
Delivery Location: NETC; Resident Offsite, 
including CDP 
Selection Criteria: Certified floodplain managers 
or community officials with 2 years of full-time 
floodplain management experience. Federal, state, 
local, and tribal officials will take precedence. 
Recommended Prerequisite: Participants should 
have completed E0273, Managing Floodplain 
Development Through the National Flood 
Insurance Program. 
Course Length: 4 days 

CEUs: 2.4 
CECs: 12 (CORE) 
ACE: Level: Lower Division/Associate 
ACE: Credit Hours: 2 
ACE: Curriculum: Emergency Management or 
Homeland Security 

E0283 Disaster Field Training 
Operations Orientation 
This course focuses on the knowledge and skills 
needed to serve as a Disaster Field Training 
Operations Training Specialist, Training FEMA 
Qualification System (FQS) Specialist, or 
Training Support Specialist. 
Course Objectives: 
• Identify FEMA incident management and 

support doctrine, legal authorities, and FEMA 
strategic mission and apply them to the Disaster 
Field Training Operations (DFTO) Cadre 
mission. 

• Demonstrate understanding of the FQS in group 
activities. 

• Explain the Presidential disaster declaration 
process and identify the FEMA disaster 
assistance programs and Emergency Support 
Functions that are important to disaster 
response. 

• In a computer lab environment, demonstrate 
ability to use online tools and perform training 
unit-related tasks within the FEMA Employee 
Knowledge Center. 

• Demonstrate understanding of the Training 
Specialist’s role in supporting the Training Unit. 

Program Area(s): FEMA Disaster Field Training 
Operations 
Delivery Location: NETC 
Selection Criteria: FEMA employees with 
position titles of Training Specialist, Training 
FQS Specialist, or Training Support Specialist. 
Course Length: 4 days 
CEUs: 3.2 

E0284 Advanced Floodplain 
Management Concepts III 
This advanced floodplain management course is a 
dynamic and interactive instruction that covers the 
following five topics in detail: 
• Floodway Standards (1 day) 
• Disconnects between National Flood Insurance 

Program Regulations and Insurance (1 day) 
• Common Noncompliance Issues (½ day) 
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• Digital Flood Insurance Rate Maps (DFIRMs) 
(½ day) 

• Substantial Improvement/Substantial Damage 
(1 day) 

Each topic is designed to be discussed and 
reviewed in greater detail than the basic course. 
Developed and real-life scenarios will be 
examined and activities will be conducted in each 
section to make sure participants not only 
understand the rules and regulations but also why 
they are in place and how to apply them in the 
particular topic areas. This course is activity-rich 
and participants can expect to be engaged 
throughout the course. 
Course Objectives: 
• Explain floodway concept and purpose. 
• Identify regulatory requirements including 

higher standards. 
• Describe methodologies to comply with no-rise 

certification requirements and map change 
options for floodway modifications. 

• Identify basic rating elements including Lowest 
Floor Elevation and Base Flood Elevation 
(LFE/BFE). 

• Identify compliance and rating elements for 
enclosures, A-Zones without BFEs, and 
floodproofing. 

• Identify common floodplain management 
compliance issues. 

• Describe effective messages, administration, 
and enforcement measures to gain compliance. 

• Identify resources that the local floodplain 
manager (FPM) can use to resolve 
noncompliance issues. 

• Describe floodplain mapping purpose, process, 
and coordination. 

• Demonstrate how DFIRMs and backup data can 
be used. 

• Describe map change processes, impact, and 
cost consequences. 

• Explain Substantial Improvement and 
Substantial Damage (SI/SD) regulations, roles, 
and responsibilities under the NFIP. 

• Describe how to administer SI/SD in 
participating communities. 

• Identify resources for SI/SD and mitigation 
assistance. 

Program Area(s): Building Science; Floodplain 
Management; Multi-Hazard Mitigation Planning; 
FEMA Mitigation 

Delivery Location: NETC; Resident Offsite, 
including CDP 
Selection Criteria: Certified floodplain managers 
or community officials with 2 years of full-time 
floodplain management experience. Federal, state, 
local, and tribal officials will take precedence. 
Recommended Prerequisite: E0273, Managing 
Floodplain Development Through the National 
Flood Insurance Program 
Course Length: 4 days 
CEUs: 2.6 
CECs: 12 (CORE) 
ACE: Level: Lower Division/Associate 
ACE: Credit Hours: 2 
ACE: Curriculum: Emergency Management or 
Homeland Security 

E0285 Providing Post-Disaster 
Substantial Damage Technical 
Assistance to Communities 
This course provides formal training for FEMA 
staff to learn how to provide Substantial Damage 
Technical Assistance to communities in a disaster 
operation. Within FEMA’s disaster workforce, 
various Hazard Mitigation (HM) staff have 
different roles in providing this assistance to 
communities. The HM Field Operations Guide 
includes Task Lists and an Operating Procedure, 
which describes how FEMA staff provide Post-
Disaster Substantial Damage Technical 
Assistance. 
Substantial Damage regulations are important 
mechanisms of the National Flood Insurance 
Program designed to reduce flood risks. FEMA 
has taken substantial steps to improve the 
capability of communities to comply with 
Substantial Damage regulations, including the 
development of FEMA 758, Substantial 
Improvement/Substantial Damage Desk 
Reference; FEMA 784, Substantial Damage 
Estimator (SDE 2.0); the FEMA 784 CD, which 
includes the SDE 2.0 tool; training for how to use 
the SDE 2.0 tool; and the SDE 2.0 User’s Manual 
and Field Workbook. 
Course Objectives: 
• Identify the Position Task Book (PTB) tasks for 

HM Floodplain Management Specialists related 
to Substantial Damage technical assistance. 

• Differentiate among the post-disaster 
responsibilities of communities, states, and 
FEMA in ensuring that NFIP Substantial 
Damage requirements are implemented. 
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FOOD SERVICE

 f The NETC food service contractor is Guest Services and may be contacted at 301-447-1551. If needed, 
Guest Services’ federal tax ID number is 53-0164700.

 f If you stay on campus, you must purchase a meal ticket. If you do not purchase a meal ticket, you will 
be asked to vacate your room on campus. You then will be responsible for your off-campus lodging 
costs, and your request for stipend reimbursement will be denied.

 f Prices effective Aug. 5, 2012: If you stay off campus, you must purchase a break ticket, currently $6.00 
per day. The cost for the meal ticket is $25.04 per day — breakfast is $5.81; lunch is $7.96; and dinner is 
$11.27. There is no tax on the meal ticket. The amounts for five-day, six-day and two-week courses are:

•	 Five-day course: $125.20 (Sunday evening arrival through Friday lunch).

•	 Six-day course: $167.32 (Saturday evening arrival through Saturday morning departure).

•	 Two-week course: $300.48 (Sunday evening arrival through second Friday lunch).

•	 NFA consecutive six-day courses: $342.60 (Saturday evening arrival through second Saturday morn-
ing departure).

•	 For any other variation of course days, please contact Guest Services at 301-447-1551.

 f Meal ticket prices are subject to change and will be updated in this package as the changes are provided.

 f Meal amounts for focus groups, conferences or any activity other than a resident course are not 
provided in this package. Please contact the food service contractor for your meal amount. You 
may call 301-447-1551 for exact meal ticket prices for conferences, symposiums, and any other 
special groups.

continued on next page
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 f Meals other than those included in your meal ticket are to be paid for with cash.

 f If you are attending back-to-back courses, your meal ticket includes the time between the courses.

 f You  may pay for your meals by one of the following payment methods:

•	 Cash.

•	 Traveler’s checks.

•	 State or local government checks payable to the food service contractor, Guest Services.

•	 Advanced payment by department check. Please notify your department to include your name, 
course code and course date on the check and send it to Guest Services, Building K, 16825 South 
Seton Ave., Emmitsburg, MD 21727. Guest Services’ federal tax ID number is 53-0164700.

•	 Purchase order payable to the food service contractor, Guest Services.

•	 Credit card (MasterCard or Visa) — minimum charge of $6. Credit card payment is only accepted 
in person.

•	 The food service contractor DOES NOT accept personal checks.

 f If you will not be on campus for the first and last meal identified as part of your meal ticket, you must 
notify the food service contractor at least one week prior to your course start date. If you do not, you 
will be obligated to pay the full amount.

 f If you are on a special diet, please call the food service contractor at 301-447-1551 or fax your request to 
301-447-6944 at least two weeks prior to your arrival at NETC. The food service contractor will make 
arrangements to meet your needs. If you don’t make arrangements prior to your arrival, you will be 
responsible for purchasing the normal meal ticket.

 f If the buses arrive at NETC after the dining hall has closed, the food service contractor will provide you 
with a boxed dinner, or snack food is available at the Command Post Pub.

 f You may contact the food service contractor at 301-447-1551 if you have any questions.

Dining Hall Hours of Operation

Breakfast
Monday to Friday:  ........... 6:30 to 8:30 a.m.
Saturday to Sunday:  ........ 6:30 to 9:30 a.m.

Lunch
Daily:  ............................... 11:30 a.m. to 1 p.m.

Dinner
Monday to Saturday:  ....... 5 to 7:30 p.m.
Sunday:  ............................ 5:30 to 9:30 p.m.
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STIPEND REIMBURSEMENT PROGRAM

The NFA and EMI stipend reimbursement programs are cost sharing programs. The student’s or sponsoring 
organization’s share of the program is the cost of meals/participation in the NETC meal program, the cost of 

ground transportation from the point of departure to the local airports and back, parking, tolls, and the salary 
and benefit costs to the sponsoring organization of the student or any replacement personnel necessitated by 
the student’s absence from duty during the term of participation in a course. The government’s share includes 
reimbursement for common carrier transportation or privately owned vehicle (POV) as outlined below; ground 
transportation between NETC and the designated airports using the campus shuttle service; lodging on campus; 
and the cost of the first piece of luggage up to 50 pounds, not to exceed $60 roundtrip for EMI students.

Below is information about reimbursement procedures for NFA and EMI courses under the student sti-
pend reimbursement programs. Please read the information carefully. If you have any questions about your 
eligibility to receive a stipend, please contact Admissions either by email at netcadmissions@fema.dhs.gov or 
by phone at 301-447-1035.

Any exceptions to travel must be requested in writing and faxed along with documentation to 301-447-
1441 for NFA and 301-447-1658 for EMI. All exceptions must be approved prior to making your travel 
arrangements. Otherwise, your stipend may be denied or limited to the state ceiling amount. Exceptions to 
travel include side trips or traveling days other than those listed in your acceptance notification.

