
Teton County Idaho Commissioners’ Meeting Agenda 
Monday November 14, 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 

PUBLIC WORKS – Darryl Johnson   
1. Solid Waste

a. Landfill September 2016 Sampling
Event

b. Franchise Agreement for Collection and
Disposal of Materials in Teton County

2. Road and Bridge
a. W7000S Gravel Overlay

3. Engineering
a. Approval of Teton Creek Corridor

Alignment Across Teton County
Property

b. Approval of Teton County to Adopt
Teton Creek Corridor Easement 

c. Gravel Pit Reclamation
d. Approval to Award S1000E Darby Creek

Culvert Replacement Project to MD
Landscaping

e. W6000S Fox Creek Re-Alignment
Mitigation

f. Packsaddle Road Vacation

9:30     OPEN MIC (if no speakers, go to next agenda 
items)            

PLANNING – Kristin Owen 
1. Nutrient Pathogen (NP) Waiver for Ross

Meadow Subdivision
2. Nelson Subdivision NP Waiver Request
3. Code Enforcement Update
4. County Codes Update
5. Senior Planner Update

BUILDING – Wendy Danielson 
1. Building Permit Reports
2. Code Compliance
3. Continuing Education

 IT/EMERGENCY MANGEMENT – Greg Adams 
1. Current Projects Update
2. Approval of IT and Emergency Management
Office Location
3. Domain for Parks and Recreation Website
4. Future Projects
5. Future Appointments

CLERK – Chief Deputy Jenifer VanMeeteren-Shaum 
1. Canvass of Nov. 8 Election Results

1:00 AMBULANCE SERVICE DISTRICT 
1. Approval of Available Minutes
2. ID Department of Health and Welfare Grant –

Air Transport Spine Boards
3. Medical Director Contract
4. Fire District/ASD Contract

3:00 SHERIFF – Sargent Don Shaw 
1. Approval to Pay New Deputy a Starting Salary of
91% of Market Value

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

a. Certificates of Residency
b. Priorities Review
c. Beer & Wine licenses, if any

3. Committee Reports
4. Claims
5. Executive Session as needed per IC74-206(1)

ADJOURNMENT 

Upcoming Meetings 
November 28 9:00 am Regular BoCC Meeting December 27 9:00 am Public Hearing 

Continuation Packsaddle Road 
January 9 9:00 am Regular BoCC Meeting 

December 12 9:00 am Regular BoCC Meeting December 27 9:00 am Regular BoCC Meeting January 23 9:00 am Regular BoCC Meeting 



 
 
WK: 208-354-0245  Public Works Department  150 Courthouse Drive 
djohnson@co.teton.id.us MEMORANDUM Driggs, ID 83422 
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q:\director of public works\bocc meetings\2016\2016-11-14\2016-11-14 bocc public works report.docx 

November 4, 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 November 14, 2016 BoCC 
Meeting. 
 
SOLID WASTE 
Landfill September 2016 Sampling Event – The September sampling report from Rocky 
Mountain Environmental is attached.  There were no statistical exceedances or organic 
detections in any of the wells.  

Exclusive Franchise Agreement for Collection and Disposal of Materials in Teton County – 
Section 16 of the waste and recycle hauling exclusive contract between Teton County and RAD 
allows for the Franchisee to submit a rate adjustment request to the County not more than once 
annually.  RAD would like to discuss the nature of events causing the requested increase per the 
Franchise Agreement.  Section 16 of the Agreement is attached.   
 
ROAD & BRIDGE 
R&B Crews – Crews are continuing with the W7000S gravel overlay.  On rainy days, Crews 
have been grading roads and preparing for winter. 
 
ENGINEERING 
Teton Creek Corridor Project – Attached are exhibits and legal descriptions for the Teton 
Creek Corridor.  TVTAP, FTR, and TRLT would like to speak about this project in more detail.  
There are 2 considerations that will be asked of the County; 1. Approve the pathway alignment 
across County owned property and 2. Approve to adopt the easements across TRLT and Targhee 
Hill Estates properties. 

ACTION ITEM 1 – Motion to approve Teton Creek Corridor alignment across Teton County 
property as presented.  
 
ACTION ITEM 2 – Motion to approve for Teton County to adopt of the Teton Creek Corridor 
Easement as presented. 

 
Gravel Pit SH33 -  See attached memo regarding the Teton Gravel Pit Reclamation.  
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Darby Creek Box Culvert Bid Opening – Bids were opened on 10/28 for the S1000E Darby 
Creek Culvert Replacement project.  The bid comparison is attached.  MD is the apparent low 
bid at $58,613.00.  Although there is a significant cost difference between MD and other bids, 
MD has re-visited their bid and confident they can install the box culverts for their bid price.  

ACTION ITEM – Motion to approve awarding the S1000E Darby Creek Culvert Replacement 
Project to MD Landscaping for $58,613 
 
W6000S Fox Creek Re-alignment Mitigation – Field survey was conducted on 10/25. 

Packsaddle Road Vacation – This public hearing was continued to 12/27.  Staff will reach out 
to landowners to see if they would be willing to grant the County a public easement in 
exchanged for fair market value.   
 
 



ANALYTICAL REPORT

John B. Rice
Rocky Mountain Environmental
482 Constitution Way
Idaho Falls, ID   83402

Phone:

E-mail:

208-524-2353

john.rmea@gmail.com

Report Date: October 13, 2016

34-1627444Workorder:

Teton
12-0094Purchase Order:

Project ID:

Project Manager Jessica Helland

Sampling SiteReceive DateCollect DateLab IDClient Sample ID

1627444001 09/28/16TMW-1 09/30/16 Teton

1627444002 09/28/16TMW-5 09/30/16 Teton

1627444003 09/28/16TMW-6 09/30/16 Teton

1627444004 09/27/16TMW-7 09/30/16 Teton

1627444005 09/27/16TMW-8 09/30/16 Teton

1627444006 09/27/16TMW-20 09/30/16 Teton
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ADDRESS 960 West LeVoy Drive, Salt Lake City, Utah, 84123 USA PHONE FAX+1 801 266 7700 +1 801 268 9992

ALS GROUP USA, CORP. An ALS Limited Company

||



ANALYTICAL REPORT

Project Manager: Jessica Helland
Client: RMEA

Workorder: 34-1627444

Analytical Results

Sample ID: 09/28/2016
09/30/20161627444001Lab ID:

Collected:
Received:

TMW-1 Teton

Sampling Parameter: NAMatrix:
Media:

Water
500 mL Nalgene

Sampling Site:

Analysis: SW 6020A, Water

Analyzed: 10/13/2016 12:25
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EMS/4610 (HBN: 178469) Percent Solid: NA

ICPM02

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: EPA 3010, SW 6020 Water Prep

Prepared: 10/12/2016
Batch:

Weight/Volume
EMS/4607 (HBN: 178295) Initial:

Final:
50 mL
50 mL

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 6020

10.30ND 1.0Arsenic U

10.30ND 1.0Beryllium U

10.10ND 1.0Cadmium U

10.30ND 1.0Cobalt U

10.60ND 2.0Chromium U

10.60ND 2.0Copper U

10.300.68 1.0Nickel J

10.30ND 1.0Lead U

11.5ND 5.0Selenium U

10.30ND 1.0Silver U

10.30ND 1.0Thallium U

10.60ND 2.0Vanadium U

10.600.99 2.0Zinc J

10.60ND 2.0Antimony U

11.526 5.0Barium

Analysis: SW 8260C, Pt. 258, App I Water

Analyzed: 10/03/2016 17:19
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761) Percent Solid: NA

5975-J

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: Not Applicable

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 8260

11.5ND 5.0Acetone U

11.5ND 5.0Acrylonitrile U

10.30ND 1.0Benzene U

10.30ND 1.0Bromochloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Bromodichloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Bromoform U

10.30ND 1.0Carbon disulfide U

10.30ND 1.0Carbon tetrachloride U

10.30ND 1.0Chlorobenzene U

10.30ND 1.0Chloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Chloroform U

10.30ND 1.0Dibromochloromethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dibromoethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichlorobenzene U

10.30ND 1.01,4-Dichlorobenzene U
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ANALYTICAL REPORT

Project Manager: Jessica Helland
Client: RMEA

Workorder: 34-1627444

Analytical Results

Sample ID: 09/28/2016
09/30/20161627444001Lab ID:

Collected:
Received:

TMW-1 Teton

Sampling Parameter: NAMatrix:
Media:

Water
40 mL Amber Glass VOA

Sampling Site:

Analysis: SW 8260C, Pt. 258, App I Water

Analyzed: 10/03/2016 17:19
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761) Percent Solid: NA

5975-J

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: Not Applicable

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 8260

11.5ND 5.0trans-1,4-Dichloro-2-butene U

10.30ND 1.01,1-Dichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0cis-1,2-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0trans-1,2-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichloropropane U

10.30ND 1.0cis-1,3-Dichloropropene U

10.30ND 1.0trans-1,3-Dichloropropene U

10.30ND 1.0Ethylbenzene U

11.5ND 5.02-Hexanone U

10.30ND 1.0Bromomethane U

10.30ND 1.0Chloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Dibromomethane U

10.30ND 1.0Methylene chloride U

11.6ND 5.02-Butanone U

10.42ND 1.0Iodomethane U

11.5ND 5.04-Methyl-2-pentanone U

10.30ND 1.0Styrene U

10.30ND 1.01,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Tetrachloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0Toluene U

10.30ND 1.01,1,1-Trichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1,2-Trichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Trichlorofluoromethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2,3-Trichloropropane U

11.5ND 5.0Vinyl acetate U

10.30ND 1.0Vinyl chloride U

10.30ND 3.0Xylene U

10.30ND 1.0Trichloroethene U

10.30ND 2.0m,p-Xylene U

10.30ND 1.0o-Xylene U
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ANALYTICAL REPORT

Project Manager: Jessica Helland
Client: RMEA

Workorder: 34-1627444

Analytical Results

Sample ID: 09/28/2016
09/30/20161627444002Lab ID:

Collected:
Received:

TMW-5 Teton

Sampling Parameter: NAMatrix:
Media:

Water
500 mL Nalgene

Sampling Site:

Analysis: SW 6020A, Water

Analyzed: 10/13/2016 12:44
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EMS/4610 (HBN: 178469) Percent Solid: NA

ICPM02

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: EPA 3010, SW 6020 Water Prep

Prepared: 10/12/2016
Batch:

Weight/Volume
EMS/4607 (HBN: 178295) Initial:

Final:
50 mL
50 mL

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 6020

10.30ND 1.0Arsenic U

10.30ND 1.0Beryllium U

10.10ND 1.0Cadmium U

10.30ND 1.0Cobalt U

10.60ND 2.0Chromium U

10.60ND 2.0Copper U

10.301.1 1.0Nickel

10.30ND 1.0Lead U

11.5ND 5.0Selenium U

10.30ND 1.0Silver U

10.30ND 1.0Thallium U

10.60ND 2.0Vanadium U

10.60ND 2.0Zinc U

10.60ND 2.0Antimony U

11.536 5.0Barium

Analysis: SW 8260C, Pt. 258, App I Water

Analyzed: 10/03/2016 17:44
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761) Percent Solid: NA

5975-J

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: Not Applicable

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 8260

11.5ND 5.0Acetone U

11.5ND 5.0Acrylonitrile U

10.30ND 1.0Benzene U

10.30ND 1.0Bromochloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Bromodichloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Bromoform U

10.30ND 1.0Carbon disulfide U

10.30ND 1.0Carbon tetrachloride U

10.30ND 1.0Chlorobenzene U

10.30ND 1.0Chloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Chloroform U

10.30ND 1.0Dibromochloromethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dibromoethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichlorobenzene U

10.30ND 1.01,4-Dichlorobenzene U
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ANALYTICAL REPORT

Project Manager: Jessica Helland
Client: RMEA

Workorder: 34-1627444

Analytical Results

Sample ID: 09/28/2016
09/30/20161627444002Lab ID:

Collected:
Received:

TMW-5 Teton

Sampling Parameter: NAMatrix:
Media:

Water
40 mL Amber Glass VOA

Sampling Site:

Analysis: SW 8260C, Pt. 258, App I Water

Analyzed: 10/03/2016 17:44
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761) Percent Solid: NA

5975-J

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: Not Applicable

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 8260

11.5ND 5.0trans-1,4-Dichloro-2-butene U

10.30ND 1.01,1-Dichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0cis-1,2-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0trans-1,2-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichloropropane U

10.30ND 1.0cis-1,3-Dichloropropene U

10.30ND 1.0trans-1,3-Dichloropropene U

10.30ND 1.0Ethylbenzene U

11.5ND 5.02-Hexanone U

10.30ND 1.0Bromomethane U

10.30ND 1.0Chloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Dibromomethane U

10.30ND 1.0Methylene chloride U

11.6ND 5.02-Butanone U

10.42ND 1.0Iodomethane U

11.5ND 5.04-Methyl-2-pentanone U

10.30ND 1.0Styrene U

10.30ND 1.01,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Tetrachloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0Toluene U

10.30ND 1.01,1,1-Trichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1,2-Trichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Trichlorofluoromethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2,3-Trichloropropane U

11.5ND 5.0Vinyl acetate U

10.30ND 1.0Vinyl chloride U

10.30ND 3.0Xylene U

10.30ND 1.0Trichloroethene U

10.30ND 2.0m,p-Xylene U

10.30ND 1.0o-Xylene U
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ANALYTICAL REPORT

Project Manager: Jessica Helland
Client: RMEA

Workorder: 34-1627444

Analytical Results

Sample ID: 09/28/2016
09/30/20161627444003Lab ID:

Collected:
Received:

TMW-6 Teton

Sampling Parameter: NAMatrix:
Media:

Water
500 mL Nalgene

Sampling Site:

Analysis: SW 6020A, Water

Analyzed: 10/13/2016 12:48
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EMS/4610 (HBN: 178469) Percent Solid: NA

ICPM02

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: EPA 3010, SW 6020 Water Prep

Prepared: 10/12/2016
Batch:

Weight/Volume
EMS/4607 (HBN: 178295) Initial:

Final:
50 mL
50 mL

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 6020

10.30ND 1.0Arsenic U

10.30ND 1.0Beryllium U

10.10ND 1.0Cadmium U

10.30ND 1.0Cobalt U

10.60ND 2.0Chromium U

10.60ND 2.0Copper U

10.300.79 1.0Nickel J

10.30ND 1.0Lead U

11.5ND 5.0Selenium U

10.30ND 1.0Silver U

10.30ND 1.0Thallium U

10.60ND 2.0Vanadium U

10.601.3 2.0Zinc J

10.60ND 2.0Antimony U

11.538 5.0Barium

Analysis: SW 8260C, Pt. 258, App I Water

Analyzed: 10/03/2016 18:08
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761) Percent Solid: NA

5975-J

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: Not Applicable

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 8260

11.5ND 5.0Acetone U

11.5ND 5.0Acrylonitrile U

10.30ND 1.0Benzene U

10.30ND 1.0Bromochloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Bromodichloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Bromoform U

10.30ND 1.0Carbon disulfide U

10.30ND 1.0Carbon tetrachloride U

10.30ND 1.0Chlorobenzene U

10.30ND 1.0Chloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Chloroform U

10.30ND 1.0Dibromochloromethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dibromoethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichlorobenzene U

10.30ND 1.01,4-Dichlorobenzene U
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ANALYTICAL REPORT

Project Manager: Jessica Helland
Client: RMEA

Workorder: 34-1627444

Analytical Results

Sample ID: 09/28/2016
09/30/20161627444003Lab ID:

Collected:
Received:

TMW-6 Teton

Sampling Parameter: NAMatrix:
Media:

Water
40 mL Amber Glass VOA

Sampling Site:

Analysis: SW 8260C, Pt. 258, App I Water

Analyzed: 10/03/2016 18:08
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761) Percent Solid: NA

5975-J

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: Not Applicable

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 8260

11.5ND 5.0trans-1,4-Dichloro-2-butene U

10.30ND 1.01,1-Dichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0cis-1,2-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0trans-1,2-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichloropropane U

10.30ND 1.0cis-1,3-Dichloropropene U

10.30ND 1.0trans-1,3-Dichloropropene U

10.30ND 1.0Ethylbenzene U

11.5ND 5.02-Hexanone U

10.30ND 1.0Bromomethane U

10.30ND 1.0Chloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Dibromomethane U

10.30ND 1.0Methylene chloride U

11.6ND 5.02-Butanone U

10.42ND 1.0Iodomethane U

11.5ND 5.04-Methyl-2-pentanone U

10.30ND 1.0Styrene U

10.30ND 1.01,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Tetrachloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0Toluene U

10.30ND 1.01,1,1-Trichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1,2-Trichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Trichlorofluoromethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2,3-Trichloropropane U

11.5ND 5.0Vinyl acetate U

10.30ND 1.0Vinyl chloride U

10.30ND 3.0Xylene U

10.30ND 1.0Trichloroethene U

10.30ND 2.0m,p-Xylene U

10.30ND 1.0o-Xylene U
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ANALYTICAL REPORT

Project Manager: Jessica Helland
Client: RMEA

Workorder: 34-1627444

Analytical Results

Sample ID: 09/27/2016
09/30/20161627444004Lab ID:

Collected:
Received:

TMW-7 Teton

Sampling Parameter: NAMatrix:
Media:

Water
500 mL Nalgene

Sampling Site:

Analysis: SW 6020A, Water

Analyzed: 10/13/2016 13:03
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EMS/4610 (HBN: 178469) Percent Solid: NA

ICPM02

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: EPA 3010, SW 6020 Water Prep

Prepared: 10/12/2016
Batch:

Weight/Volume
EMS/4607 (HBN: 178295) Initial:

Final:
50 mL
50 mL

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 6020

10.300.3 1.0Arsenic J

10.30ND 1.0Beryllium U

10.10ND 1.0Cadmium U

10.30ND 1.0Cobalt U

10.60ND 2.0Chromium U

10.60ND 2.0Copper U

10.300.94 1.0Nickel J

10.30ND 1.0Lead U

11.5ND 5.0Selenium U

10.30ND 1.0Silver U

10.30ND 1.0Thallium U

10.60ND 2.0Vanadium U

10.600.92 2.0Zinc J

10.60ND 2.0Antimony U

11.531 5.0Barium

Analysis: SW 8260C, Pt. 258, App I Water

Analyzed: 10/03/2016 18:34
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761) Percent Solid: NA

5975-J

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: Not Applicable

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 8260

11.5ND 5.0Acetone U

11.5ND 5.0Acrylonitrile U

10.30ND 1.0Benzene U

10.30ND 1.0Bromochloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Bromodichloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Bromoform U

10.30ND 1.0Carbon disulfide U

10.30ND 1.0Carbon tetrachloride U

10.30ND 1.0Chlorobenzene U

10.30ND 1.0Chloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Chloroform U

10.30ND 1.0Dibromochloromethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dibromoethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichlorobenzene U

10.30ND 1.01,4-Dichlorobenzene U
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ANALYTICAL REPORT

Project Manager: Jessica Helland
Client: RMEA

Workorder: 34-1627444

Analytical Results

Sample ID: 09/27/2016
09/30/20161627444004Lab ID:

Collected:
Received:

TMW-7 Teton

Sampling Parameter: NAMatrix:
Media:

Water
40 mL Amber Glass VOA

Sampling Site:

Analysis: SW 8260C, Pt. 258, App I Water

Analyzed: 10/03/2016 18:34
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761) Percent Solid: NA

5975-J

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: Not Applicable

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 8260

11.5ND 5.0trans-1,4-Dichloro-2-butene U

10.30ND 1.01,1-Dichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0cis-1,2-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0trans-1,2-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichloropropane U

10.30ND 1.0cis-1,3-Dichloropropene U

10.30ND 1.0trans-1,3-Dichloropropene U

10.30ND 1.0Ethylbenzene U

11.5ND 5.02-Hexanone U

10.30ND 1.0Bromomethane U

10.30ND 1.0Chloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Dibromomethane U

10.30ND 1.0Methylene chloride U

11.6ND 5.02-Butanone U

10.42ND 1.0Iodomethane U

11.5ND 5.04-Methyl-2-pentanone U

10.30ND 1.0Styrene U

10.30ND 1.01,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Tetrachloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0Toluene U

10.30ND 1.01,1,1-Trichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1,2-Trichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Trichlorofluoromethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2,3-Trichloropropane U

11.5ND 5.0Vinyl acetate U

10.30ND 1.0Vinyl chloride U

10.30ND 3.0Xylene U

10.30ND 1.0Trichloroethene U

10.30ND 2.0m,p-Xylene U

10.30ND 1.0o-Xylene U
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ANALYTICAL REPORT

Project Manager: Jessica Helland
Client: RMEA

Workorder: 34-1627444

Analytical Results

Sample ID: 09/27/2016
09/30/20161627444005Lab ID:

Collected:
Received:

TMW-8 Teton

Sampling Parameter: NAMatrix:
Media:

Water
500 mL Nalgene

Sampling Site:

Analysis: SW 6020A, Water

Analyzed: 10/13/2016 13:06
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EMS/4610 (HBN: 178469) Percent Solid: NA

ICPM02

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: EPA 3010, SW 6020 Water Prep

Prepared: 10/12/2016
Batch:

Weight/Volume
EMS/4607 (HBN: 178295) Initial:

Final:
50 mL
50 mL

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 6020

10.300.7 1.0Arsenic J

10.30ND 1.0Beryllium U

10.10ND 1.0Cadmium U

10.300.49 1.0Cobalt J

10.601.2 2.0Chromium J

10.601.2 2.0Copper J

10.301.8 1.0Nickel

10.300.56 1.0Lead J

11.5ND 5.0Selenium U

10.30ND 1.0Silver U

10.30ND 1.0Thallium U

10.601.4 2.0Vanadium J

10.602.7 2.0Zinc

10.60ND 2.0Antimony U

11.540 5.0Barium

Analysis: SW 8260C, Pt. 258, App I Water

Analyzed: 10/03/2016 18:58
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761) Percent Solid: NA

5975-J

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: Not Applicable

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 8260

11.5ND 5.0Acetone U

11.5ND 5.0Acrylonitrile U

10.30ND 1.0Benzene U

10.30ND 1.0Bromochloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Bromodichloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Bromoform U

10.30ND 1.0Carbon disulfide U

10.30ND 1.0Carbon tetrachloride U

10.30ND 1.0Chlorobenzene U

10.30ND 1.0Chloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Chloroform U

10.30ND 1.0Dibromochloromethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dibromoethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichlorobenzene U

10.30ND 1.01,4-Dichlorobenzene U
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ANALYTICAL REPORT

Project Manager: Jessica Helland
Client: RMEA

Workorder: 34-1627444

Analytical Results

Sample ID: 09/27/2016
09/30/20161627444005Lab ID:

Collected:
Received:

TMW-8 Teton

Sampling Parameter: NAMatrix:
Media:

Water
40 mL Amber Glass VOA

Sampling Site:

Analysis: SW 8260C, Pt. 258, App I Water

Analyzed: 10/03/2016 18:58
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761) Percent Solid: NA

5975-J

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: Not Applicable

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 8260

11.5ND 5.0trans-1,4-Dichloro-2-butene U

10.30ND 1.01,1-Dichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0cis-1,2-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0trans-1,2-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichloropropane U

10.30ND 1.0cis-1,3-Dichloropropene U

10.30ND 1.0trans-1,3-Dichloropropene U

10.30ND 1.0Ethylbenzene U

11.5ND 5.02-Hexanone U

10.30ND 1.0Bromomethane U

10.30ND 1.0Chloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Dibromomethane U

10.30ND 1.0Methylene chloride U

11.6ND 5.02-Butanone U

10.42ND 1.0Iodomethane U

11.5ND 5.04-Methyl-2-pentanone U

10.30ND 1.0Styrene U

10.30ND 1.01,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Tetrachloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0Toluene U

10.30ND 1.01,1,1-Trichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1,2-Trichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Trichlorofluoromethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2,3-Trichloropropane U