INDIVIDUALS ELIGIBLE FOR REIMBURSEMENT:

 f State, local or tribal government representatives.

 f Recognized volunteer organization representatives.

 f Active emergency management organization representatives.

 f Representatives from state or local fire organizations.

If you do not apply for a stipend reimbursement within 60 days following the course start date, your sti-
pend reimbursement will be denied.

NFA students are limited to one reimbursable trip per fiscal year (Oct. 1-Sept. 30). If you wish to attend a 
second NFA class (at your own expense), a letter to that effect must accompany the second application stating 
that you are waiving your stipend reimbursement.

continued on next page
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INDIVIDUALS NOT ELIGIBLE FOR STIPEND REIMBURSEMENT:

 f Federal government employees. 

 f Private industry employees.

 f Employees who are contracted to federal, state or local government entities (such as rural-metro 
departments).

 f Representatives of a foreign organization.

 f For EMI only: students eligible for federally funded grants.

 f Students enrolled in the E0705 course offered at EMI. There is no stipend reimbursement for the 
“Fundamentals of Grants Management.” Students enrolled in this course should contact the grant pro-
gram analyst/manager to identify travel funding for this training as part of the grant management and 
administration cost.

REIMBURSEMENT FOR:

Airfare:

 f You will be reimbursed the cost of a direct (no side trips or extended stays), 21-day prior to the 
course travel date prepurchase, nonrefundable ticket for round trip transportation by common car-
rier (economy coach class, nonrefundable) for each course or back-to-back courses that you attend. 
Proof of nonrefundable fare is required!

 f If you take side trips or travel outside of the defined travel days, your reimbursement shall be limited 
to no more than the state ceiling amount as noted on the Reimbursement State Ceiling Chart.

 f To eliminate the perception of misuse of government funds, FIRST CLASS, BUSINESS CLASS, and 
REFUNDABLE AIRLINE TICKETS WILL NOT BE REIMBURSED AT FULL FARE, unless you request, 
in writing, an exception prior to making your travel arrangements and have received written approval 
from the NETC Admissions Office. Otherwise, your reimbursement will be limited up to the state ceil-
ing amount.

 f It is your responsibility to find the cheapest ticket available. Failure to do so may result in your 
reimbursement being limited to the state ceiling amount.

 f Use of frequent flier miles toward the purchase of a ticket is NOT reimbursable. 

 f Fees associated with seat upgrades or early bird check-ins are not reimbursable. 

 f Flight or ticket insurance is not reimbursable.

 f If any portion of your airfare is subsidized by another source, that portion is NOT reimbursable under 
the stipend program.

Driving:

 f You will be reimbursed the current POV federal mileage allowance or the state ceiling, whichever is less.

 f POV mileage is subject to validation.

 f If you do not register your vehicle with the Housing Office, reimbursement for POV mileage may be 
denied.

 f If someone is dropping you off, you must have the vehicle verified by the Housing Office prior to the 
vehicle departing campus, or your stipend will be denied.

 f If you carpool with another student, only the driver will be reimbursed.

continued on next page
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 f If you drove a rental car instead of your POV, your reimbursement is limited to the POV allowance. 
Reimbursement will be made to the individual who rented the vehicle. The name of the individual request-
ing reimbursement must appear on the rental car agreement. Otherwise, the request may be denied.

 f If you are requesting mileage reimbursement and you are not the owner of the vehicle, you need to 
provide a letter from the owner stating that you have permission to drive the vehicle.

 f Registration of the POV must be presented at the time of registration to validate ownership.

Train or Bus:

 f Your reimbursement is limited to the cost of the ticket, not to exceed the state ceiling amount.

 f You must provide copies of the tickets actually used.

 f Reimbursement shall not include costs for sleep accommodations or for transport of vehicles on the train.

LUGGAGE REIMBURSEMENT:

National Fire Academy: NFA no longer reimburses students for bag fee costs.

Emergency Management Institute: Students eligible for stipend reimbursement may be reimbursed for their 
first piece of luggage checked (up to 50 pounds), not to exceed $60 round trip, if they provide the required 
documentation. Receipts are required for both trips (travel to NETC and return to residence). Luggage receipts 
must be submitted within two weeks of the course end date in order to be considered for reimbursement. 
Failure to submit receipts within two weeks will result in nonreimbursement for luggage. Legible receipts for 
charges for the student’s first piece of luggage may be faxed to 301-447-1658 or 301-447-1441 or emailed to 
netcadmissions@fema.dhs.gov. Students must provide receipts in order to be reimbursed for the luggage. 
Group requests for luggage reimbursement will be denied. Each student must submit his or her own luggage 
receipts. Convenience charges and service fees are not reimbursable.

Saving money on airfare: If you save money on your airfare, you will be reimbursed for extra expenses if 
you save a minimum of $250 off the cost of a 21-day ticket prior to the course travel date prepurchase, nonre-
fundable round trip economy class common carrier ticket traveling on the correct travel dates. Submit written 
documentation of the savings — this consists of itinerary copies of both the original price and the cheaper fare. 
If you do not acquire written approval from the Admissions Office prior to making your travel arrangements, 
the extra expenses will not be reimbursed. The following option applies if your request is approved.

You may stay in the Baltimore/District of Columbia metro areas before or after your course.

 f If you save at least $250 in airfare as noted in the terms above, you may be reimbursed up to $90 per 
day (two-day limit for savings over $500) for lodging or transportation expenses. Original receipts 
must be provided and must contain the student’s name. If you carpool from the airport using a rental 
car, only one individual is eligible for reimbursement.

 f If you stay after your course ends, ask for a Stipend Agreement Amendment (FEMA Form 11-25-4) 
when you register. When you return home, mail it with original hotel or transportation receipts 
containing your name to Admissions, Room I-216, 16825 South Seton Ave., Emmitsburg, MD 21727 
within 14 days of the start date of the course or reimbursement WILL BE DENIED.

continued on next page
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REIMBURSEMENT PROCESS:

Reimbursement will be deposited electronically into the checking or savings account that you identify. This 
reimbursement may take six to eight weeks following the course start date. If you haven’t received reimburse-
ment by eight weeks, call the NETC Admissions Office at 301-447-1035.

1. Reimbursement will only be made to an account that bears your name. You are responsible for reim-
bursing your department, if applicable. This is a result of increased restrictions by the receiving financial 
institutions. When the reimbursement is deposited, the entry in an account may differ from bank to bank, 
but mostly it will be listed as “FED SALARY, FEM2 or TREAS” and it will probably not have your name 
next to it.

If you do not have a personal account, please contact the Admissions Office prior to your arrival for further 
instructions.

2. If your account is with a credit union or if the account is payable through another bank, please have the 
bank provide you with the routing and account numbers for the Automated Clearing House deposit.

3. If you anticipate incurring additional expenses for transportation/lodging costs, you must receive prior 
written approval to be eligible for reimbursement of these expenses. If approved, original receipts must 
be presented at the time of your arrival. Your name must appear on receipts provided for reimbursement.

4. Your stipend may not be processed because of not having any of the following: your airline ticket; itiner-
ary with ticket number and payment made (ticket number pending is not acceptable); POV information; 
request from your organization for reimbursement; or the appropriate direct deposit information. If your 
bank is with a credit union, please have the bank confirm your routing and account numbers.
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FROM: County Executive Assistant, Holly Wolgamott 
TO:  Board of County Commissioners  
RE:  Communication Update 
MEETING: May 23, 2016 

 
 

1. E-news Bulletin 
a. The May e-news bulletin was sent out on May 10th to 70 subscribers and 69 employees. 70% of those who received the 

e-news bulletin opened the email. Since our first e-news bulletin in April, we have increased subscribers by 50%. I 
consider this a very positive start. I will do more Facebook advertising to attract additional subscribers before our next 
publication in June. I have also published both editions of the bulletin on our website and on Facebook however views 
from those platforms are not tracked so having a true number of how many people have viewed the bulletin is a bit 
unclear.  
 
I have started working on June’s e-news bulletin publication and suggest the following articles: 
• Pack Saddle Road Article 
• Ambulance Service Article 
• River Access Points 
• START Bus/Transportation Article 
• Sheriff Liford Article 
• Important Dates 
If you have suggestions for other articles, please let me know. Also, if you are out and about and take any nice pictures 
of the county and would like to share them to be used for e-news bulletins or social media please let me know.  
 

2. Government Meeting Management Software - ACCELA 
a. ACCELA will demonstrate how their software could be used to benefit commissions, staff, and the public. To 

demonstrate staff time savings, I have calculated what time is currently spent on BoCC packets and P&Z Commission 
packets compared to estimated time savings using ACELLA:  
 

 
Board 

Staff Hours 
Per Month 

Cost Per 
Month (staff time) 

Cost Per 
Year (staff time) 

Estimated Time 
Savings - ACCELA 

Costs Allocated to 
Other Projects 

BoCC 16 $581.76 $6981.20 14.4 Hours $6283.08 
P&Z 8-12 $250.72 - 

$376.08 
$3008.64 - 
$4512.96 

 
7.2 – 10.8 Hours 

$2707.78 – 
$4061.66 

 
The numbers above only account for staff time creating and distributing meeting packets but do not take into account 
other staff time savings. In my position, I currently do not have enough time to properly review information submitted 
to the board. With the time saved using ACELLA, I would be able review information submitted before it goes to the 
board allowing for edits and or clarifications as needed. I would also be able to educate myself on agenda items to 
better respond to public inquiries about BoCC meetings.   
 
Last summer the BoCC made the decision to stop recording meetings. The main reasoning behind that decision was 
the large amount of staff time it took to edit the recordings and to publish them on line. ACCELA would eliminate the 
need to edit the recordings and would automatically publish the audio or video linked to specific agenda items so that 
the public can easily listen to parts of the meeting that are of interest to them. The majority of BoCC meetings are 
held at times that are inconvenient to the public. This would allow the public the option of listening to meetings that 
they are unable to attend. In interest of transparency, I highly encourage the BoCC to return to recording and 
publishing recordings to the County website using ACCELA. 
 



 
 

Public Hearings are required to be recorded and ACCELA would make that process much easier as well. As it is now, 
public hearings are recorded and stored on the County server. If a public records request is received for a recording, 
staff has to transfer that recording to CDs or other storage devices. This is time consuming not only for staff but for 
the public as well. If recordings were automatically uploaded to the website the public could access them at any time 
without having to make a public records request. Because ACCELA is a cloud based system, recordings would not take 
up space on County servers as they did before. 
 
Examples of municipalities using ACCELA for meeting agendas, minutes, and video/audio streaming: 
 
City of Moscow Idaho: https://www.ci.moscow.id.us/records/Pages/default.aspx 
City of Reno Nevada: http://renocitynv.iqm2.com/Citizens/Default.aspx 
 
“The great thing about this product and why we chose it is that the video of each meeting is integrated with 
the meeting documents and it also has time-stamp features, making it easy for staff and citizens to quickly 
find what they are interested in. I love that transparency. It just makes it so much easier.” Reno City 
Manager. 
 
 
 
  
 

 
 

https://www.ci.moscow.id.us/records/Pages/default.aspx
http://renocitynv.iqm2.com/Citizens/Default.aspx


 
 

  

 
© 2015 Accela, Inc. All rights reserved 

  
Agenda, Minutes Management and Video Streaming Software                 Page 1 of 9 

 

 

Submitted By: 

 

Holly Leighs 

Business Development Executive 

 

Accela, Inc. 

2633 Camino Ramon, Suite 500 
San Ramon, CA 94583 

(925) 359-3483 

 

 

 

4/28/16 

 



 
 

  

 
© 2015 Accela, Inc. All rights reserved 

  
Agenda, Minutes Management and Video Streaming Software                 Page 2 of 9 

 

 

  

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.accela.com/


 
 

  

 
© 2015 Accela, Inc. All rights reserved 

  
Agenda, Minutes Management and Video Streaming Software                 Page 3 of 9 

  
 

 

We at Accela believe our Legislative Management Software will be a perfect fit 
for Teton County, as the County seeks to increase efficiency and drive 
engagement. 

Here at Accela we support over 2000 clients with over 400 specifically using 
tools from the Legislative Management catalogue. The Accela Agenda and 
Minutes cloud based portal is a fully configurable workspace that can be 
dedicated to the County and can encompass all of the County’s meeting bodies. 
We offer the most effective balance between advanced technology and user-
friendly interfaces to streamline your agenda process and help users of the system 
feel comfortable enough to fully adopt the system. Within our Agenda and 
Minutes software, users will be able to manage everything from drafting staff 
reports and other agenda items, reviewing workflows, agenda creation, 
publication and distribution, to minutes creation and the live streaming and 
archival of media - whether audio alone, standard definition video or HD video. 
Accela makes all data readily available to any stakeholder, from any device, 
through password protected user defined permissions in an easily installed 
SmartClient. Accela’s Civic Streaming module allows the County to create live 
and on-demand meetings available on all devices with DVR functionality and 
adaptive bitrate technology delivering the best quality picture a viewer’s 
connection can provide. As part of the County’s subscription, Accela will 
provide an encoding device at no additional cost. 

Beyond all of the documents and media that will be produced through the 
solution and posted to the web portal, Accela will help make this a centralized 
portal for all things meeting related. At no additional charge, Accela will provide 
the County with a historical import, displaying past agendas, minutes and 
meetings on the web portal by meeting date and making everything text 
searchable. The web portal will make historical information easier to search for 
staff and citizens alike, using “Google” like searching capabilities. 

We also have a native iPad app that will make distribution of the agenda to the 
Councilors seamless. Our iPad app is called “WeGovern” and is free for 
download from the iPad app store. It is a useful tool for staff and Council that 
allows them to add "Sticky Notes" to agenda packets on the go! "Sticky Notes" 
are linked to users and items, allowing Council to download materials and take 
notes on one device, and then recall them on another when they sign in. Our 
system not only formats the agenda packet and publishes it to multiple locations 
simultaneously, but reformats all the documents into PDF for you. File sizes and 
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number of attachments are unlimited allowing preparers the freedom to create the 
packet they require, not the packet that fits. 

Lastly, our licensing model is as simple as it gets. There is no upfront 
implementation fee and no training fees for the life of your contract. We even 
provide the first encoder for capturing audio and streaming video with a full 
three-year warranty provided by the hardware vendor. The County would 
subscribe to the modules necessary to meet their requirements and pay a single 
monthly fee per module. That is it! We are very confident in our ability to meet 
the needs of our customers, but in the instance you decide to leave us we just ask 
for a 30 day written cancelation notice and we will provide access to your data in 
a timely fashion. Easy to procure, simple to install and committed to your 
success, that is Accela Legislative Management. 
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Accela Legislative Management 
Accela’s Civic Platform provides the most feature-rich, intuitive, and effective 
public meeting management tools available to governments, schools districts and 
public sector agencies, all geared to make you and your organization better, more 
efficient and fiscally prudent. 

Our solution provides complete integration of all of your meeting processes from 
pre-meeting scheduling to the post-meeting follow-through of information 
disclosure and actionable tasks. By enlisting our solution, you gain several 
tremendous advantages: 

Reduced Document Costs: automated features dramatically reduce costs, waste, 
and labor 

Dramatic Time Savings: up to 90% more efficient 

Process Efficiency: automated process ensures timeliness and consistency 

Improved Output Quality: creates attractive professional document packets 
automatically 

Compliance: online publishing meets governance regulations and disclosure 
initiatives 

Accountability: internal process establishes audit trail, tracks project tasks and 
budgets 

Knowledge Resource: allows reference of all documents related to meetings, 
past and present 

Video Publishing: automated features make online posting simple, indexed by 
topics 

Community Trust: interactive processes foster citizen involvement by making 
information easily accessible. Also establishes measures of paper-reducing green 
initiatives. 
 

Accela’s approach to Open Meeting Management is specifically tailored to the 
unique needs of our public sector customers. We are experts at supporting, 
deploying, and managing meetings for agencies of all sizes. That is what we do. 

While our solution is a powerful, comprehensive, seamless application that does 
not require integration points, organizations can choose to deploy all four of our 
modules, or just one at a time. Each module is valuable on its own and allows for 
easy module addition. 
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Accela Agenda & Minutes  

Agenda and Minutes is the framework of our Open Meeting Platform. It provides 
complete functionality to manage all meeting documents, review processes & 
procedures, agenda packet creation, minutes creation, post-meeting letters & 
distribution, web publishing, and search functions. It is a powerful software 
module that will allow the County to facilitate all of its meeting needs, from pre-
meeting scheduling to post-meeting publishing and all of the information 
gathering steps in between. It offers a simple yet customizable set of functions 
that will make your meeting workflow process more efficient. 

The following key components and processes will benefit your organization in 
cost and time savings: 

Centralized Document Database: will consolidate your organization’s 
information processes into one location, vastly reducing time on information 
management, search and retrieval. 

Workflow, Routing, and Review Process: incredibly simple but sophisticated 
tool for driving efficiency and managing expectations. The program’s wizard-
based interface allows department members to monitor processes, maintaining 
accountability of information. 
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Attachments and Importing:  program cross-references all related documents, 
allowing you to collect all information of a given topic from the internal system 
quickly and easily without printing and scanning. 

Virtual PDF Printer: Agendas and Minutes includes an integrated PDF Printer 
that will allow users to retrieve information and reports from any computer 
system throughout the organization as long as it can print, regardless of file type. 
The PDF Printer allows users to print from any program to this virtual printer 
named "MinuteTraq" instead of printing to paper. The built-in PDF printer makes 
the chore of attaching information from other programs a cinch. The output is 
automatically converted to PDF format and imported into Agendas and Minutes 
as an attachment. You can easily mark the attachment as public and it will be 
published on the web portal when the agenda is created—no more scanning and 

printing. 

Document Generation: produces all meeting-related documents in one simple 
step, eliminating time-consuming redundancy such as cutting and pasting. Create 
meeting packets customizable to your needs with agendas, agenda summaries, 
schedules, and all other associated attachments, all with a consistent heading for 
professional look and feel. 

Fast Re-Generation Technology™:  Because Agendas and Minutes has built-in 
Fast Re-Generation Technology, the documents generated from Agendas and 
Minutes can be easily modified and regenerated much faster. An agenda packet 
that needs to be regenerated after adding or removing several items can be 
compiled in seconds. This is critical when preparing an agenda for a meeting, 
particularly at the last minute. Other products without our unique Fast Re-
Generation Technology ™ take hours to build packets even after small changes 
are made. 

History Tracking and Audit Trail: Agendas and Minutes will keep a complete 
history of all meeting topics from the moment they are prepared, submitted, 
reviewed, added to an agenda, voted on, tabled to other meetings, passed through 
committees for review and more. Each meeting topic or attachment can have 
comments added to the history by users. The meeting topic history screen will 
provide a complete history of the topic itself along with all of the attachments. 
The meeting history will track each agenda item and the exact page number it 
appears on in the minutes with the comments and action or vote record at the 
meeting. The audit trail allows all the changes that are made to the document to 
be tracked in a log. Each user that makes a change can indicate a reason why they 
are changing it, a comment and can trigger actions like sending an email notice, 
resetting the approval process or creating a new revision of the topic or 
document. 

Revision Tracking and Comparing: Agendas and Minutes tracks changes to 
meeting topics and documents and allows you compare what has been altered and 
by who. All changes are highlighted with bubbles specifying the changes. 
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Information Sharing and Delivery: communicates key information to the 
intended recipients effectively, allowing meeting decisions and tasks to take 
action. Through email-based communication and online postings, proper 
channels are notified in a way that is easily tracked and automated for 
accountability. 

Meeting Capture and Streaming: receives and organizes input on all data 
concerning minutes, votes, discussion, and actions, and modifies into a format 
that facilitates public sharing. In conjunction with the Civic Streaming module, 
video streaming can be indexed and referenced by topic as it is matched with 
timestamps on meeting minutes.  

Task Follow-up and Progress Tracking: The integrated task tracking function 
in Agendas and Minutes affords you the peace of mind that tasks and directives 
will be acted upon from meeting to meeting. No longer will meeting time be 
wasted going over dropped responsibilities and missed tasks due to lack of 
follow-up. 
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May 18, 2016 
 
TO: Board of County Commissioners 
FROM: Teton County Public Works Director – Darryl Johnson, PE, PLS 
SUBJECT: Public Works Update 

The following items are for your review and discussion at the May 23, 2016 BoCC Meeting. 
 
SOLID WASTE 
April Well Sampling – All well sampling results for April produced acceptable results with the 
exception of Barium in MW-5.  Barium was reported at 42 ug/L and the statistical limit is 41.7 
ug/L.  Teton County has requested that the well be re-sampled.   

Metal Recycling – Bids are due 6/3/2016. The Request for Bids is available online at the county 
web site.  

 Spring Cleanup Day – Attached is a breakdown of our 2016 Spring Cleanup Day.  This year 
we had 224 vehicles visit the facility.  That is up from 2015’s 179 vehicles received.  
 
ROAD & BRIDGE 
Oil Contract – Teton County will be piggybacking off of the Fremont County contract for the 
purchase of oil for the 2016 chip seal efforts.  Attached is the contract with Idaho Asphalt 
Supply, Inc. 
 