11.5ND 5.0Vinyl acetate U

10.30ND 1.0Vinyl chloride U

10.30ND 3.0Xylene U

10.30ND 1.0Trichloroethene U

10.30ND 2.0m,p-Xylene U

10.30ND 1.0o-Xylene U

Page 11 of 15 Thu, 10/13/16 4:33 PM ENVREP-V4.4



ANALYTICAL REPORT

Project Manager: Jessica Helland
Client: RMEA

Workorder: 34-1627444

Analytical Results

Sample ID: 09/27/2016
09/30/20161627444006Lab ID:

Collected:
Received:

TMW-20 Teton

Sampling Parameter: NAMatrix:
Media:

Water
500 mL Nalgene

Sampling Site:

Analysis: SW 6020A, Water

Analyzed: 10/13/2016 13:10
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EMS/4610 (HBN: 178469) Percent Solid: NA

ICPM02

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: EPA 3010, SW 6020 Water Prep

Prepared: 10/12/2016
Batch:

Weight/Volume
EMS/4607 (HBN: 178295) Initial:

Final:
50 mL
50 mL

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 6020

10.300.62 1.0Arsenic J

10.30ND 1.0Beryllium U

10.10ND 1.0Cadmium U

10.300.48 1.0Cobalt J

10.601.2 2.0Chromium J

10.601.2 2.0Copper J

10.301.8 1.0Nickel

10.300.54 1.0Lead J

11.5ND 5.0Selenium U

10.30ND 1.0Silver U

10.30ND 1.0Thallium U

10.601.4 2.0Vanadium J

10.602.6 2.0Zinc

10.60ND 2.0Antimony U

11.540 5.0Barium

Analysis: SW 8260C, Pt. 258, App I Water

Analyzed: 10/03/2016 19:23
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761) Percent Solid: NA

5975-J

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: Not Applicable

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 8260

11.5ND 5.0Acetone U

11.5ND 5.0Acrylonitrile U

10.30ND 1.0Benzene U

10.30ND 1.0Bromochloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Bromodichloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Bromoform U

10.30ND 1.0Carbon disulfide U

10.30ND 1.0Carbon tetrachloride U

10.30ND 1.0Chlorobenzene U

10.30ND 1.0Chloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Chloroform U

10.30ND 1.0Dibromochloromethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dibromoethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichlorobenzene U

10.30ND 1.01,4-Dichlorobenzene U
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ANALYTICAL REPORT

Project Manager: Jessica Helland
Client: RMEA

Workorder: 34-1627444

Analytical Results

Sample ID: 09/27/2016
09/30/20161627444006Lab ID:

Collected:
Received:

TMW-20 Teton

Sampling Parameter: NAMatrix:
Media:

Water
40 mL Amber Glass VOA

Sampling Site:

Analysis: SW 8260C, Pt. 258, App I Water

Analyzed: 10/03/2016 19:23
Batch:

Instrument ID:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761) Percent Solid: NA

5975-J

Report Basis: Wet

Preparation: Not Applicable

Result (ug/L)Analyte MDL (ug/L) RL (ug/L) Dilution Qual

 Analysis Method - SW 8260

11.5ND 5.0trans-1,4-Dichloro-2-butene U

10.30ND 1.01,1-Dichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0cis-1,2-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0trans-1,2-Dichloroethene U

10.30ND 1.01,2-Dichloropropane U

10.30ND 1.0cis-1,3-Dichloropropene U

10.30ND 1.0trans-1,3-Dichloropropene U

10.30ND 1.0Ethylbenzene U

11.5ND 5.02-Hexanone U

10.30ND 1.0Bromomethane U

10.30ND 1.0Chloromethane U

10.30ND 1.0Dibromomethane U

10.30ND 1.0Methylene chloride U

11.6ND 5.02-Butanone U

10.42ND 1.0Iodomethane U

11.5ND 5.04-Methyl-2-pentanone U

10.30ND 1.0Styrene U

10.30ND 1.01,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Tetrachloroethene U

10.30ND 1.0Toluene U

10.30ND 1.01,1,1-Trichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.01,1,2-Trichloroethane U

10.30ND 1.0Trichlorofluoromethane U

10.30ND 1.01,2,3-Trichloropropane U

11.5ND 5.0Vinyl acetate U

10.30ND 1.0Vinyl chloride U

10.30ND 3.0Xylene U

10.30ND 1.0Trichloroethene U

10.30ND 2.0m,p-Xylene U

10.30ND 1.0o-Xylene U
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ANALYTICAL REPORT

Project Manager: Jessica Helland
Client: RMEA

Workorder: 34-1627444

Report Authorization

Analyst Peer ReviewMethod

(/S/ is an electronic signature that complies with 21 CFR Part 11)

SW 6020 /S/ Kristie F. Bitner
10/13/2016 15:32 10/13/2016 16:24

/S/ Penny A. Foote

SW 8260 /S/ Christopher Q. Coleman
10/10/2016 19:07 10/11/2016 07:45

/S/ Thomas J. Masoian

Laboratory Contact Information
(801) 266-7700
alslt.lab@ALSGlobal.com
www.alsslc.com

ALS Environmental
960 W Levoy Drive
Salt Lake City, Utah 84123

Phone:
Email:
Web:

The results provided in this report relate only to the items tested.
Samples were received in acceptable condition unless otherwise noted.
Samples have not been blank corrected unless otherwise noted.
This test report shall not be reproduced, except in full, without written approval of ALS.

General Lab Comments

ALS provides professional analytical services for all samples submitted. ALS is not in a position to interpret the data and
assumes no responsibility for the quality of the samples submitted.

All quality control samples processed with the samples in this report yielded acceptable results unless otherwise noted.

ALS is accredited for specific fields of testing (scopes) in the following testing sectors. The quality system implemented at ALS
conforms to accreditation requirements and is applied to all analytical testing performed by ALS. The following table lists testing
sector, accreditation body, accreditation number and website. Please contact these accrediting bodies or your ALS project
manager for the current scope of accreditation that applies to your analytical testing.

Testing Sector
Accreditation Body Certificate 

Number Website

Environmental ANAB (DoD ELAP)
Utah (NELAC)
Nevada
Oklahoma
Iowa
Texas (TNI)

ADE-1420
DATA1
UT00009
UT00009
IA# 376
T104704456-11-1

http://www.anab.org/accredited-organizations/
http://health.utah.gov/lab/labimp/
http://ndep.nv.gov/bsdw/labservice.htm
http://www.deq.state.ok.us/CSDnew/
http://www.iowadnr.gov/InsideDNR/RegulatoryWater.aspx
http://www.tceq.texas.gov/field/qa/lab_accred_certif.html

Industrial Hygiene 101574 http://www.aihaaccreditedlabs.orgAIHA LAP LLC (ISO 17025 &
IHLAP/ELLAP)

Lead Testing: 
CPSC ANAB (ISO 17025, CPSC) ADE-1420 http://www.anab.org/accredited-organizations/
Soil, Dust, Paint ,Air AIHA LAP LLC (ISO 17025 &

IHLAP/ELLAP)
101574 http://www.aihaaccreditedlabs.org

Dietary Supplements ACLASS (ISO 17025) ADE-1420 http://www.aclasscorp.com

Washington C596-16 http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/eap/labs/index.html

(Standard)

Kansas E-10416 http://www.kdheks.gov/lipo/index.html

Washington C596-16 http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/eap/labs/index.html
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ANALYTICAL REPORT

Project Manager: Jessica Helland
Client: RMEA

Workorder: 34-1627444

MDL = Method Detection Limit, a statistical estimate of method/media/instrument sensitivity.
RL = Reporting Limit, a verified value of method/media/instrument sensitivity.
CRDL = Contract Required Detection Limit
Reg. Limit = Regulatory Limit.
ND = Not Detected, testing result not detected above the MDL or RL.
< This testing result is less than the numerical value.
** No result could be reported, see sample comments for details.

U = Qualifier indicates that the analyte was not detected above the MDL.
J = Qualifier Indicates that the analyte value is between the MDL and the RL. It is also used to indicate an estimated value for
tentatively identified compounds in mass spectrometry where a 1:1 response is assumed.
B = Qualifier indicates that the analyte was detected in the blank.
E = Qualifier indicates that the analyte result exceeds calibration range.
P = Qualifier indicates that the RPD between the two columns is greater than 40%.

Result Symbol Definitions

Qualifier Symbol Definitions
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Analysis:

Analyzed By:
EMS/4610 (HBN: 178469)
Kristie F. Bitner

Workorder: 1627444

SW 6020
Batch: EMS/4607 (HBN: 178295)

Prepared By: Kristie F. Bitner
Batch:

Preparation: EPA 3010, SW 6020 Water PrepHistorical/Performance
ALS Laboratory Group

Limits:
Basis:

 Analysis Information

 Blank

MB:

Analyte

Units:

Result

Analyzed:
522186
10/13/2016 11:58

ug/L

MDL RL

Arsenic 0.3 1.00ND

Beryllium 0.3 1.00ND

Cadmium 0.1 1.00ND

Cobalt 0.3 1.00ND

Chromium 0.6 2.00ND

Copper 0.6 2.000.936

Nickel 0.3 1.00ND

Lead 0.3 1.00ND

Selenium 1.5 5.00ND

Silver 0.3 1.00ND

Thallium 0.3 1.00ND

Vanadium 0.6 2.00ND

Zinc 0.6 2.00ND

Antimony 0.6 2.00ND

Barium 1.5 5.00ND

 Laboratory Control Sample

 

Analyte Result % Rec QC Limits

LCS:
Analyzed:

522187
10/13/2016 12:17

Units:

Target

ug/L
Dilution: 1

Arsenic 211 200 92.1 108.4106

Beryllium 223 200 84.8 118.0111

Cadmium 202 200 92.7 109.7101

Cobalt 204 200 91.3 107.4102

Chromium 203 200 90.4 107.7102

Copper 208 200 92.6 113.3104

Nickel 210 200 92.2 109.2105

Lead 200 200 90.5 108.499.8

Selenium 206 200 94.4 107.9103

Silver 200 200 90.5 109.9100

Thallium 206 200 92.9 113.5103

Vanadium 203 200 87.8 108.2102

Zinc 205 200 96.0 108.4102

Antimony 204 200 89.1 116.5102

Barium 208 200 93.6 109.2104

Page 1 of 10 Thursday, October 13, 2016

Quality Control Sample
Batch Report

QCS V4.1



Analysis:

Analyzed By:
EMS/4610 (HBN: 178469)
Kristie F. Bitner

Workorder: 1627444

SW 6020
Batch: EMS/4607 (HBN: 178295)

Prepared By: Kristie F. Bitner
Batch:

Preparation: EPA 3010, SW 6020 Water PrepHistorical/Performance
ALS Laboratory Group

Limits:
Basis:

 Analysis Information

 Matrix Spike

 

Analyte Result Result % RecTarget QC Limits

MS:
Analyzed:

522190Sample: 1627444001
Analyzed: 10/13/2016 12:25 10/13/2016 12:32

Units: ug/L Units: ug/L
Dilution: 1 Dilution: 1

Arsenic ND 75.0 125.0100 104104

Beryllium ND 75.0 125.050 11054.8

Cadmium ND 75.0 125.050 99.950

Cobalt ND 75.0 125.0200 100201

Chromium ND 75.0 125.0200 101201

Copper ND 75.0 125.0200 99.9200

Nickel 0.680 75.0 125.0200 102204

Lead ND 75.0 125.0100 98.898.8

Selenium ND 75.0 125.050 10351.7

Silver ND 75.0 125.050 98.649.3

Thallium ND 75.0 125.050 98.649.3

Vanadium ND 75.0 125.0200 101203

Zinc 0.990 75.0 125.0500 98.6493

Antimony ND 75.0 125.0200 101202

Barium 26.0 75.0 125.0500 103540

 

Analyte Result Result % RecTarget QC Limits

MS:
Analyzed:

522192Sample: 1627748001
Analyzed: 10/13/2016 13:14 10/13/2016 13:22

Units: ug/L Units: ug/L
Dilution: 1 Dilution: 1

Arsenic 0.750 75.0 125.0100 102102

Cadmium ND 75.0 125.050 10050

Chromium ND 75.0 125.0200 98.4197

Copper ND 75.0 125.0200 99.5199

Nickel 0.690 75.0 125.0200 100200

Lead ND 75.0 125.0100 98.398.3

Selenium ND 75.0 125.050 10150.3

Silver ND 75.0 125.050 97.848.9

Thallium ND 75.0 125.050 96.948.5

Zinc 3.80 75.0 125.0500 99.1500

Antimony ND 75.0 125.0200 96.0192
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Analysis:

Analyzed By:
EMS/4610 (HBN: 178469)
Kristie F. Bitner

Workorder: 1627444

SW 6020
Batch: EMS/4607 (HBN: 178295)

Prepared By: Kristie F. Bitner
Batch:

Preparation: EPA 3010, SW 6020 Water PrepHistorical/Performance
ALS Laboratory Group

Limits:
Basis:

 Analysis Information

 Matrix Duplicate

 

Analyte Result Result RPD QC Limits

MD:
Analyzed:

522189Sample: 1627444001
Analyzed: 10/13/2016 12:25 10/13/2016 12:29

Units: ug/L Units: ug/L
Dilution: Dilution:1 1

Arsenic ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Beryllium ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Cadmium ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Cobalt ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Chromium ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Copper ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Nickel 0.680 0.686 0.922 0.0 20.0

Lead ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Selenium ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Silver ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Thallium ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Vanadium ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Zinc 0.990 1.06 7.16 0.0 20.0

Antimony ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Barium 26.0 26.4 1.66 0.0 20.0

 

Analyte Result Result RPD QC Limits

MD:
Analyzed:

522191Sample: 1627748001
Analyzed: 10/13/2016 13:14 10/13/2016 13:18

Units: ug/L Units: ug/L
Dilution: Dilution:1 1

Arsenic 0.750 0.712 5.20 0.0 20.0

Cadmium ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Chromium ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Copper ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Nickel 0.690 0.700 1.50 0.0 20.0

Lead ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Selenium ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Silver ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Thallium ND ND NA 0.0 20.0

Zinc 3.80 3.92 3.13 0.0 20.0

Antimony ND ND NA 0.0 20.0
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Analysis:

Analyzed By:
EMS/4610 (HBN: 178469)
Kristie F. Bitner

Workorder: 1627444

SW 6020
Batch: EMS/4607 (HBN: 178295)

Prepared By: Kristie F. Bitner
Batch:

Preparation: EPA 3010, SW 6020 Water PrepHistorical/Performance
ALS Laboratory Group

Limits:
Basis:

 Analysis Information

 QC Report Authorization (/S/ is an electronic signature that complies with 21 CFR Part 11)

 - Sample result is greater than 4 times the spike added
 - Analyte above reporting limit or outside of control limits

 Symbols and Definitions
RPD - Relative % Difference (Spike / Spike Duplicate)
ND - Not Detected   (U - Qualifier also flags analyte as not detected)

QC results are not adjusted for moisture correction, where applicable
 - Sample and Matrix Duplicate less than 5 times the reporting limit NA - Not Applicable
 - Result is above the calibration range

Analyst Peer Review

/S/ Kristie F. Bitner /S/ Penny A. Foote

10/13/2016 15:32 10/13/2016 16:24
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Analysis:

Analyzed By:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761)
Christopher Q. Coleman

Workorder: 1627444

SW 8260
Batch: NA

Prepared By: NA
Batch:

Preparation: NAHistorical/Performance
ALS Laboratory Group

Limits:
Basis:

 Analysis Information

 Blank

MB:

Analyte

Units:

Result

Analyzed:
521071
10/03/2016 16:54

ug/L

MDL RL

Acetone 1.5 5.00ND

Acrylonitrile 1.5 5.00ND

Benzene 0.3 1.00ND

Bromochloromethane 0.3 1.00ND

Bromodichloromethane 0.3 1.00ND

Bromoform 0.3 1.00ND

Carbon disulfide 0.3 1.00ND

Carbon tetrachloride 0.3 1.00ND

Chlorobenzene 0.3 1.00ND

Chloroethane 0.3 1.00ND

Chloroform 0.3 1.00ND

Dibromochloromethane 0.3 1.00ND

1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 0.3 1.00ND

1,2-Dibromoethane 0.3 1.00ND

1,2-Dichlorobenzene 0.3 1.00ND

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0.3 1.00ND

trans-1,4-Dichloro-2-butene 1.5 5.00ND

1,1-Dichloroethane 0.3 1.00ND

1,2-Dichloroethane 0.3 1.00ND

1,1-Dichloroethene 0.3 1.00ND

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 0.3 1.00ND

trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 0.3 1.00ND

1,2-Dichloropropane 0.3 1.00ND

cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.3 1.00ND

trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.3 1.00ND

Ethylbenzene 0.3 1.00ND

2-Hexanone 1.5 5.00ND

Bromomethane 0.3 1.00ND

Chloromethane 0.3 1.00ND

Dibromomethane 0.3 1.00ND

Methylene chloride 0.3 1.00ND

2-Butanone 1.6 5.00ND

Iodomethane 0.42 1.00ND

4-Methyl-2-pentanone 1.5 5.00ND

Styrene 0.3 1.00ND

1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 0.3 1.00ND

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 0.3 1.00ND
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Analysis:

Analyzed By:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761)
Christopher Q. Coleman

Workorder: 1627444

SW 8260
Batch: NA

Prepared By: NA
Batch:

Preparation: NAHistorical/Performance
ALS Laboratory Group

Limits:
Basis:

 Analysis Information

 Blank

MB:

Analyte

Units:

Result

Analyzed:
521071
10/03/2016 16:54

ug/L

MDL RL

Tetrachloroethene 0.3 1.00ND

Toluene 0.3 1.00ND

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 0.3 1.00ND

1,1,2-Trichloroethane 0.3 1.00ND

Trichlorofluoromethane 0.3 1.00ND

1,2,3-Trichloropropane 0.3 1.00ND

Vinyl acetate 1.5 5.00ND

Vinyl chloride 0.3 1.00ND

Xylene 0.3 3.00ND

Trichloroethene 0.3 1.00ND

m,p-Xylene 0.3 2.00ND

o-Xylene 0.3 1.00ND

 Laboratory Control Sample

 

Analyte Result % Rec QC Limits

LCS:
Analyzed:

521072
10/03/2016 15:27

Units:

Target

ug/L
Dilution: 1

Acrylonitrile 54.1 50.0 60.0 140.0108

Chloromethane 44.5 50.0 66.8 135.989.0

Vinyl chloride 44.9 50.0 68.8 136.489.9

Bromomethane 46.2 50.0 56.3 146.892.5

Vinyl acetate 58.8 50.0 60.0 140.0118

Chloroethane 48.3 50.0 77.3 129.596.7

Trichlorofluoromethane 50.6 50.0 76.1 131.0101

1,1-Dichloroethene 55.1 50.0 77.6 136.5110

Acetone 57.8 50.0 20.8 160.3116

Iodomethane 53.8 50.0 50.1 154.9108

Carbon disulfide 50.7 50.0 72.3 127.8101

Methylene chloride 52.1 50.0 75.9 127.6104

trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 52.8 50.0 73.5 130.0106

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 50.7 50.0 73.5 126.3101

1,1-Dichloroethane 50.1 50.0 73.2 120.9100

2-Butanone 57.4 50.0 51.1 147.7115

Bromochloromethane 48.7 50.0 73.7 123.997.3

Chloroform 51.3 50.0 75.4 124.1103

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 51.9 50.0 75.9 129.4104
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Analysis:

Analyzed By:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761)
Christopher Q. Coleman

Workorder: 1627444

SW 8260
Batch: NA

Prepared By: NA
Batch:

Preparation: NAHistorical/Performance
ALS Laboratory Group

Limits:
Basis:

 Analysis Information

 Laboratory Control Sample

 

Analyte Result % Rec QC Limits

LCS:
Analyzed:

521072
10/03/2016 15:27

Units:

Target

ug/L
Dilution: 1

1,2-Dichloroethane 51.2 50.0 76.9 126.7102

Carbon tetrachloride 50.8 50.0 73.5 136.2102

Benzene 51.8 50.0 79.4 124.0104

Trichloroethene 52.0 50.0 74.5 126.7104

1,2-Dichloropropane 51.6 50.0 80.7 122.3103

Dibromomethane 48.9 50.0 75.1 120.597.9

Bromodichloromethane 49.5 50.0 77.8 125.499.0

cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 51.4 50.0 80.0 129.2103

4-Methyl-2-pentanone 54.8 50.0 70.9 133.5110

trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 49.6 50.0 83.0 129.699.1

1,1,2-Trichloroethane 49.4 50.0 83.3 116.998.7

2-Hexanone 53.9 50.0 56.9 143.8108

1,2-Dibromoethane 49.8 50.0 82.8 120.799.5

Toluene 50.2 50.0 86.1 117.8100

Dibromochloromethane 53.6 50.0 75.5 136.4107

Bromoform 48.6 50.0 63.1 139.297.1

Tetrachloroethene 48.4 50.0 63.2 122.596.8

Chlorobenzene 48.5 50.0 86.5 113.396.9

1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 50.6 50.0 81.3 130.8101

Ethylbenzene 49.4 50.0 88.4 117.098.7

m,p-Xylene 98.6 100 88.4 116.998.6

o-Xylene 49.2 50.0 86.5 116.198.3

Styrene 50.7 50.0 89.1 121.1101

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 50.2 50.0 77.8 128.9100

1,2,3-Trichloropropane 51.5 50.0 76.5 127.9103

trans-1,4-Dichloro-2-butene 44.5 50.0 58.2 139.489.0

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 47.8 50.0 82.0 117.895.6

1,2-Dichlorobenzene 47.8 50.0 81.4 119.995.6

1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 52.7 50.0 56.2 157.5105

 Matrix Spike - Matrix Spike Duplicate

 

Analyte Result Result % RecTarget QC Limits

MS:
Analyzed:

521074Sample: 1627444006
Analyzed: 10/03/2016 19:23 10/03/2016 21:52

Units: ug/L Units: ug/L
Dilution: 1 Dilution: 1

Result RPD QC Limits

MSD:
Analyzed:

521075
10/03/2016 22:16

% Rec

Units: ug/L
Dilution: 1

Acrylonitrile ND 60.0 140.050 99.649.8 20.00.053.9 7.96108

Chloromethane ND 66.8 135.950 97.048.5 20.00.045.2 7.0290.5
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Analysis:

Analyzed By:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761)
Christopher Q. Coleman

Workorder: 1627444

SW 8260
Batch: NA

Prepared By: NA
Batch:

Preparation: NAHistorical/Performance
ALS Laboratory Group

Limits:
Basis:

 Analysis Information

 Matrix Spike - Matrix Spike Duplicate

 

Analyte Result Result % RecTarget QC Limits

MS:
Analyzed:

521074Sample: 1627444006
Analyzed: 10/03/2016 19:23 10/03/2016 21:52

Units: ug/L Units: ug/L
Dilution: 1 Dilution: 1

Result RPD QC Limits

MSD:
Analyzed:

521075
10/03/2016 22:16

% Rec

Units: ug/L
Dilution: 1

Vinyl chloride ND 68.8 136.450 10150.6 20.00.046.9 7.4593.8

Bromomethane ND 56.3 146.850 10552.7 20.00.052 1.33104

Vinyl acetate ND 60.0 140.050 85.442.7 20.00.043.9 2.6787.7

Chloroethane ND 77.3 129.550 99.949.9 20.00.046.8 6.5393.5

Trichlorofluoromethane ND 76.1 131.050 10854.2 20.00.050.3 7.47101

1,1-Dichloroethene ND 77.6 136.550 10552.5 20.00.048.9 7.1797.8

Acetone ND 20.8 160.350 91.845.9 20.00.049.3 7.1798.6

Iodomethane ND 50.1 154.950 11055.2 20.00.052.3 5.28105

Carbon disulfide ND 72.3 127.850 10653 20.00.047.8 10.495.6

Methylene chloride ND 75.9 127.650 10050 20.00.049.6 0.80199.2

trans-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 73.5 130.050 10552.7 20.00.048.4 8.4596.8