 ACTION ITEM – Motion to approve Contract with Idaho Asphalt Supply, Inc. to supply and 
apply asphalt oil for 2016 to be paid from the Road Levy Chip Seal Account 33-00-521. 
  
ENGINEERING 
Centennial Trail Update:  During the January 13, 2014 BoCC meeting, Rob Heuseveldt, City 
of Victor submitted and reviewed the attached City of Victor, FLAP Grant Request, County 
Match.  During the same meeting, Commissioners unanimously approved the $8,147 funding 
request for the Teton Centennial Trail Project.  Mr. Heusevelt will be providing the 
Commissioners with a Project update. 

Chip Seal Specification:  Teton County is scheduled to chip seal Ski Hill Road and Bates Road 
this year.  Public Works has been meeting with TVTAP and other interested users in an attempt 
to come up with an acceptable road treatment for everyone.  Attached is a memo summarizing 
Teton County’s design standards and recommendations for these roads.  Richard Weinbrant has 
asked to meet with the BoCC to discuss certain treatment requests that have been considered for 
these shared use corridors.   
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FACILITIES 
 Garbage Bin at River Access Points:  Currently, Teton County provides portable toilets at the 
South Bates, Bates Road, Railroad Rightaway and Packsaddle river access points.  A problem 
that we have always struggled with is trash being thrown in the toilets.  This causes servicing 
issues.  Idaho Fish and Game is concerned that providing larger containers would provide a place 
for the public to dump household trash for free and suggested smaller containers if we were to 
consider providing collection bins.  Should we consider providing trash bins at any or all river 
access points? 



Teton County Landfill
Proposed Monitoring Well Locations

FIGURE 1

Well Name Latitude Longitude
MW-7 43.727 -111.082
MW-8 43.729 -111.079

Proposed Well Locations

Existing Well Locations

Figure 2 

MW-7

MW-8 43.727 -111.022

43.729 -111.080
Well Name Latitude Longitude
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DATE:  5-19-2016 
 
TO: Board of County Commissioners 
FROM: Teton County Public Works Director – Darryl Johnson, PE, PLS 
SUBJECT: Teton County Chip Seal Specification   

 
Teton County is scheduled to chip seal Ski Hill Road from Driggs City Limits to the State Line 
and Bates Road from Driggs City Limits to W 1000 S.  Public Works has been meeting with 
TVTAP and other concerned groups to discuss road treatment options in hopes of coming up 
with a specification that is acceptable to all.   

 Teton County’s current chip seal specification calls for a 3/8-inch chip gradation spec and CRS 
oil application as specified in the Teton County, Idaho Highway & Street Guidelines for Design 
and Construction.   

Alternate specifications including fog-seal coat, slurry seal, GSB88 rejuvenator treatment and 
chip seal using ¼” chips have been recommended for the shoulders/bike lanes.  A report was 
provided by TVTAP evaluating different sections of roads for smoothness, bike ride-ability and 
chip loss.   
 
History: 
Ski Hill Road was last chip sealed in 2011 using a 3/8” chip specification with a CRS oil.  No 
treatment has been applied since.   Visual inspection shows a chip that appears to be somewhat 
larger than a 3/8” chip.  This surface is no indication of what the County will be putting down in 
2016. 

Bates Road was last chip sealed sometime around 2004 or 2005 using a ½” chip specification 
and CRS oil.  It was treated in 2013 with an overlay of GSB88 rejuvenator. 
   
Proposed Treatment: 
Public Works is proposing to treat both Ski Hill Road and Bates Road with a 3/8” chip and CRS 
oil.  The 3/8” chip specification is different than that used in 2011with a smaller upper end chip 
specification.  Public Works is currently working closely with the crushing contractor to ensure 
the chips are within the acceptable size range.  Acceptable upper end of chips calls for 95-100% 
to pass through the 3/8” sieve.  All of our test samples show 100% of chips are passing through 
the 3/8” sieve.   

Recommended goal for rock embedment into the oil is 50-70%.  This is simply how much the 
chips are embedded into the oil and is controlled by field adjusting the oil application rate.  Our 
goal for these projects is 70% rock embedment.  We have contacted oil suppliers and others that 
have extensive experience about quality control measures.  We will continually evaluate the oil 
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application and make adjustments as needed to ensure we are getting the rock embedment 
desired. 

Chip seal treatments are meant to seal the road surface.  Larger size chips will result in a thicker 
binder layer.  Chips are used to provide a more durable wearing surface and protect the oil binder 
layer.  Ski Hill and Bates Road are two of our busiest roads in the County.  In addition to the 
high levels of traffic experienced, chips also provide protection during our snow plow efforts.  

Chip seals are recommended approximately every 7 to 9 years depending on wear.  Fog seals or 
oil rejuvenators are recommended in between chip seal applications to prolong the life of the 
road and extend the need to re-chip seal by up to 3 years.   

Some recommended treatments include using a ¼” chip.  Although this would agreeably produce 
a smoother riding surface, the County feels that the ¼” chip tends to pop loose more easily than 
the 3/8” chip.  Additionally, a ¼” chip produces a binder layer that is not as thick as a 3/8” chip 
would.  It has been argued that there are significant cost savings by using the ¼” chip because of 
the lower application rate.  What has not been discussed in these cost saving statements is the 
additional cost to produce the ¼” chip.  Inquiring with the current crushing contractor, the 
County was informed that cost to produce a ¼” chip spec would be three times that of the 3/8” 
specification. 
 
Recommendation: 
Because of the high traffic volumes and length of time since the last chip seal, Public Works is 
recommending a chip seal treatment.  We are confident the 3/8” chip specification, 70% 
embedment goal and our heightened level of quality control will produce an acceptable riding 
surface for the majority.   

Our goal is to ensure a base treatment is applied that is guaranteed to protect the road corridor.  
Public Works is more than happy to work with all agencies in identifying additional shoulder 
treatments if this wearing surface proves unacceptable.  
  
Lane Width: 
The ITD 2002 design for Ski Hill Road shows a typical section from Driggs City limits to the 
State Line having a 3.6 m (11.8’) travel lane and a 1.5 m (4.9’) bike lane.  TVTAP and others 
have requested that bike lanes be increased to 6’ and travel lanes reduced to under 11’.  The 
posted speed limit along this corridor is 45 mph.  It is acknowledged that narrower travel lanes is 
a proven form of traffic calming and reduction in speeds.  This corridor is shared by other 
recreation users that, at times, are pulling large, wide trailers (atv and travel trailers) and also by 
dump truck and pup trailer traffic generated from the gravel pits in the area.  Total design width 
based on ITD 2002 design is 16.7’.  Public Works is proposing that the road be striped for 5.4’ 
bike lanes leaving 11.3’ for travel lanes.  In the past we have experienced inconsistent lane 
widths due to inaccurately identifying the road centerline.  To minimize this happening on Ski 
Hill Road, the County will retain surveying services and have the center of road clearly and 
accurately marked for the striping contractor.   

 
 

 



 

 
Old Jackson Highway, Victor Idaho 

 
 
 
Tour de Chip Seal – 2016 Update 
Teton County Idaho and Teton County Wyoming 
Updated Test Section Photos and Reviews 

 
  



Chip Seal Report Page 2 of 23 

Fall Creek Road – Chip Seal with ¼” Chips in 2014 - 
Review photos and notes, 2015 and 2016 
 

 
 
Fall Creek Road was chip sealed in August and September 2014. Teton County used a ¼ chip 
seal, with a top coat of oil applied several days after the chips were placed and rolled. The 
weather was not great for the chip seal days, with cool temperatures close to the minimum, but 
the top coat of oil was done on a very warm day, and seems to have been very successful. 
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Fresh Chip Seal top coat of Oil on Fall Creek Road, the north section with the bike lane 
shoulders. 
 

 
A close up of the ¼” chip size shows very good consistent chips were used, and an excellent 
coat of oil on top. 
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Excellent quality Chip Seal and Shoulder seal on Fall Creek Road, ¼” with top coat of oil. 
 

 
Fall 2014 after striping was done. Teton County chip sealed the 10’ travel lanes, with no chips 
on the 4’ bike lane shoulders, just oil. 
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Example of heavy Oil Coat used on top seal, seemed to be very effective. 
 
Fall Creek Road Review in 2015 after one winter plan and sand 
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One year after, the Chip retention was excellent, one of the best chip seal projects in this 
report. The ¼” chips used showed almost no cases of chip loss.  
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Southern portion of Fall Creek Road, no shoulder section. Excellent chip retention along this 
entire section, also one of the best chip seal service observed in this report. 
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Fall Creek Road South Section in 2015 after one year. Excellent Chip Retention. 
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Fall Creek Road Review 2016, two years and two winters after installation. Excellent chip 
retention observed, almost no chip loss and very good condition for the road seal. 
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Fall Creek Road, 2016 close up, shows continued excellent Chip Seal performance. One issue 
with the Fall Creek Road is the continue problems with striping. The FHWA designed this road 
with 10’ lanes, but the road has not been striped properly. Road striping should be measured 
from the center line to the center of the shoulder stripe, and should be 10’ not 10.5’. Hopefully 
this can be improved next time the paint crews are working. 
 
 
 
 
 
Fish Creek Road review in 2014 
Chip seal completed in 2012 using a 3/8” Chip Seal with CSS-1H top fog seal; this is a slightly 
larger chip, and a different type of fog seal from Idaho Test. Test section rides better than 
without top seal, but not as smooth as ¼” chip tests. Observations in 2014 after two winter 
seasons shows continued good coverage, with no loss of chips, and the surface is somewhat 
smoother than in 2013 due to wear, time, and winter plowing. The road provides good cycling 
surface. There are still bumps from older crack seal methods, but less severe as time goes on. 
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The Old Jackson Highway review in 2014 
Chip sealed in 2012 with two test sections – The northern section has ¼” chips, with a top fog 
seal using GSB-88 Oil. The southern section also used ¼” chips, but without any fog seal over 
the chips. 

 
The review in 2014 after two winters shows a continued excellent seal. There is a visual 
difference that can be observed at the mid-point where the top seal starts, where the surface 
has better chip coverage. The Old Jackson north test section has held up the best of all the test 
sections so far, with an excellent cycling surface for a chip sealed road. It was sealed in July. 
 