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 73.5 126.350 10351.6 20.00.049.7 3.6399.5

1,1-Dichloroethane ND 73.2 120.950 10250.9 20.00.048.5 4.6897.1

2-Butanone ND 51.1 147.750 10150.6 20.00.051.2 1.26102

Bromochloromethane ND 73.7 123.950 10451.9 20.00.051.8 0.21104

Chloroform ND 75.4 124.150 10653.1 20.00.050.1 5.8100

1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND 75.9 129.450 10954.3 20.00.051 6.26102

1,2-Dichloroethane ND 76.9 126.750 10351.7 20.00.051.9 0.34104

Carbon tetrachloride ND 73.5 136.250 11055.1 20.00.051.2 7.28102

Benzene ND 79.4 124.050 10351.5 20.00.049.2 4.5498.5

Trichloroethene ND 74.5 126.750 10753.6 20.00.050.5 6101

1,2-Dichloropropane ND 80.7 122.350 10150.6 20.00.049.2 2.7898.4

Dibromomethane ND 75.1 120.550 10351.7 20.00.052.4 1.26105

Bromodichloromethane ND 77.8 125.450 10452 20.00.051.2 1.54102

cis-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 80.0 129.250 99.549.8 20.00.049.3 1.0298.5

4-Methyl-2-pentanone ND 70.9 133.550 98.049 20.00.053.1 7.99106

trans-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 83.0 129.650 97.949 20.00.048.6 0.81297.1

1,1,2-Trichloroethane ND 83.3 116.950 10050.2 20.00.050.6 0.889101

2-Hexanone ND 56.9 143.850 91.845.9 20.00.051.1 10.7102

1,2-Dibromoethane ND 82.8 120.750 10150.6 20.00.051.4 1.7103

Toluene ND 86.1 117.850 10150.3 20.00.047.6 5.3995.3

Dibromochloromethane ND 75.5 136.450 10251 20.00.051.8 1.44104

Bromoform ND 63.1 139.250 10050 20.00.051.6 3.05103

Tetrachloroethene ND 63.2 122.550 10251 20.00.047.3 7.5494.6

Chlorobenzene ND 86.5 113.350 10150.6 20.00.048.9 3.3397.9

1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane ND 81.3 130.850 10351.6 20.00.049.9 3.4499.8

Ethylbenzene ND 88.4 117.050 10251.2 20.00.047.9 6.7195.8
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Analysis:

Analyzed By:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761)
Christopher Q. Coleman

Workorder: 1627444

SW 8260
Batch: NA

Prepared By: NA
Batch:

Preparation: NAHistorical/Performance
ALS Laboratory Group

Limits:
Basis:

 Analysis Information

 Matrix Spike - Matrix Spike Duplicate

 

Analyte Result Result % RecTarget QC Limits

MS:
Analyzed:

521074Sample: 1627444006
Analyzed: 10/03/2016 19:23 10/03/2016 21:52

Units: ug/L Units: ug/L
Dilution: 1 Dilution: 1

Result RPD QC Limits

MSD:
Analyzed:

521075
10/03/2016 22:16

% Rec

Units: ug/L
Dilution: 1

m,p-Xylene ND 88.4 116.9100 103103 20.00.096.9 6.0996.9

o-Xylene ND 86.5 116.150 10251.2 20.00.049 4.4198.0

Styrene ND 89.1 121.150 10451.9 20.00.049.9 3.8399.8

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ND 77.8 128.950 96.048 20.00.050.4 4.83101

1,2,3-Trichloropropane ND 76.5 127.950 10050.2 20.00.052.7 4.75105

trans-1,4-Dichloro-2-butene ND 58.2 139.450 96.148 20.00.049.7 3.3199.3

1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND 82.0 117.850 10050 20.00.048.6 2.8597.2

1,2-Dichlorobenzene ND 81.4 119.950 10050.2 20.00.049.2 1.9998.4

1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane ND 56.2 157.550 98.349.1 20.00.051 3.66102

 Surrogate Recoveries

Surrogate

Result % Recovery

QC Limits

TargetLab ID

Units

1,2-Dichloroethane-d4

72.2 123.4

ug/L ug/L

116.477.5

Toluene-d8

Target % RecoveryResult Result % RecoveryTarget

4-Bromofluorobenzene

78.5 121.6

ug/L

10250.051.21627444001 98.850.049.4 10150.050.5

10350.051.51627444002 99.150.049.5 10050.050.1

10350.051.51627444003 99.350.049.6 10150.050.4

10350.051.61627444004 99.250.049.6 99.950.050.0

10250.051.01627444005 10050.050.0 10150.050.5

10450.052.01627444006 98.950.049.5 10050.050.1

Surrogate

Result % Recovery

QC Limits

TargetLab ID

Units

1,2-Dichloroethane-d4

72.2 123.4

ug/L ug/L

116.477.5

Toluene-d8

Target % RecoveryResult Result % RecoveryTarget

4-Bromofluorobenzene

78.5 121.6

ug/L

99.250.049.6521072-LCS 98.050.049.0 99.450.049.7

10350.051.6521071-MB 98.850.049.4 10150.050.4

10350.051.41627436003 98.550.049.3 97.350.048.6

10350.051.71627436001 99.850.049.9 97.950.048.9

10550.052.61627436002 98.850.049.4 99.150.049.5

10150.050.7521074-MS 98.850.049.4 99.050.049.5

10250.051.0521075-MSD 98.250.049.1 99.250.049.6
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Analysis:

Analyzed By:
EVO/6301 (HBN: 177761)
Christopher Q. Coleman

Workorder: 1627444

SW 8260
Batch: NA

Prepared By: NA
Batch:

Preparation: NAHistorical/Performance
ALS Laboratory Group

Limits:
Basis:

 Analysis Information

 QC Report Authorization (/S/ is an electronic signature that complies with 21 CFR Part 11)

 - Sample result is greater than 4 times the spike added
 - Analyte above reporting limit or outside of control limits

 Symbols and Definitions
RPD - Relative % Difference (Spike / Spike Duplicate)
ND - Not Detected   (U - Qualifier also flags analyte as not detected)

QC results are not adjusted for moisture correction, where applicable
 - Sample and Matrix Duplicate less than 5 times the reporting limit NA - Not Applicable
 - Result is above the calibration range

Analyst Peer Review

/S/ Christopher Q. Coleman /S/ Thomas J. Masoian

10/10/2016 19:07 10/11/2016 07:45
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County property with respect to operations, including directions to unload collection vehicles
in designated areas, accommodating construction and maintenance, and hazardous waste
exclusion programs. Franchisee shall at all times operate according to safe industry practices. 

14. Customer Information and Public Education

A. Franchisee shall maintain an up to date website that describes Franchisee's
Collection Services, including without limitation information about the various available
containers, rates, charges, recycling program and related customer responsibilities. 
Franchisee shall also maintain a customer service contact method that shall be available

during hours of operation as defined in Paragraph 12C of this Agreement. Franchisee
shall be responsible for prompt and courteous attention to customer service issues. 

Franchisee shall provide the County with a means of contacting a representative of the
Franchisee on a twenty-four ( 24) hour basis by providing the Franchisee' s Operation
Director' s cell phone. 

B. Franchisee shall allocate 4% of its annual gross revenue to education of the public

about the benefits of waste diversion through its marketing and communications budget. 
C. Franchisees will have a Recommendation Chart on its website displaying recycling
opportunities. 

D. Franchisee shall host an annual event focused on educating the public regarding the
benefits of waste diversion. 

15. Rates. 

Franchisee shall not charge more than the rate specified for each service provided on

the 7 Year Contract Rate sheet that is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit B. 

16. Rate Adjustments

Because the rates are Franchisee's sole compensation for the Collection Services, the

rates must be sufficient to pay known and unknown costs that may increase over time
Accordingly, County and Franchisee agree that the rates may be increased (" Rate

Adjustment") in an amount necessary to compensate Franchisee for: 

A. Increase in fees, expenses or costs to Franchisee for the transfer, processing, 
transportation, recycling, or Disposal of Solid Waste and Recyclable Materials charged by
the Transfer Station. 

B. Franchisee may initiate a Rate Adjustment under this Paragraph not more than once
annually. To obtain a Rate Adjustment, Franchisee shall prepare and submit to the County
a rate adjustment setting forth the nature of the event causing the increase in costs and a
calculation of the increased costs and the Rate Adjustment necessary to offset such increased
costs. The County may request any and all documentation and data reasonable necessary to
evaluate the Rate Adjustment and shall confirm or deny within ninety (90) days of receipt of
the statement from Franchisee. The County may accept or reject the request in its sole
discretion. 

9

djohnson
Text Box
Waste & Recycle Collection Franchise Agreement; Section 16
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EXHIBIT A 
 

DESCRIPTION FOR 
 A PATHWAY EASEMENT 

FROM TARGHEE HILL ESTATES LLC  
TO TETON REGIONAL LAND TRUST 

 
 

A 18-foot wide pathway easement located in Targhee Hill Estates Phase 1, as 
recorded in the Office of the Teton County Clerk as instrument number 194449 and 
being located within the S1/2 S1/2 of Section 20, Township 5 North, Range 46 East, 
B.M., Teton County, Idaho, being 9 foot each side of the following described centerline:  

 
Beginning at a Point on the west line of the SW1/4 of Said Section 20 and also being 

the west line of Targhee Hill Estates Phase 1, which point lies N00°02’52”E, 138.96 feet 
from the southwest corner of said Section 20; 
 

Thence leaving said west line along a non-tangent circular curve to the right; 
 

 Thence along said curve, having a radius of 150.00 feet, a chord of 68.16 feet, 
bearing N39°01'16"E, through a central angle of 26°15'47", an arc distance of 68.76 feet;  

 
Thence N52°09’09”E, 164.59 feet to a circular curve to the left; 

 
Thence along said curve, having a radius of 500.00 feet, a chord distance of 

116.58 feet, bearing N45°27'29"E, through a central angle of 13°23'20", and an arc 
distance of 116.84 feet to a reverse curve to the right; 

 
Thence along said reverse curve, having a radius of 500.00 feet, a chord 

distance of 214.91 feet, bearing N51°10’26”E, through a central angle of 24°49’14”, and 
an arc distance of 216.60 feet; 

 
Thence N63°35’03”E, 311.32 feet to a circular to the left; 
 
Thence along said curve, having a radius of 200.00 feet, a chord distance of 

106.98 feet, bearing N48°04'15"E, through a central angle of 31°01'35", and an arc 
distance of 108.30 feet; 

 
Thence N32°33’28”E, 123.48 feet to a circular to the right; 
 
Thence along said curve, having a radius of 50.00 feet, a chord distance of 71.50 

feet, bearing N78°12'05"E, through a central angle of 91°17'14", and an arc distance of 
79.66 feet; 

 
Thence S56°09’18”E, 67.39 feet to a circular to the left; 
 
Thence along said curve, having a radius of 100.00 feet, a chord distance of 

70.68 feet, bearing S76°51'07"E, through a central angle of 41°23'38", and an arc 
distance of 72.25 feet; 

 
Thence N82°27’04”E, 172.70 feet to a circular to the left; 

 
 Thence along said curve, having a radius of 150.00 feet, a chord distance of 

116.57 feet, bearing N59°35'08"E, through a central angle of 45°43'53", and an arc 
distance of 119.72 feet; 

 
Thence N36°43’11”E, 191.82 feet to a circular to the right; 
 
Thence along said curve, having a radius of 600.00 feet, a chord distance of 

332.97 feet, bearing N52°49'45"E, through a central angle of 32°13'09", and an arc 
distance of 337.40 feet to a reverse curve to the left; 

 
Thence along said curve, having a radius of 100.00 feet, a chord distance of 

56.03 feet, bearing N52°40'14"E, through a central angle of 32°32’11", and an arc 
distance of 56.79 feet; 

 
Thence N36°24’08”E, 12.57 feet to a circular to the right; 
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Thence along said curve, having a radius of 100.00 feet, a chord distance of 

26.70 feet, bearing N44°04’25"E, through a central angle of 15°20’33", and an arc 
distance of 26.78 feet; 

 
Thence N51°44’41”E, 19.44 feet to a circular to the right; 
 