 
  



Chip Seal Report Page 13 of 23 

North Alta Road review in 2014 
Chip Seal with ¼” chips with top fog seal, completed late August 2013. This chip seal is holding 
up quite well, with no loss of chips. The surface is smooth and provides good cycling conditions. 
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Ski Hill Road review in 2014 
The Ski Hill Road was chip sealed in September of 2013, using a ¼” chip with a top coat of oil 
[Oil type ?].  Unfortunately, it seems that the later application date may not have had optimum 
temperatures for good chip seal adhesion. Observations show significant loss of chips, 
especially in shady sections that would have been cooler. The road surface rides well, and is 
fairly smooth. 
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APPENDIX – PREVIOUS TEST REPORTS 
 
Test Report from May 16, 2013 

1. Old Jackson Highway, North Section – ¼” with GSB-88 fog seal 
Old Jackson Highway, South Section – ¼” no fog seal 

2. Fish Creek Road, Wilson – 3/8” with CSS-1H 
3. 2000 South, east of Highway – GSB-88, no chips 
4. Otta Seal treatment on S4500W (Cedron Loop).  BST (bituminous surface treatment) 

 
Attended: Jay Mazalewski, Dave Gustafson, Brian Schilling, Rob Heuseveldt, Bill Knight, Rick 
LaBelle, Dan Powers, Chi Melville, Tim Adams, Mike Welch, Tim Young 
 
The group met at the City of Victor office and visited three roads and four test treatments that 
were applied last summer on Teton Valley Idaho roads. 
 
First Stop – 2000 South 
Road History/Condition – This is an older paved road, which is still in relatively good shape so 
the county applied a GSB-88 top coat only as a rejuvenator to help extend its life. The wear 
surface is in good shape so chip seal was not called for. The road has typical 
expansion/compression cracks, which were repaired before the GSB-88 application. The GSB-88 
has the ability to penetrate the asphalt and rebind the aggregate thus extending its life.  
 
Observations  – The road surface is holding up well to moderate mixed use – car, agricultural 
and dump trucks. The surface is smooth and good for cycling. 
 
Second Stop – South 4500 West (Cedron Loop) 
This 1-mile road section was rebuilt over the past several years as there was never a good road 
base and the asphalt surface was falling apart. Over several years, the county first built up the 
road base and then added a crushed gravel top layer. They then applied their “Otta Seal” 
treatment over the past two years. This is a BST (bituminous surface treatment) that they use 
on roads that need more than a standard chip seal or use as an asphalt substitute.  
 
Observations  – The road surface is holding up well to moderate mixed use – car, agricultural 
and dump trucks. The Otta Seal treatment is rough for cycling during the first several months 
after application so it has a season long impact on cycling, but the resulting surface in the travel 
lanes is smooth and good for cycling after a summer and winter of use. 
 
Third Stop – Old Jackson Highway – Mountainside Village 
Road History/Condition – The Old Jackson Highway was originally built as a state highway for 
traffic over Teton Pass. A new highway was built on a different alignment over 50 years ago and 
the Old Jackson Highway (OJH) has been used as a local feeder route since. In 2002, Federal 
Land Highways money as part of the Teton Pass Trail project (no local match) was used to 
reconstruct a new asphalt road surface, repairing road base sections in the process. The road 
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has had no surface treatment until the summer of 2012 when it was chip sealed with 1/4" 
chips. This section also had GSB-88 applied as a fog coat after the chip seal. 
 
Observations  – The fog coat did a good job of retaining the chips as there is almost no chip 
migration to the road edges. There was some surface wear noticeable from snow plows over 
that past winter but they didn’t impact the bonding/chip retention ability of the GSB-88. 
Cyclists report that while not as smooth as asphalt, it’s one of the better chip seals to ride on. It 
was good to ride almost immediately after the chip seal was applied. 
 
Fourth Stop – Old Jackson Highway – Moose Creek 
Road History/Condition – This section has the same history as above except it didn’t receive any 
sort of fog coat after the chips were applied. 
 
Observations  – There was some chip migration to the road edges and small chips and sand still 
on the road surface. Cyclists report that it’s still a reasonable chip seal alternative but does not 
ride quite a smoothly as the section which had the GSB-88 fog seal. It was also not very rideable 
for some time after the chip seal was first applied and loose chips were present.  
 
Conclusions 
The bicycling community in both counties applauds the county engineers and road departments 
for their efforts to find a good balance between maintaining county roads for longevity and at 
the same time not negatively impacting alternative transportation modes such as cycling, roller 
blading, roller skiing, chariots and baby strollers. Recognizing that historical chip seal methods 
have not met those goals, its great to see a willingness to test different surface treatments and 
use them when road conditions, traffic volumes and type of use warrant.  
 
We recommend that when possible, a fog seal such as GSB-88 be used more frequently to 
retain the aggregate and wear surface by reintroducing binders to the asphalt, thus extending 
time before a new wear surface such as a slurry seal, micro seal or chip seal is needed. When 
the wear surface is such that it needs to be resurfaced, use of as smooth a treatment as 
possible should be used. Slurry seal and micro seal are good choices if funding allows. 
Recognizing that the least costly solution up front is not always the least costly when amortized 
over many years, we encourage the road departments to factor the costs over 10 & 15 year 
periods. When chip seal is determined to be the best option, we encourage the use of smaller 
chips – ¼” size on roads where bicycle use can be expected.  
 
We also recommend assessing the type of use present (or desired) on different roads, and 
surface treatments selected to best meet the needs. Roads with significant non-motorized use 
like cycling are good candidates for spending a little more for a smoother surface treatment, 
like micro or slurry seals, which will encourage those types of active transportation and help 
meet community comprehensive plan and transportation planning goals. 
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Test Section #1 -- Old Jackson Highway, Teton County and Victor Idaho, 2012 

 
The Old Jackson Highway was chip sealed in 2012 with two test sections – The northern section 
has ¼” chips, with a top fog seal using GSB-88 Oil. The southern section also used ¼” chips, but 
without any fog seal over the chips. 
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Test Section #1 north -- Old Jackson Highway, Teton County and Victor Idaho, 2013 

 
Old Jackson Highway northern section, spring 2013 after winter season. Chip seal remains quite 
secure, and surface GSB-88 fog seal is clearly visible, section along Mountainside Village. This 
style rides best for bicycle riders of all the chip seal methods tested. 
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Test Section #1 north -- Old Jackson Highway, Teton County and Victor Idaho, 2013 

 
Close view of the north section, shoulder shows limited loose gravel was generated, and the ¼” 
chips still fully coated in oil. The top has been scraped by plows, but good coverage remains. 

 
 



Chip Seal Report Page 20 of 23 

Test Section #1 South -- Old Jackson Highway, Teton County and Victor Idaho 

 
 
Close view of the south section, no fog seal. Top photo, 2012 after chip seal with substantial 
loose chips, which are not good for cycling. Bottom photo, 2013 close up view, shoulder shows 
additional loose gravel was generated, and noticeable loose fine sand between the chips. 
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Test Section #2 Fish Creek Road, Teton County Wyoming, 2012 

 
Fish Creek Road test was a 3/8” Chip Seal with CSS-1H top fog seal; this is a slightly larger chip, 
and a different type of fog seal from Idaho Test. Note visible larger chip in lower photo. Test 
section rides better than without top seal, but not as smooth as ¼” chip tests. 

 
  



Chip Seal Report Page 22 of 23 

Test Section #2 Fish Creek Road, Teton County Wyoming, 2013 
 

 
 

Close view of the Fish Creek after winter season shows 3/8” chips still secured, but significantly 
less CSS-1H fog seal remains visible on the surface, compared to the GSB-88 oil on Old Jackson 
Highway test section. The GSB-88 is somewhat more expensive, but appears to wear better. 
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Test #3 Seal Coat only, two different types of seal coat 

 
[Note: above photo is from Arbon Valley, ID] The top portion of road received CSS-1 treatment; 
the bottom received GSB-88; application rates were the same.  The difference in performance 
after a period of time is significant. The GSB-88 oil seal was used on 2000 South, east of 
highway, with surface coat and no chips, just top oil seal. 
 

 
Old-style use of ½” Chip Seal on Fish Creek Road in 2007 -- extremely unpopular with bicycle 
riders as well as motorists concerned with broken windshields, higher road noise, and reduced 
gas mileage. This style of chip seal rides the worst off all tested sections for all wheeled 
nonmotorized users. 





























Date Check # 
Vendor Name or                 

Resolution #
Description Decrease Increase Balance 

Approval 

Date

Beginning Balance $128,000.00

Help completing All Hazards Mitigation Plan 4,000.00 124,000.00 9/25/2015

Noteworthy Performance Award for T. Jones 500.00 123,500.00 10/26/2015

Underbudgeted IT needs for FY 2016 23,683.00 99,817.00 10/26/2015

11/10/15 298 Sign Pro Interior courthouse signage 858.00 98,959.00 10/26/2015

Underbudgeted masonry repair expense for FY 2016 24,000.00 74,959.00 11/9/2015

12/28/15 707 Teton Valley Bus Dev Center Implement Tourism component of Ec Dev Plan 10,000.00 64,959.00 12/28/2015

02/09/18 1000 Teton County Road & Bridge Reimburse expenses related to SnowFest 1,855.00 63,104.00 FY16 budget

tbd City of Driggs Matching funds for July 4th Fireworks 5,000.00 58,104.00 2/22/2016

Resolution 2016-0411 Increase IT contractor budget 10,000.00 48,104.00 3/14/2016

Resolution 2016-0411 Purchase items needed to upgrade county's SAN 45,000.00 3,104.00 3/14/2016

04/11/16 Resolution 2016-0411 Re-allocate unspent funds budgeted for animal control 35,000.00 38,104.00 4/11/2016

tbd Navigate Partial payment for Scope of Work 5,500.00 32,604.00 5/9/2016

Beginning Balance $20,000.00

tbd Local match for Cache Bridge Project 10,000.00 3/14/2016

Beginning Balance $10,000.00

Beginning Balance $10,000.00

11/10/15 172 Alphagrphics Solid Waste Fee fact sheet for mailing with tax notices 817.65 9,182.35

Beginning Balance $10,000.00

Beginning Balance $5,000.00

Resolution 2016-0111

Resolution 2016-0111

Resolution 2016-0111

Resolution 2016-0111

Road Levy Contingency Account: 33-00-526

                                        Contingency Fund Expenditures for FY 2016

Ambulance Contingency Account: 50-00-526

Solid Waste Contingency Account: 23-00-526

General Fund Contingency Account: 01-18-526

Road&Bridge Contingency Account: 02-00-526

Court Contingency Account: 06-01-526
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Teton County Ambulance Service District 
Minutes: May 16, 2016  

Commissioners’ Meeting Room, 150 Courthouse Drive, Driggs, Idaho 
 

AGENDA 
1. Approval available minutes 
2. Ambulance Service decision 

______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT:  Bill Leake, Kelly Park, Cindy Riegel 
 

OTHER ELECTED OFFICIALS PRESENT: Fire District Commissioners Kent Wagener, Jason Letham 
and Scott Golden, County Clerk Mary Lou Hansen 
 
OTHER HOSPITAL & FIRE DISTRICT OFFICIALS PRESENT: Teton Valley Health Care CEO 
Keith Gnagey and CFO Wesley White, Fire Chief Brett Campbell and Division Chief Earle Giles  
 

Chairman Leake called the meeting to order at 9:31 am.  
 