Thence along said curve, having a radius of 50.00 feet, a chord distance of 31.01 

feet, bearing N69°48’44"E, through a central angle of 36°08’05", and an arc distance of 
31.53 feet; 

 
Thence N87°52’46”E, 59.03 feet to a circular to the right; 
 
Thence along said curve, having a radius of 500.00 feet, a chord distance of 

48.65 feet, bearing S89°19’56"E, through a central angle of 05°34’36", and an arc 
distance of 48.67 feet; 

 
Thence S86°32’38”E, 161.41 feet to a circular to the left; 
 
Thence along said curve, having a radius of 500.00 feet, a chord distance of 

29.49 feet, bearing S88°14’01"E, through a central angle of 03°22’47", and an arc 
distance of 29.49 feet; 

 
Thence S89°55’25”E, 936.95 feet to a circular to the right; 
 
Thence along said curve, having a radius of 500.00 feet, a chord distance of 

76.34 feet, bearing S85°32’44"E, through a central angle of 08°45’22", and an arc 
distance of 76.41 feet; 

 
Thence S81°10’03”E, 32.96 feet to a circular to the left; 
 
Thence along said curve, having a radius of 500.00 feet, a chord distance of 

65.31 feet, bearing S84°54’44"E, through a central angle of 07°29’22", and an arc 
distance of 65.36 feet; 

 
Thence S88°39’25”E, 324.28 feet to a circular to the left; 
 
Thence along said curve, having a radius of 500.00 feet, a chord distance of 

81.09 feet, bearing N86°41’32"E, through a central angle of 09°18’08", and an arc 
distance of 81.18 feet; 

 
Thence N82°02’28”E, 122.46 feet to the easterly boundary line of Said Targhee 

Hill Estates Phase 1, and being S00°16’55”E, 23.81 feet from the Northeast Corner of 
said Targhee Hill Estates Phase 1; 

 
The side lines of said described easement to be lengthened or shortened to 

terminate on the described lines. 
 
Said easement contains 1.75 acres, more or less, and is subject to any 

easements, rights-of-way, reservations or restrictions of sight and/or of record. 
 
All as shown on Exhibit “B” attached hereto and by this reference made a part hereof. 
 
 
 
 
Lucas D. Rudolph 
Idaho PLS 13767 
Nelson Engineering 
Project 15-017-03 
November 3, 2016 
 





S:\Proj2015\017-03 (TRLT- TETON VALLEY TRAILS AND PATHWAYS - EASEMENTS)\Exhibits\10-24-16\TETON 

COUNTY  EXHIBIT A.doc  
Page 1 of 2 

EXHIBIT A 
 

DESCRIPTION FOR 
 A PATHWAY EASEMENT 

FROM TETON COUNTY, IDAHO  
TO TETON REGIONAL LAND TRUST 

 

 
A 30-foot wide pathway easement located in the W ½  of Section 30, And the SE 

¼ of Section 25, Township 5 North, Range 46 East, B.M., Teton County, Idaho, being 15 
foot each side of the following described centerline:  

 
Beginning at a Point on the south line of the SE ¼ of Said Section 25, which point 

lies S89°19’50”W, 1286.13 feet from the southeast corner of Section 25. 
 

Thence leaving said south line, N00°40’09”W, 23.34 feet, to a circular curve to 
the right.  

 
 Thence along said curve, a radius of 300.00 feet, a chord distance of 241.54 feet, 
Bearing N23°04'12"E, through a central angle of 47°28'42", and an arc distance of 
248.60 feet; 
 

Thence N46°48’33”E, 242.62 feet, to a circular curve to the left;  
 

Thence along said curve, a radius of 1500.00 feet, a chord distance of 363.70 
feet, Bearing N39°50'45"E, through a central angle of 13°55'35", and an arc distance of 
364.59 feet to a reverse curve to the right; 

 
Thence along said reverse curve, having a radius of 790.00 feet, a chord 

distance of 186.12 feet, Bearing N39°38'51"E, through a central angle of 13°31'47", and 
an arc distance of 186.55 feet to a reverse curve to the left; 

  
Thence along said reverse curve, having a radius of 100.00 feet, a chord 

distance of 78.65 feet, Bearing N23°15'21"E, through a central angle of 46°18'46", and 
an arc distance of 80.83 feet; 

 
Thence N00°05’58”E, 54.49 feet, to a circular curve to the right; 
 
Thence along said curve, a radius of 100.00 feet, a chord distance of 58.91 feet, 

Bearing N17°13'53"E, through a central angle of 34°15'48", and an arc distance of 59.80 
feet; 

 
Thence N34°21’47”E, 62.46 feet, to a circular curve to the left; 
 
Thence along said curve, a radius of 300.00 feet, a chord distance of 53.26 feet, 

Bearing N29°16'13"E, through a central angle of 10°11'07", and an arc distance of 53.33 
feet; 

 
Thence N24°10’40”E, 210.56 feet, to a circular curve to the right; 
 
Thence along said curve, a radius of 100.00 feet, a chord distance of 71.50 feet, 

Bearing N45°07'31"E, through a central angle of 41°53'42", and an arc distance of 73.12 
feet to a reverse curve to the left; 

 
Thence along said reverse curve, having a radius of 288.24 feet, a chord 

distance of 202.75 feet, Bearing N45°28'52"E, through a central angle of 41°10'59", and 
an arc distance of 207.18 feet to a reverse curve to the right; 

 
Thence along said reverse curve, having a radius of 300.00 feet, a chord 

distance of 104.04 feet, Bearing N34°52'32"E, through a central angle of 19°58'18", and 
an arc distance of 104.57 feet; 

 
Thence N44°51’41”E, 43.10 feet to a circular curve to the right; 
 
  Thence along said curve, a radius of 300.00 feet, a chord distance of 63.46 feet, 

Bearing N50°55'59"E, through a central angle of 12°08'35", and an arc distance of 63.58 
feet; 
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Thence N57°00’16”E, 512.31 feet, to a circular curve to the left; 
 
Thence along said curve, a radius of 300.00 feet, a chord distance of 18.69 feet, 

Bearing N55°13'11"E, through a central angle of 3°34'11", and an arc distance of 18.69 
feet; 

 
Thence N53°26’05”E, 372.59 feet to a circular curve to the right; 
 
Thence along said curve, a radius of 300.00 feet, a chord distance of 68.55 feet, 

Bearing N59°59'44"E, through a central angle of 13°07'17", and an arc distance of 68.70 
feet; 

 
Thence N66°33’22”E, 136.86 feet to a circular curve to the left; 
 
Thence along said curve, a radius of 200.00 feet, a chord distance of 146.64 feet, 

Bearing N45°03'02"E, through a central angle of 43°00'40", and an arc distance of 
150.14 feet; 

 
Thence N23°32’42”E, 145.91 feet to a circular curve to the right; 
 
Thence along said curve, a radius of 200.00 feet, a chord distance of 35.71 feet, 

Bearing N28°39'59"E, through a central angle of 10°14'35", and an arc distance of 35.75 
feet; 

 
Thence N33°47’17”E, 216.08 feet to a circular curve to the right; 
 
Thence along said curve, a radius of 600.00 feet, a chord distance of 274.43 feet, 

Bearing N47°00'30"E, through a central angle of 26°26'26", and an arc distance of 
276.89 feet; 

 
Thence N61°10’39”E, 31.32 feet to a point on the west line of the SE ¼, NW ¼ of 

said Section 30; 
 
Said end point being N00°21’22”E, 243.48 feet from the C-W 1/16 corner of said 

Section 30; 
  
The side lines of said described easement to be lengthened or shortened to 

terminate on the described lines. 
 
Said easement contains 2.79 acres, more or less, and is subject to any 

easements, rights-of-way, reservations or restrictions of sight and/or of record. 
 
All as shown on Exhibit “B” attached hereto and by this reference made a part hereof. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Lucas D. Rudolph 
Idaho PLS 13767 
Nelson Engineering 
Project 15-017-03 
October 24, 2016 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

DESCRIPTION FOR 
 A PATHWAY EASEMENT 

FROM TETON REGIONAL LAND TRUST  
TO TETON COUNTY, IDAHO 

 

 
A 30-foot wide pathway easement located in the N ½ of Section 30, and the SE 

¼ SE ¼ of Section 19, Township 5 North, Range 46 East, B.M., Teton County, Idaho, 
said easement also being a portion of Parcel 1 and Parcel 2 of that Record of Survey 
titled “Record of Survey boundary Adjustment”, Instrument #236071, records of Teton 
County, being 15 foot each side of the following described centerline:  

 
Beginning at a Point on the west line of the SE ¼ NW ¼ of Said Section 30, and the 

west boundary line of said Parcel 1, Record of Survey, which point lies N00°21’22”E, 243.48 
feet from the southwest corner of said Parcel 1 and the Center-West 1/16 corner of said 
Section 30. 
 

Thence N77°10’56”E, 111.41 feet; 
 
 Thence N69°24’35”E, 72.25 feet; 
 
 Thence N64°43’10”E, 52.00 feet; 
 
 Thence N54°08’49”E, 205.49 feet; 
 
 Thence N47°37’08”E, 198.00 feet; 
 
 Thence N29°36’12”E, 200.14 feet; 
 
    Thence N39°11’22”E, 207.90 feet; 

 
Thence N44°58’27”E, 445.53 feet; 
 
Thence N71°02’01”E, 117.14 feet; 
 
Thence S88°43’32”E, 128.59 feet; 
 
Thence N65°04’43”E, 217.87 feet; 
 
Thence N69°14’49”E, 174.71 feet; 
 
Thence N64°19’38”E, 225.62 feet; 
 
Thence N70°36’17”E, 248.54 feet; 
 
Thence N64°35’04”E, 240.62 feet; 
 
Thence N87°14’23”E, 334.61 feet; 
 
Thence S77°42’33”E, 171.18 feet to a point of a non-tangent curve to the left; 

 
Thence along said curve a radius of 1105.01 feet, a chord distance of 993.24 

feet, Bearing N61°47'41"E, through a central angle of 53°24'50", and an arc distance of 
1030.14 feet; 
 

Thence N35°11’20”E, 159.10 feet; 
 
Thence N33°36’37”E, 140.91 feet; 
 
Thence N47°14’15”E, 47.34 feet to a non-tangent curve to the left; 
 
Thence along said curve having a radius of 200.00 feet, a chord distance of 

96.09 feet, bearing N 33°20’16”E, through a central angle of 27°47’58”, an arc distance 
of 97.04 feet; 
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Thence N19°26’17”E, 65.24 feet to a non-tangent curve to the left; 
 
Thence along said curve having a radius of 150.00 feet, a chord distance of 

50.08 feet, bearing N 09°49’43”E, through a central angle of 19°13’08”, an arc distance 
of 50.31 feet; 

 
Thence N00°13’09”E, 13.02 feet to the southerly boundary of said Section 19; 
 
Thence N00°02’52”E, 73.59 feet to a non-tangent curve to the right; 
 
Thence along said curve having a radius of 150.00 feet, a chord distance of 

67.08 feet, bearing N 12°58’07”E, through a central angle of 25°50’31”, an arc distance 
of 67.65 feet to the east line of said Parcel 2, Record of Survey, and the east line of said 
Section 19; 
 

Said end point being N00°02’52”E, 138.96 feet from the southeast corner of said 
Section 19; 

  
The side lines of said described easement to be lengthened or shortened to 

terminate on the described lines. 
 
Said easement contains 3.51 acres, more or less, and is subject to any 

easements, rights-of-way, reservations or restrictions of sight and/or of record. 
 
All as shown on Exhibit “B” attached hereto and by this reference made a part hereof. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Lucas D. Rudolph 
Idaho PLS 13767 
Nelson Engineering 
Project 15-017-02 
November 3, 2016 
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DATE:  November 4, 2016 
 
TO: Board of County Commissioners 
FROM: Teton County Public Works Director – Darryl Johnson, PE, PLS 
SUBJECT: Victor Gravel Pit Reclamation Plan No. S02359   

 
Teton County sold the Victor gravel pit located at E6000S and SH33 to Mr. Josh Thulin in 2008.  
Since that time, the County, Mr. Thulin and the Idaho Department of Lands (IDL) have been 
wrestling with the gravel pit reclamation.  A reclamation plan for this site was submitted by then 
Road & Bridge Supervisor, Ralph Egbert (reclamation plan attached) in 2000.  This issue has a 
history that dates back to the sale of the property but, in brief, the Idaho Department of Lands is 
holding the County responsible for the pit reclamation because the reclamation permit is in Teton 
County’s name.  Recently, Mr. Thulin contacted the IDL inquiring on the status of the 
reclamation work.  The IDL since has met with both parties and given the County until spring of 
2017 to provide a plan for reclamation or they will turn the matter over to the Attorney General 
(letter attached).  In the past, Mr. Thulin has not allowed the County on site to finish the 
reclamation efforts.  Mr. Thulin would be interested in taking responsibility of the reclamation 
plan if the County were to modify the plan so that it worked with his vision to develop this site 
for light industrial use.  Public Work’s preference would be to reclaim the pit per the original 
plan in 2017 as opposed to tying this to any development or rezone efforts.    

The County met with the Idaho Department of Lands (IDL) and Mr. Thulin on site on Friday, 
October 28 to discuss what is required to satisfy the conditions listed in reclamation plan no. 
S02359 and who is responsible for the reclamation.  The IDL is claiming that the reclamation 
plan is currently in Teton County’s name so the County is responsible for the site reclamation 
unless the plan is modified and a new entity accepts responsibility for the reclamation.  Attached 
is a letter from the IDL summarizing the reclamation and who is responsible.   

With the help of the IDL, the County may have access to material suitable for reclamation.  A 
significant amount of material was removed as part of the Badger Creek Bridge project currently 
underway by the State on SH32.  This material appears to have the ability to sustain growth and 
is acceptable to the IDL.  The state also owns a pit adjacent to the Victor gravel pit and is willing 
to allow the material to be stockpiled on their pit property if the County were interested.  The 
contractor needs to remove the material from the state’s Felt pit and seemed willing to relocate it 
to the Victor pit as part of their contract.  If that were the case, the County would be able to 
secure material necessary for the site reclamation for a minimal fee.  Although the plan is fairly 
straightforward, it is going to cost a significant amount of money to shape and plant the site.  The 
state would be willing to stockpile the material at either site over the winter but needs a 
commitment from the County soon if interested. 

If the Commissioners agree that the Count is currently responsible for the site reclamation, It is 
the Public Works recommendation to work with the IDL and reclaim this site per the original 
plan.  Another option that the landowner, Mr. Thulin, has suggested is that the plan be modified 



Page 2 of 2 

to align with his sight development vision which would require a zone change or conditional use 
permit.  If the County were to agree to work with Mr. Thulin, the reclamation plan could be 
modified through IDL approval and Mr. Thulin would be responsible for the site reclamation.  
The down side to this alternative option is that it will likely take in excess of one year for 
approval and it is doubtful that Mr. Thulin would accept responsibility for the site reclamation 
prior to approval through the Planning Department.  

Mr. Thulin will not allow the County on site prior to a written agreement being signed between 
him and the County.  Since the original reclamation plan cannot be modified without permission 
from the IDL, that agreement should simply identify details of work being performed on site.   

Public Works is looking for direction in this matter.  If we wish to take advantage of the ITD 
material available, the County must commit to removing the material from their pit.  If this 
matter cannot be resolved, the IDL will reclaim at the County’s expense.  Per the attached letter, 
if the County cannot come to an agreement with Mr. Thulin, the matter will need to be resolved 
in court.    
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FROM: Kristin Owen, Planning Administrator 
TO:  Board of County Commissioners  
RE:  Planning Department Update 
MEETING: November 14, 2016 
The following items are for your review and discussion. 
 
Nutrient Pathogen Waiver for Ross Meadow Subdivision: This item was continued from the October 24, 
2016 meeting. 
Cleon Ross has applied for a 2-lot subdivision. This property is located in the Wetlands and Waterways 
Overlay, which requires a Nutrient Pathogen Evaluation to be conducted for the Preliminary Phase of a 
subdivision application. See Attachments 1 and 2 for Nutrient Pathogen Waiver Request from AW 
Engineering. 
 
Title 9 identifies a waiver process for the Nutrient Pathogen Evaluation if the study is not required by IDEQ 
or Eastern Idaho Public Health. For this application, neither IDEQ nor EIPH require a Nutrient Pathogen 
Evaluation, which makes this application eligible for the waiver. 
 
The Board of County Commissioners may approve a Nutrient Pathogen Evaluation Waiver after they 
receive a recommendation from the Planning & Zoning Commission. 
 
Comments to Consider 
This waiver request was sent to the Teton County Technical Reviewer for NP Studies, Jen Zung, and it was 
sent to Flint Hall with Idaho Department of Environmental Quality. I did not send it to Mike Dronen with 
Eastern Idaho Public Health because Mike has told me multiple times that EIPH does not require NP 
Studies. They only refer to IDEQ.  
 
The Teton County Technical Reviewer stated she would not recommend granting a waiver unless the 
applicant can show that Trail Creek is not hydraulically connected to any shallow or perched groundwater 
that could be contaminated by the proposed leach fields. 
 
Mr. Hall, IDEQ, suggests that the developer be requested to collect ground water samples for total nitrite 
plus nitrate from the nearest domestic wells up gradient and down gradient from the proposed 
subdivision to provide a basis for the assumption that there will be no impact. 
 
The applicant has commented that they would be willing to use advanced septic systems on the property. 
 
Planning & Zoning Commission Recommendation 
I move to recommend the Nutrient Pathogen Evaluation Waiver Request for Ross Meadow Subdivision to 
the Board of County Commissioners for approval, with the following condition(s): 

1. The applicant must collect ground water samples for total nitrite plus nitrate from the nearest 
domestic wells up gradient and down gradient from the proposed subdivision to provide a basis 
for the assumption that there will be no impact. 

2. The applicant must use advanced septic systems. 
3. The applicant must set building envelopes away from Trail Creek. 

 
ACTION ITEM: Motion to approve or deny the Nutrient Pathogen Waiver for Ross Meadow Subdivision. 
 



 
 
Nutrient Pathogen Waiver for Nelson Subdivision 
Valoie Nelson, represented by Pierson Land Works, has applied for Preliminary Plat approval for a 2-lot 
subdivision. Fox Creek crosses this property, which is considered part of the Wetlands and Waterways 
Overlay. This Overlay requires a Nutrient Pathogen Evaluation to be conducted for the Preliminary Phase 
of a subdivision application. 
 
Title 9 identifies a waiver process for the Nutrient Pathogen Evaluation if the study is not required by IDEQ 
or Eastern Idaho Public Health. For this application, neither IDEQ nor EIPH require a Nutrient Pathogen 
Evaluation, which makes this application eligible for the waiver. 
 
The Board of County Commissioners may approve a Nutrient Pathogen Evaluation Waiver after they 
receive a recommendation from the Planning & Zoning Commission. 
 
Comments to Consider 
After speaking with Mike Dronen, Eastern Idaho Public Health does not require Nutrient Pathogen 
Evaluations.  
 
After speaking with William Teuscher, P.E., the Idaho Department of Environment Quality could require 
Nutrient Pathogen Evaluations. IDEQ has three conditions that require this evaluation:  

1. If the system generates more than 2500 GPD of wastewater (Large Soil Absorption System) 
2. If the system falls within one of the State’s designated Nitrate Priority Areas. (The only place this 

may occur in Teton County is on the very north boundary of the county near Bitch Creek.) 
3. If the system is over a designated “Sensitive Resource Water”, which do not exist in Teton County. 

 
Title 9 identifies Nutrient Pathogen Evaluations for proposed developments. Although Nelson Subdivision 
is a proposed development, both of the proposed lots have an existing home and septic system in place. 
New development is not being proposed. However, additional development could take place in the future 
that may impact water quality, such as adding accessory dwelling units, replacing the existing homes, etc. 
 
Planning & Zoning Commission Recommendation 
I move to recommend the Nutrient Pathogen Evaluation Waiver Request for Nelson Subdivision to the 
Board of County Commissioners for approval, with the following condition: 

1. A section in the Development Agreement for Nelson Subdivision will be added that says the 
Nutrient Pathogen Evaluation will be required if a building permit requires additional septic 
capacity. 

 
ACTION ITEM: Motion to approve or deny the Nutrient Pathogen Waiver for Nelson Subdivision. 
 
Code Enforcement Update 
• BYU-I submitted a letter in response to their code enforcement letter (attached). 
• A letter was sent to Oliver Riehl about his code violations (attached). 
 
County Codes Update 
• I am still working on creating a new code enforcement process. This will become an amendment to 

Title 1 of the County Code. I am hoping to have a draft ready in the next week for review, in which 
case it could potentially go before the Board for adoption in December. 

• In preparation for the Eclipse in August 2017, I am planning to propose an amendment to Title 8-6-3, 
Temporary Uses. The amendment will propose to replace the existing Temporary Use section with the 
Draft Code’s Temporary Use section. This will have to go to the Planning Commission for a 
recommendation, then it will come to the Board.  



• Draft Code Redline – Sharon reached out to a few people that could work on the Redline version. One 
of them was interested and available, so I plan to contact her this week. 

 
Senior Planner Position 
The position was offered and declined. I have offered it to another candidate, and I am waiting for a 
response. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Attachments 

1. Ross Meadow NP Waiver Request 
2. Nelson NP Waiver Request 
3. BYU-I Letter 
4. Oliver Riehl Letter 



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



PZ Attachment 1



From: Arnold W. Woolstenhulme(woolstenhulme)
To: Kristin Owen
Subject: Ross Sub NP study vairance
Date: Monday, October 17, 2016 2:10:37 PM
Attachments: Ross NP Study .pdf

Attached please find some information and data on the Ross Sub for the NP study variance.
I have inclulded some adjacent well logs and IDWR area summary for well logs,
the test hole location and data for two holes,  and AW Eng has submitted water samples from 
three well in the area for  Nitrate testing.  The Nitrate test will take about 3 month for results I was
informed.
Thanks  Arnold
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November 7, 2016 

Teton County Planning & Zoning Department  
Attn: Kristin Rader and Teton County Planning & Zoning Commission 
Teton County Courthouse 
150 Courthouse Drive  
Driggs, ID   83422 
 

RE:  Request of a Nutrient-Pathogen Evaluation Waiver for the proposed Nelson Subdivision 2-Lot 
Subdivision; 680 East 5500 South Victor ID 

Dear Kristin and Teton County Planning & Zoning Commission: 

Please consider this request to waiver the Nutrient-Pathogen Evaluation as required under Teton County 
Subdivision Regulations Title 9-2-3(C-3-b).  We are submitting this waiver on behalf of Valoie Nelson 
owner and applicant for the Nelson Subdivision, a 2-Lot subdivision of 8.11 acres within the SW1/4 NE1/4 
of Section 25 T. 4 N., R. 45 E., B.M., TETON COUNTY, IDAHO.   

The Nelson Subdivision is proposing a new boundary line that will take the parent parcel of 8.11 acres and 
form a 2-Lot Subdivision consisting of Lot 1 (5.6 acres) and Lot 2 (2.5 acres). The proposed Nelson 
Subdivision is within the Wetlands and Waterways Overlay due to the fact that a seasonal channel of Fox 
Creek flows through the property.  The WW Overlay was originally overlooked during the Concept 
Review Phase and was a non-issue in the Development Review Committee meeting held on October 11, 
2016.  The proposed Nelson Subdivision has existing infrastructure consisting of two homes with 
appropriate utilities to service the residences. Both domestic wells and sanity sewer systems that service the 
residences have been approved and are of record with the Eastern Idaho Public Health Department.  The 
Nelson Subdivision proposes no further development that would may require a Nutrient-Pathogen (NP) 
Evaluation as the in-place infrastructure is satisfactory and current to the standards required by Eastern 
Idaho Public Health Department. 

Please let me know if you need additional information or have any questions.  This request to waiver a 
Nutrient-Pathogen (NP) Evaluation will be on the Preliminary Plat Approval Hearing scheduled November 
8, 2016.  