 MOTION. Commissioner Riegel made a motion to approve the Ambulance Service District minutes of 
May 9, 2016. Motion seconded by Commissioner Park and carried.  
 
FIRE DISTRICT PROPOSAL. Fire Commissioner Letham briefly reviewed their Options A and B, 
which were discussed in detail during the Board’s January 25 meeting, and Option C, which was discussed 
March 28. Since learning that Teton Valley Health Care (Hospital) is not interested in providing patient 
transfers only (Option C), the Fire District (FD) is now proposing another alternative, Option D, with the 
following provisions (Attachment #1):  
 -FD will respond to all 911 calls for emergency medical services (EMS) 

-FD will provide patient transfers with FD personnel and/or assistance from Air Idaho, Madison 
Fire/EMS, Bonneville Fire/EMS 
-FD will hire three additional paramedic firefighters  
-FD will accept no payments from the Ambulance Service District (ASD)  
-FD will not utilize any Foregone Taxes  
-Patient revenue from 911 calls/transfers and revenue from Wyoming EMS contract will provide 
the additional funds needed for FD’s EMS operations  
-FD will continue to pay 25% of dispatch costs 
-FD will absorb all current ASD expenses, except the 25% of dispatch costs being paid by ASD for 
EMS dispatch services (there will be no ASD Administrative Fee if ASD is dissolved) 
-ASD will provide/purchase ambulances while ASD exists  

 
Chief Campbell said this is an opportunity to save taxpayers over $500,000 by re-setting the current way of 
providing ambulance services. He stressed that the Fire District is committed to healing and improving 
relations with the Hospital and predicted that removing the current “seed of competition” between the two 
entities would make that possible.   
 
HOSPITAL PROPOSAL. Mr. Gnagey said the Hospital is very interested in maintaining the current 
partnership model and provided an outline of their proposal for improving the system (Attachment #2). The 
proposal included the following significant changes to the current contract:  
 -Single, multi-year contract signed by three entities: ASD, FD and Hospital 

-ASD hire a Medical Director and EMS Director to supervise all EMS staff (FD and Hospital 
employees) with the cost paid 50/50 by FD and Hospital (their respective budgets already include 
amounts for these expenses) 
-ASD procure a single ambulance license 

 -FD no longer receives $140,000  
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 -ASD payment to Hospital reduced by $210,000 ($70,000 + $140,000 no longer paid to FD)  
 -ASD earmark $210,000 for future ambulance replacement  
 -FD staff spend agreed-upon hours at hospital each month 
  
Overall Staffing. Mr. Gnagey said the Fire District’s Option C (FD respond to all 911 calls and Hospital 
provide all patient transfers) would not work for the Hospital because it requires the current number of 
EMS personnel without the current income. However, he said the Hospital could provide daytime transfers. 
Mr. Gnagey said losing ASD-funding for nighttime staff would be the most significant impact to the 
Hospital if they lose the ambulance contract. Commissioner Riegel asked if it would be possible for the FD 
to have their EMS personnel stationed at the Hospital at night to help in the emergency room and do night 
time patient transfers. 
 
Chief Campbell described the shift schedule utilized by fire departments across the country, as well as in 
Teton County. FD shifts involve back-to-back 24-hour work periods, with scheduled time for sleeping. 
Such “A, B, C” shifts enable fire departments to staff a 24/7/365 position with 3.0 full-time employees. In 
contrast, 4.3 full-time employees are needed to staff a 24/7/365 position if the employee must remain 
awake during the entire shift, which is a requirement for Hospital EMS personnel.  
 
Chief Campbell said these different staffing models make it impossible for the FD to provide nighttime 
staffing support at the Hospital and is one reason why the FD can provide ambulance services at less cost 
than the Hospital. In addition, the FD recently re-structured for additional efficiency and savings after the 
resignation of two Division Chiefs.   
 
Mr. Gnagey explained that the Hospital requires a minimum “front-line” staff of four people awake and 
available 24/7/365. Without the ASD contract, the Hospital will lose funding for two nighttime EMS 
personnel. They would replace these two personnel with a single person, but would need to hire 2.5-3.0 
full-time employees in order to have that single person available when needed.  
 
Medical Director, EMS Director & EMS Advisory Board. Commissioner Riegel said having two 
separate EMS Directors and Medical Directors with differing protocols wasn’t helping the two teams of 
EMS professionals work together. Chief Campbell and Mr. Gnagey agreed that hiring a single Medical 
Director would be best and believe that the Medical Director should have an established and ongoing 
relationship with the Hospital.  They said having a single Medical Director and a single set of protocols 
would help eliminate the current bickering between FD and Hospital staff. Mr. Gnagey said a Medical 
Director contract would cost up to $18,000; the FD has budgeted $12,000 for the position.  
 
Chief Campbell said the Hospital’s proposal to continue the partnership model under a single EMS Director 
would not work. He described the FD’s organizational structure and said there was no possibility that FD 
personnel could be supervised by an ASD employee.   
 
The entire group agreed that establishing an EMS Advisory Board would improve communication between 
the various entities and the community.  
 
Finances.  Chief Campbell said the Hospital’s proposal to eliminate the FD’s $140,000 payment was not 
acceptable to the FD because it would require them to increase their tax levy in order to continue staffing 
ambulances in Victor and Driggs. 
 
Regarding future billing practices, Mr. Gnagey said the Hospital receives a higher reimbursement rate from 
insurance companies due to their established contracts. Chief Campbell said he has had detailed discussions 
with their intended billing provider and has a clear understanding of how much patient revenue to expect. 
Both men agreed that the Medicare reimbursement rate for ambulance services would be the same 
regardless of which entity did the billing.   
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Chief Campbell and the Fire Commissioners stressed the fact that their proposal would save taxpayers more 
than $500,000. The Hospital’s proposal would save taxpayers $210,000, including the $140,000 saved by 
eliminating the Hospital’s annual payment to the FD for staffing two ambulances.  
 
Commissioner Leake said the ASD was not required to obtain bids for the provision of ambulance services. 
However, the two proposals currently being discussed clearly illustrated the cost differential between the 
two entities.  
 
Community Paramedic Services.  Mr. Gnagey believes the future of health care will require EMS staff to 
treat patients in their own homes on a preventative basis. This will not require use of an ambulance, but will 
require trained personnel. Chief Campbell said he was certain that the FD and Hospital could work out a 
way to utilize FD personnel for community paramedic services.   
 

Additional Comments made during the five-hour discussion:  

Chairman Leake: Combining Fire and EMS services is a national and state-wide trend because it 
results in more efficient use of manpower; the most common nation-wide practice is for fire departments to 
run ambulances and for hospitals to accept patients delivered by those ambulances; the Hospital is one of 
the community’s most important assets.   

Commissioner Riegel: Need to get the FD and Hospital working together; maintaining the status 
quo does not solve the current redundancy problem; ideally, Search & Rescue volunteers would be 
supervised by the same Medical Director as the ambulance service; State statutes authorize the County to 
levy a tax to provide ambulance services if they are not otherwise “reasonably available;” if decision is 
made to let FD provide ambulance services, goal should be eventual dissolution of the ASD provided FD is 
able to fulfill their commitments.   

Commissioner Park: Would be best to maintain the status quo, but with a three-way contract if 
that’s legally feasible; everyone at the table is a friend; would ASD be eliminating a tax, or shifting a tax?; 
do not want to take a chance with the stability and future of the Hospital. 

Hospital CEO & CFO: Hospital is losing about $140,000 per year to operate the ambulance; 
hospitals do not do transports. 

Fire District Commissioners & Staff: New State law requires a public hearing process before 
Foregone tax amounts can be levied; maintaining the status quo does not solve the ASD funding shortfall 
problem; we have spent too many hours talking about this not to make some changes; the FD/Hospital 
relationship became strained when the FD began staffing the ambulance in Victor; Hospital cannot fulfill 
current contract without FD assistance; Hospital is a formidable organization.     
   
 MOTION. Chairman Leake made a motion to provide notice to Teton Valley Health Care that the 
Ambulance Service District intends to terminate its contract for ambulance services and will negotiate the 
desired timing with TVHC. The contract is being terminated so that the ASD can transition all ambulance 
operations to Teton County Fire Protection District per today’s Option D, with the following additional 
conditions:   

1. The Fire District will provide ambulance service for all 911 calls and patient transfers;  
2. The ambulance Medical Director will be a TVHC employee, or else a member of a physicians 

group contracted with TVHC, and will be an expense paid by the ASD;   
3. The ASD will fund 25% of the County’s dispatch costs;  
4. The ASD will purchase one new ambulance during FY 2017;  
5. The ASD will establish an Emergency Medical Services Advisory Board; and  
6. The ASD intends to hold TVHC harmless relative to costs connected with the termination of their 

EMS employees, which have been estimated to be no more than $130,000.  
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Riegel and carried, with Commissioner Park opposed because 
he doesn’t think there will be any actual savings for taxpayers.  
 
Next Steps. The current contract requires a 180-day notice of termination, but allows for a shorter time 
period if agreed to by both parties. Mr. White said the Hospital would probably begin losing employees 
immediately, which would make it difficult to continue their ambulance operations for 180 days. Chief 
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Campbell said the FD would prefer to begin providing all ambulance services October 1, but could start 
earlier if necessary. Mr. Gnagey said the Hospital would evaluate their options and circumstances before 
deciding their preference.  
 
 MOTION. At 1:55 pm Chairman Leake made a motion to adjourn as the Ambulance Service District 
and reconvene as the Board of County Commissioners.  Motion seconded by Commissioner Riegel and 
carried. 
 
  
 
__________________________________ ATTEST: ______________________________ 
                             Bill Leake, Chairman                           Mary Lou Hansen, Clerk  
 
 
Attachment:  #1 Fire District Option D 
 #2 Hospital Proposal for Joint Ambulance  
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9:00      MEETING CALL TO ORDER – Bill Leake, Chair    
Amendments to Agenda  

 
 PUBLIC WORKS – Darryl Johnson    

1. Solid Waste 
a. Spring Clean Up Day is May 14th 
b. Metal Recycling  

2. Road & Bridge 
a. Gravel Stabilization Contract 
b. Pulling Shoulders on County Roads  

3. Engineering 
a. Ski Hill Road Treatment 

4. Facilities 
a. Portable Toilets at Access Points Along Teton River 

 
9:30      OPEN MIC (if no speakers, go to next agenda items)                
 
10:00  LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR SOUTHERN VALLEY REC PROJECT  

 
PLANNING AND BUILDING – Jason Boal 
1. Land Use Development Code 
2. Building Plan Review MOU – City of Victor 
3. Planning and Building Department Transition Discussion 

  

 EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT/IT – Greg Adams 
1. Projects Accomplished 
2. Mosquito Abatement District’s Tire Drive 
3. National Cascadia Rising Exercise 
4. Generator Funding Sources 
5. Future Appointments  

  

11:00  AMBULANCE SERVICE DISTRICT 
1. Approve Available Minutes 
2. Ambulance Service Contract Discussion 

 
1:00  PROPERTY DEED AUCTION 

 

ADMINISTRATIVE BUSINESS (will be dealt with as time permits) 
1. Approve Available Minutes 
2. Other Business 

a. Beer & wine licenses, if any 
b. Remote Terminal Access Agreement 
c. Affordable Housing  
d. Planning and Building Department Restructuring 
e. Communication Update 
f. IACC conference June 7-9  

3. Committee Reports 
4. Claims 
5. Executive Session as needed per IC74-206(1)(a)(b)(d)& (f)  
 

ADJOURNMENT  

 

Board of Teton County Commissioners 

MINUTES: May 9, 2016 
Commissioners’ Meeting Room, 150 Courthouse Drive, Driggs, Idaho 
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COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Kelly Park, Bill Leake, Cindy Riegel  
 
OTHER ELECTED OFFICIALS PRESENT:  Clerk Mary Lou Hansen, Prosecutor Kathy Spitzer   
 

Chairman Leake called the meeting to order at 9:01 am and led the Pledge of Allegiance.  
 
PUBLIC WORKS 
Director Darryl Johnson reviewed his bi-monthly update (Attachment #1).   
 
 MOTION. Commissioner Park made a motion to award the magnesium chloride contract to low bidder 
Mountain Valley Construction with a cost not to exceed $50,880. Motion seconded by Commissioner Riegel and 
carried unanimously.  
 
Mr. Johnson described the chip seal/fog seal options for Ski Hill Road and the fact that cyclists prefer a smoother 
surface. Chip seal provides a structural wearing surface (chips) and is recommended every 6-7 years. Fog seal is a 
waterproof coating and is recommended every 3-4 years. Mr. Johnson is working to understand the pros and cons 
before making a final decision regarding Ski Hill Road.   
 
OPEN MIC  
Driggs Mayor Hyrum Johnson said the City is taking no formal position regarding ambulance services, but 
regrets the vitriol of the debate. Regarding affordable housing, he suggested that the cities assume primary 
responsibility.  
 
Harley Wilcox provided affordable housing information from Teton County Wyoming and questioned the 
wisdom of creating housing for Wyoming workers.  
 
Victor Mayor Jeff Potter said it was critical to maintain a staffed fire truck and ambulance in Victor and that the 
ambulance debate was eroding the public trust in both entities involved. He believes county affordable housing 
efforts should be directed by the cities and should assist local families working in Teton County, Idaho.  
 
Kendal Jolley, Janine Jolley and Cindy Benson all spoke about their unbuildable parcel problems, which have 
been discovered recently even though they followed a county-approved process ten years ago.  
 
Shawn Hill of Valley Advocates for Responsible Development spoke about affordable housing.  
 
Nan Pugh spoke about the ambulance decision and said any costs savings would probably help the school 
district pass a future bond.  
 
SOUTHERN VALLEY RECREATION PROJECT  
Multi-use trails on Forest Service land near the Mike Harris campground have been identified during a multi-
year process and the County has been asked to support the project. The Board approved sending a letter 
conveying their general support of the project and concept of new multi-use trails without specifying a 
preference for any particular option. (Attachment #2)  
 
PLANNING, BUILDING & WEEDS  
 MOTION. Commissioner Park made a motion to approve the Interagency Agreement with Victor for 
Occasional Plan Review Services. Motion seconded by Commissioner Riegel and carried unanimously. 
(Attachment #3) 
 
Planning Administrator Jason Boal said the County would provide services only if Victor’s building inspector 
had a conflict of interest. The County’s plan review would only evaluate compliance with building codes, not 
with Victor’s zoning code.  
 
The Board discussed transition plans in preparation for Mr. Boal’s May 20 departure (Attachment #4). They 
decided to name Planner Kristin Rader as acting administrator until a new Planning Administrator is hired. Mr. 
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Boal will prepare the FY 2017 budget requests for his departments. He plans to request a part-time building 
inspector.  
 
Regarding the County’s Impact Fee Ordinance as mentioned in Mr. Boal’s memo, Clerk Hansen said such fees 
must be spent within eight years of the date they were collected unless a specific extension is requested per 
statute. Fees were first collected in December of 2008 and have been spent for Sheriff, Circulation and EMS 
facilities. However, Mr. Boal’s ongoing discussions with the Fair Board have not yet resulted in the approval 
and expenditure of any Recreation Facility fees.  
 
The Board will hold a joint meeting with the Planning & Zoning Commission on May 10 to discuss the new 
land use development code.  
 
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT, MAD & IT   
Administrator Greg Adams reviewed his monthly report (Attachment #5). The Board had questions about the 
$500,000 Pre-Disaster Mitigation generator grant so Mr. Adams returned later in the day with additional 
information (Attachment #6). The grant would provide funding to purchase two mobile generators and to set up 
transfer switches and outside plug-ins at about 15 sites. A 25% local match is required. Mr. Adams said the 
School District will provide match amounts for their buildings and he is working to obtain similar commitments 
from the cities. If approved, the project would take place during FY 2018.  
 
 MOTION. Commissioner Park made a motion to approve the $500,000 Pre-Disaster Mitigation generator 
grant application. Motion seconded by Commissioner Riegel and carried unanimously.  
 
AMBULANCE SERVICE DISTRICT  
 MOTION.  At 10:53 am Chairman Leake made a motion to recess the Board of County Commission meeting 
and convene as the Ambulance Service District.  Motion seconded by Commissioner Park and carried. (See 
Attachment #7 for the Ambulance Service District minutes.)   
 

The Board of County Commissioners Meeting resumed at 11:43 am. 
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 MOTION. At 11:45 am Commissioner Riegel made a motion for Executive Session to discuss personnel, 
indigent and legal matters pursuant to IC 74-206(1) (a)(b)(d) & (f). Motion seconded by Commissioner Park and 
carried. The Executive Session ended at 12:56 pm.  
 
 MOTION. Commissioner Park made a motion to deny indigent case #1T 2016-10005 because the hospital 
withdrew the application. Motion seconded by Commissioner Riegel and carried unanimously.  
 
 MOTION. Commissioner Park made a motion to deny indigent case #1T 2014-10004 because the county is not 
the last resource. Motion seconded by Commissioner Riegel and carried unanimously.  
 
TAX DEED AUCTION  
Executive Assistant Holly Wolgamott said the two Sagewood Subdivision parcels had been redeemed so would not 
be auctioned. She welcomed the 20 registered bidders and introduced auctioneer Dan Williams. He proceeded to 
conduct the auction, during which five parcels were sold. (Attachment #8)   
 
ADMINISTRATIVE BUSINESS  
 MOTION. Commissioner Park made a motion to approve the minutes of April 25 and May 4 as presented. 
Motion seconded by Commissioner Riegel and carried unanimously.  
 
 MOTION. Commissioner Park made a motion to approve the Remote Terminal Access Agreement with Pioneer 
Title Company. Motion seconded by Commissioner Riegel and carried unanimously. (Attachment #9)  
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AFFORDABLE HOUSING. The Board reviewed the proposed Scope of Work to develop housing program goals 
and objectives provided by Christine Walker of Navigate in response to the Board’s March 28 request (Attachment 
#10). They discussed the comments made by Mayors Johnson and Potter regarding the cities’ desire to take the lead 
in developing a housing program, along with the “Steps Forward” memo submitted by city and county planners 
(Attachment #11).  
 
Ms. Walker said the intent of the proposal is to allow all elected officials to discuss their goals and objectives 
related to affordable housing and then hold public meetings to develop a consensus about what an affordable 
housing program should strive to achieve in Teton County. These goals and objectives will allow the county and 
cities to take informed steps toward achieve the goals, as opposed to establishing a Housing Authority without a 
defined work plan.  
 
Commissioner Riegel believes the Navigate proposal would provide the information needed to move the discussion 
forward in an organized way. The Board discussed whether to ask the cities to review the proposal before 
proceeding and whether Navigate should interview a few realtors and business leaders in addition to elected 
officials.  They decided it would be best to follow the process outlined by Ms. Walker but to make certain that folks 
understand that public comments will be heard before the goals and objectives are finalized.  
 
Ms. Wolgamott was assigned the task of coordinating the project with Ms. Walker. Commissioner Riegel 
volunteered to assist as necessary. Shawn Hill of VARD offered to write a synopsis of the actions and findings of 
the previous county Housing Authority Commission since he has already spent considerable time reviewing their 
minutes and recorded meetings. Prosecutor Spitzer will be asked to provide the requested summary of relevant 
statutes.  
 
 MOTION. Commissioner Park made a motion to approve the scope of work and budget for the housing program 
goals and objectives as proposed by Navigate using $5,000 from the Housing Authority budget and $5,500 from 
the county’s contingency account. Motion seconded by Commissioner Park and carried unanimously.  
 
PLANNING & BUILDING DEPARTMENT RESTRUCTURING. The Planning Administrator currently 
oversees the activities of planning, building, weed, and recreation employees.  Mr. Boal’s resignation has caused 
the Board to consider whether to make changes to those supervisory responsibilities. The Board discussed several 
possible re-structuring scenarios and decided to make no changes until a new Planning Administrator is hired. 
However, in order to lighten the workload for the interim PA, GIS Manager Rob Marin will be asked to mentor and 
assist the Recreation Planner as needed.  
 
The PA position is being advertised without a closing date. The Board will review available applications June 13.  
 
COMMUNICATION UPDATE. The Board reviewed Ms. Wolgamott’s bi-monthly report and requested a 
demonstration of the government meeting management software as proposed (Attachment #12).  
 

CONFERENCES. Commissioner Park will attend the annual conference of the Idaho Association of 
Commissioners and Clerks in Burley June 7-9. Chairman Leake will be in northern Idaho that week attending the 
annual State Health Department meeting. Commissioner Riegel will represent the County at the June 8 meeting of 
Idaho Housing and Finance. Commissioner Park agreed to participate in the June 10 meeting of the Magistrate 
Commission in lieu of Chairman Leake.  
 
 MOTION. Chairman Leake made a motion to authorize Commissioner Park to represent Teton County at the 
June 10 meeting of the Magistrate Commission in Bingham County. Motion seconded by Commissioner Riegel and 
carried unanimously.  
 
COMMITTEE REPORTS. Commissioner Park said the 5C Detention Board is meeting frequently in order to 
provide sufficient oversight while the facility is holding Federal juveniles. The difficulty of managing those 
juveniles has caused 5C to cancel the contract with the Federal government, but the cancellation requires a 3-month 
notice period.  
 

Draf
t 



Page 5 of 5                        Minutes of Board of Teton County Commissioners:  May 9, 2016 

Chairman Leake attended the May 4 meeting of the Council of Governments during which the Mayors and School 
Board chair discussed topics of mutual concern, including the need for significant planning in advance of the 
August 21, 2017 solar eclipse. The COG meets at 9 am in the courthouse on the first Wednesday of every month.  
 
Commissioner Riegel attended the recent meeting of High Country RC&D and said counties are being asked to 
contribute $500 in FY 2017. She is still working to schedule a meeting about cloud seeding in June.  
 
 MOTION. Commissioner Riegel made a motion to approve the following claims as presented after subtracting 
the sales tax from two tire claims from the Sheriff’s office. Motion seconded by Commissioner Park and carried.   

General Fund ...................................... 27,860.09 
Road & Bridge  ................................... 12,500.02 
Court & Probation ................................ 6,724.44 
Court-Bonds ......................................... 2,000.00 
Elections-State ......................................... 170.44 
Solid Waste ......................................... 32,048.97 
Weeds ................................................... 6,574.71 
Road Levy ............................................ 1,799.32 
E911 ...................................................... 6,741.82 
Ambulance .......................................... 42,920.57 
Mosquito ............................................. 20,833.33 
Fairgrounds & Fair ............................... 5,678.67 
Court Fines & Fees ............................. 19,893.23 
TOTAL ........................................... $185,745.61 

 
 MOTION. At 4:22 pm Commissioner Riegel made a motion to adjourn. Motion seconded by Commissioner 
Park and carried.  
 
 
 
________________________________   ATTEST _____________________________ 
              Bill Leake, Commissioner       Mary Lou Hansen, Clerk  
  
Attachments:  #1 Public Works update  
 #2 Letter of support for Southern Valley Recreation Project  
 #3 Interagency Agreement with Victor for Occasional Plan Review Services  
 #4 Planning & Building Department transition  
 #5 Monthly report for Emergency Management, Mosquito & IT  
 #6 Information about Pre-Disaster Mitigation Grant proposal  
 #7 Minutes from Ambulance Service District meeting of 5-9-16 
 #8 Tax Deed property auction  
 #9 Pioneer Title Company Agreement for Remote Terminal Access  
 #10 Navigate Scope of Work for housing program goals & objectives  
 #11 Affordable Housing Steps Forward memo from planners  
 #12 Communications update  
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9:00      MEETING CALL TO ORDER – Bill Leake, Chair    
Amendments to Agenda  

 
 AMBULANCE SERVICE DISTRICT     

1. Approve available minutes  
2. Ambulance Service decision  

 

ADMINISTRATIVE BUSINESS 
1. Treasurer’s office employee 
2. FY 2017 Idaho Emergency Medical Services Account III Grant Application Support Letter  

ADJOURNMENT  

 

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Kelly Park, Bill Leake, Cindy Riegel  
 
OTHER ELECTED OFFICIALS PRESENT:  Clerk Mary Lou Hansen 
 

Chairman Leake called the meeting to order at 9:30 am.  
 
AMBULANCE SERVICE DISTRICT  
 MOTION.  At 9:31 am Chairman Leake made a motion to recess the Board of County Commission meeting 
and convene as the Ambulance Service District.  Motion seconded by Commissioner Park and carried. (See 
Attachment #1 for the Ambulance Service District minutes.)   
 

The Board of County Commissioners Meeting resumed at 1:56 pm.  
 
ADMINISTRATIVE BUSINESS  
The Board approved the Treasurer’s request to hire a new part time employee to replace an employee who recently 
resigned.  
 
The Board signed a Letter of Intent for Teton Valley Health Care’s application for a $100,000 grant to help 
purchase a new ambulance (Attachment #2).  
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 MOTION. At 2:29 pm Commissioner Park made a motion for Executive Session to discuss personnel matters 
pursuant to IC 74-206(1)(b). Motion seconded by Commissioner Park and carried. The Session ended at 3:45 pm.  
 
 MOTION.  At 3:46 pm Chairman Leake made a motion to adjourn, seconded by Commissioner Park and 
carried.  
 
 
 
________________________________   ATTEST _____________________________ 
              Bill Leake, Commissioner       Mary Lou Hansen, Clerk  
  
Attachments:  #1 Ambulance Service District minutes from 5-16-16 
 #2 Letter of support for Idaho EMS Account III grant application  
  

Board of Teton County Commissioners 

MINUTES: May 16, 2016 
Commissioners’ Meeting Room, 150 Courthouse Drive, Driggs, Idaho 
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Board of County Commissioners 

                                  
Tri-County Probation Board of Directors: 

The Teton County Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) is engaged in an ongoing review of the costs 
and benefits to Teton County taxpayers of continuing to contract with Tri-County Probation for adult 
misdemeanor probation services.  At this time, it is the intent of the Teton County BOCC to continue 
that relationship through at least September 30th, 2017, so long as the Memorandum of Understanding 
(MOU) between the Teton County BOCC and the Tri-County Board of Directors as well as all necessary 
Tri-County Probation practices, policies and/or procedures are modified to the satisfaction of the Teton 
County BOCC, including but not limited to the following particular areas of concern that have been 
identified in the course of the contract review:   

• The Teton County BOCC is committed to recruiting and employing Teton County residents 
whenever possible.  Therefore, the Teton County BOCC expects that either a resident of 
Teton County or someone that is willing to relocate to the county fill the position of adult 
misdemeanor probation for Teton County.  If a non-resident fills the position, Tri-County 
Probation must provide a detailed description of the active efforts that were made to recruit 
within Teton County for a local resident or someone willing to relocate, including but not 
limited to job postings, expectations listed within the job description, internal memos or 
correspondence regarding opportunities for transfers or lateral moves, or any other such 
efforts.   

• A critical component of maintaining a successful probation department, whether in 
conjunction with Tri-County Probation or not, is to provide sufficient staffing, training and 
backup coverage to allow for meaningful supervision of clients without placing an 
unsustainable burden on staff.  The Teton County BOCC expects that the assigned adult 
misdemeanor probation officer and their department will coordinate efforts, training and 
personnel scheduling with the existing Teton County, ID juvenile probation department.  
Additionally, any Tri-County staff assigned to Teton County should be given equal access and 
opportunity for relevant job training as other Tri-County employees, as reflected by staff 
training records and training budget expenditures.   

• The current cost of Tri-County Probation services to Teton County appears to exceed the 
benefits received by Teton County for those services.  Therefore, the Teton County BOCC 
expects that Tri-County Probation will produce a plan to bring those costs into alignment 
with the benefits received.  Included as a part of that plan, the Teton County BOCC expects 
that Tri-County Probation’s policies and practices will be revised to compensate all Tri-
County employees in a manner consistent with accepted government practices.  I.e. Daily 
commute time from any employee’s home to their office is not an acceptable use of public 
funds.  Compensation received should reflect actual time spent on the job, including call-
outs but excluding standard commuting time.  If providing service to Teton County requires 
salary incentives greater than for providing service to other Tri-County member counties, 
that premium should be reflected in the compensation of the employee assigned to Teton 
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County rather than in a reduction in service provided to Teton County.  If Teton County is 
going to fund a full-time employee, Teton County expects to receive full-time service from 
that employee.   

• Fiscal responsibility to the taxpayers of Teton County and the desire to make a fully 
informed decision requires that the Teton County BOCC obtain more regular and detailed 
information from Tri-County Probation relating to the costs and benefits of the contract.  
Therefore, the Teton County BOCC will expect monthly reports from the Tri-County 
Probation Director with a minimum of the following data provided in writing each month:   
--Number of home visits conducted, categorized by regular probation and Drug Court 
participant 
--Number of drug and alcohol tests conducted, categorized by pre-trial, regular probation, 
and Drug Court participant 
--Cost of drug and alcohol tests conducted, categorized by test type– instant, ETG only 
screen, multi-panel screen, and confirmation 
--Caseload numbers, categorized by regular probation, out-of-area supervision, informal 
supervision and Drug Court participants 
--Cost of Supervision and Drug Court program fees collected vs. owed, categorized by 
regular probation and Drug Court participants  

• Finally, the Teton County BOCC recognizes and acknowledges that separating the positions 
of Probation Director and Drug Court Coordinator may provide a benefit.  Therefore, the 
Teton County BOCC expects that Tri-County Probation will be prepared to review and 
explain the costs and benefits of both maintaining the status quo and separating those 
positions.   
 

 

Teton County looks forward to continuing their relationship with Tri County once these expectations are 
memorialized in an agreement. 

Sincerely, 
 
 
Chairman, Bill Leake  
Teton County Board of County Commissioners 
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Teton County Fair Board  
Memo to Board of County Commissioners 
5/17/16 
 
RE: Fair Board Capital Improvement Expenditure Request 
 
The FY2016 Fairgrounds & Fair Budget includes a line item of $30,000 for Capital Improvements (Fund 
0082-0800) to replace the Crows Nest stairs and balcony with a steel structure.  The total cost of this 
project is coming in at $19,307.46 and we have $10,692.54 remaining under this budget item.  Several 
additional capital improvement items have come up at the fairgrounds and we would like to request to 
use the balance remaining in Fund 0082-0800 to cover these expenses.  These items include: 

  
1. Architectural plans for the fair building remodel - $1,400. 

2. Permanent materials to expand the archery back drop at the fairgrounds – approximately $350 

(waiting on final numbers from 4H); installation provided by the 4H group. 

3. Permanent mats to prevent horses from pawing the ground at the new hitching posts installed 

by an Eagle Scout – approximately $800 (waiting on final numbers from Lori); installation 

donated by the Eagle Scout. 

4. A new roping shoot for the outdoor arena, the existing one is privately owned and the owner 

would like it returned.  We need a new shoot to be able to host rodeos at the fairgrounds. – 

approximately $2,000. 

5. A riding mower and miscellaneous power tools for Matt so that he can fulfill his maintenance 

duties at the fairgrounds – approximately $5,000. 

TOTAL = $9,550 
 
If the board approves using the capital improvement funds for these items, we will work with the Clerk’s 
office on the final amounts to insure that we stay within our budget.    
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Katie Salsbury, Teton County Fair Board Chair 
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