Sincerely, 

Patrick Gilroy 

we define, design & deliver 
the places where you play, live & work 

pierson land works LLC 

www.piersonlandworks.com 
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Teton County Planning Department 
150 Courthouse Drive, Room 107 | Driggs, ID 83422 
Phone (208) 354-2593 | Fax: (208) 354-8410 
www.tetoncountyidaho.gov 

 
 
November 7, 2016 
 
Oliver Riehl 
PO Box 65 
Malad, ID 83252 
 
 
RE: Code Violations at 7455 N 500 W, Tetonia, ID 83452 (RP00113000005W) 
 
 
Dear Mr. Riehl, 
 
The purpose of this letter is to notify you that you are in violation of the Teton County Code and request 
you remedy the violations immediately. Below is a list of violations the County has identified, by 
development type. 

 
1. Manufactured Home 

Building Violations 
 According to Teton County’s records, this structure was issued a setting permit by 

the Building Department in 2006. However, it is listed as “Outstanding”.  
 This building does not have a Certificate of Occupancy and may not be occupied. 
 An attached deck has been added to this structure that was not previously permitted. 

Floodplain Violations 
 There is no record that this structure was issued a Floodplain Development Permit.  
 Your property is located in the Special Flood Hazard Area, in a Zone A, without a 

Base Flood Elevation. 
 An Elevation Certificate is required.  

i. Title 12, Article V(K)(4) states “the lowest floor of the lowest enclosed 
area (including basement or crawlspace) elevated no less than two feet  
above the highest adjacent grade at the building site. Openings 
sufficient to facilitate the unimpeded movement of flood waters shall 
be provided in accordance with the construction standards in Articles 
V(B) and (C).” 

 Because this is a Manufactured Home, it must also be anchored. 
ii. Title 12, Article V(C) states that “Manufactured homes shall be 

anchored to prevent flotation, collapse, or lateral movement.  Methods 
of anchoring may include, but are not limited to, use of over-the-top or 
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frame ties to ground anchors. This standard shall be in addition to, and 
consistent with, applicable state requirements. Manufactured homes 
placed on solid perimeter walls shall meet the flood vent requirements 
in Article V(B)(4).” 

 
 Please cease the occupancy of this structure immediately. Inspections must be completed 

and a Certificate of Occupancy issued before occupying this structure. Please contact Tom 
Davis, Building Official, to discuss the specifics of this process. 

 Submit Floodplain Development Permit application materials and pay associated fees. 
This must include an Elevation Certificate, completed by registered Professional Engineer or 
Professional Land Surveyor licensed in Idaho, anchoring specifications, and flood vent 
specifications. The floodplain permit fee is $35. 
 

2. Detached Garage (partially converted dwelling unit).  
Building Violations 

 A building permit was issued in 2014 for a detached garage. A permit was not 
issued for a dwelling unit. The building permit must be updated to reflect the actual 
development. 

 An impact fee must be paid for the new dwelling. This fee is $2005.96. 
 An additional fee will be calculated for the residential building permit, as 

residential space is calculated at a different rate than non-residential space. This 
fee will be determined by the Building Department based on the square footage of 
the structure. 

 Teton County also has a fee for Work Commencing without a Permit, which is 
calculated at 25% of the permit cost. 

 This building does not have a Certificate of Occupancy and may not be occupied. 
Floodplain Violations 

 A floodplain development permit was issued for this structure in 2014 as a garage. 
Because this building has been converted into a dwelling unit, the floodplain 
development permit must be updated to reflect the actual development. 

 An Elevation Certificate was required for the 2014 floodplain permit. There is no 
record this certificate has been submitted to Teton County. 

i. Title 12, Article V(K)(4) states “the lowest floor of the lowest enclosed 
area (including basement or crawlspace) elevated no less than two feet  
above the highest adjacent grade at the building site. Openings 
sufficient to facilitate the unimpeded movement of flood waters shall 
be provided in accordance with the construction standards in Articles 
V(B) and (C).” 

ii. Title 12 requires that “the permit holder shall provide to the Floodplain 
Administrator an as-built certification of the floor elevation or flood-
proofing level, using appropriate FEMA elevation or flood-proofing 
certificate, immediately after the lowest floor or flood-proofing is 
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completed. When flood-proofing is utilized for non-residential 
structures, the certification shall be prepared by or under the direct 
supervision of a professional engineer or architect and certified by 
same.” 

Zoning Violations 
 An accessory dwelling unit is permitted on parcels of 1 acre or larger, with a size 

restriction.  
i. This size restriction is 50% the square footage of the primary dwelling 

or 900 ft2, whichever is greater, not to exceed 1,500 ft2 maximum. 
 According to the building permit for the garage, the building was proposed as 1,440 

ft2. The 2006 permit for the manufacture home does not include the square footage. 
At this time, it is unclear how much of this structure has been converted to a living 
space to determine if this size restriction is being violated.  

 
 Please cease the occupancy of this structure immediately. 
 Please provide updated building permit materials and pay associated fees. Inspections 

must be completed and a Certificate of Occupancy issued before occupying this structure. 
Please contact Tom Davis, Building Official, to discuss the specifics of this process. 

 Please submit an updated floodplain permit. This must include an Elevation Certificate, 
completed by registered Professional Engineer or Professional Land Surveyor licensed in Idaho 
and flood vent specifications.  

 Please provide exact measurements for the square footage of the manufactured home and 
the new dwelling to the Planning Department to determine if the Accessory Dwelling Unit 
size restriction is being met. 
 

3. Two, Detached Sleeping Units.  
Building Violations 

 These units have not been issued a building permit or inspected. 
ii. This will be difficult as the foundation rebar and the framing are not 

exposed for inspection. 
 A building permit fee will apply. 
 Teton County also has a fee for Work Commencing without a Permit, which is 

calculated at 25% of the permit cost. 
 These units do not have a Certificate of Occupancy and may not be occupied. 

 
Floodplain Violations 

 These units have not been issued a Floodplain Development Permit. 
 A floodplain permit and an Elevation Certificate are required. 

i. Title 12, Article V(K)(4) states “the lowest floor of the lowest enclosed 
area (including basement or crawlspace) elevated no less than two feet  
above the highest adjacent grade at the building site. Openings 
sufficient to facilitate the unimpeded movement of flood waters shall 
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be provided in accordance with the construction standards in Articles 
V(B) and (C).” 

 If these structures are converted back to storage sheds, they could be considered 
Accessory Structures because they are under 200 ft2. Relief from the elevation or 
dry-flood-proofing standards may be granted if it meets the standards in Title 12 
V(D). 

Zoning Violations 
 These units may be considered a Campground, which requires a Conditional Use 

Permit. Teton County Title 8 defines a campground as: 
i. CAMPGROUND, RV PARK OR TRAVEL TRAILER CAMP: A  

parcel  of  land  under  single,  unified  ownership  or  control,  within 
which spaces are rented or used by the ownership for occupancy by two 
(2) or more recreational vehicles and may include tent sites, cabin sites, 
or travel trailer sites for nightly or short-term rental. 

 If these units are considered detached, sleeping units, they may only be used for 
personal use. 

 
 Please cease the occupancy of these structures immediately. Inspections must be completed 

and a Certificate of Occupancy issued before occupying this structure. Please contact Tom 
Davis, Building Official, to discuss the specifics of this process. 

 Submit Building Permit application materials and pay associated fees. If you do not wish 
to continue using these structures as sleeping units, they may be converted back to storage 
sheds without a building permit because they are under 200 ft2. 

 Submit Floodplain Development Permit application materials and pay associated fees. 
This must include an Elevation Certificate, completed by registered Professional Engineer or 
Professional Land Surveyor licensed in Idaho and flood vent specifications. If these structures 
are converted to storage only, the permit must reflect the standards identified in Title 12 V(D). 
The floodplain permit fee is $35 
 

4. Mobile Sleeping Unit (on wheels).  
Building Violations 

 This unit is considered a Temporary Structure, in which case it may only be 
permitted for 180 days. 

ii. This structure was documented on the property on 6/9/2016 and 
9/11/2016. It is also shown on Google Earth imagery from 10/7/2014, 
so it has been used for more than 180 days. 

Floodplain Violations 
 This structure has not received a Floodplain Development Permit. 
 This structure could be considered a Recreational Vehicle, in which case it must 

either: 
i. Be on the site for fewer than 10 consecutive days; 
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ii. Be fully licensed and ready for highway use, on its wheels or jacking 
system, attached to the site only by quick disconnect type utilities and 
security devices, and have no permanently attached structures or 
addition, or 

iii. The recreational vehicle must meet all the requirements for “New 
Construction”, including the anchoring and elevation requirements. 

Zoning Violations 
 This unit is considered a Temporary Structure, which requires a Temporary Use 

Permit (application fee of $75). 
 Teton County requires a 50’ setback from streams and creeks.  

iv. This structure is located approximately 30’ from the creek. 
 
 Please remove this structure immediately. If you wish to keep this structure, it must be 

converted into a permanent structure, which will require a Building Permit and Floodplain 
Development Permit. This structure will also have to be relocated to meet the required setbacks. 
The same requirements would apply to this structure as the two, detached sleeping units 
mentioned above. 

 
5. Other Development 

Floodplain Violations (None of the following types of development received a 
floodplain development permit.) 

 Driveway 
i. The Access Permit that was issued in 2006 also states that vegetation 

was removed and a culvert put in. 
ii. This size of the driveway has significantly increased in the last few 

years. 
 Beach Area 

i. A beach area was constructed along the streambank. 
ii. Stream Alterations also require permits from the Idaho Department of 

Water Resources (IDWR) and the US Army Corps of Engineers. 
 Bridge 

i. A bridge was built across the creek. 
ii. Stream Alterations also require permits from the IDWR and the US 

Army Corps of Engineers. 
 Fence 

i. A fence was built on the northern side of the structures.  
ii. A fence was built on the southern side of the structures. 

 Vegetation Removal 
i. As required by the 2006 access permit, and as shown on historic aerial 

imagery, vegetation has been removed within the floodplain and along 
the creek banks. 

ii. It is unclear exactly how much vegetation has been removed.  
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a. Title 12 V(B)(11) states that “Removal of greater than 35% of 
woody vegetative cover shall not decrease the stability of the 
stream banks. A professional engineer, certified floodplain 
manager or fluvial morphologist shall demonstrate that the 
vegetation removal will not destabilize stream banks or 
increase erosion potential on the floodplain.” 

 Above ground propane tank 
i. This tank must be anchored to the ground to prevent flotation. 

 Well 
i. A well was drilled without a Floodplain Development Permit.  

ii. It is unclear where the well is located, so there may also be other 
concerns such as setbacks. 

 Septic System 
i. A septic tank was installed without a Floodplain Development Permit. 

ii. It is unclear where the septic tank is located, so there may also be other 
concerns such as setbacks. 

iii. A septic permit will be required for the building permits mentioned 
above. 

iv. The additional sleeping units and dwelling may also be an issue with 
the size of your septic tank. The 2006 septic permit says the septic tank 
is 900 gallons. 

 
 Submit Floodplain Development Permit application materials and pay associated fees. 

This must include a No Rise Certification by a licensed, professional engineer in Idaho because 
there are encroachments within 50’ of the ordinary high water mark. If there is a rise in flood 
levels, a Letter of Map Revision will be required. 

Title 12, Article V(K)(2) states that “No encroachments, including structures or fill, 
shall be located within an area equal to the width of the stream or fifty feet, whichever 
is greater, measured from the ordinary high water mark, unless certification by a 
licensed professional engineer documents that the encroachment will not result in any 
increase in flood levels during the base flood.” 

 If it is determined that more than 35% of vegetation was removed, it must be 
demonstrated that the removal will not destabilize stream banks or increase erosion 
potential on the floodplain. 

 Contact IDWR and Eastern Idaho Public Health to ensure compliance with well and 
septic rules. 

 Contact IDWR and the US Army Corps of Engineers to ensure compliance with stream 
alteration rules. 

 
A copy of all Teton County ordinances are available on the Teton County, ID website, under Code & 
Policies, County Code. You may also obtain a copy of the permit application on the County website 
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under Forms, Planning & Zoning Department and Forms, Building Department. You may also review 
the ordinances and obtain permit applications in the Planning and Building offices. 
 
Please be advised that violations of the Teton County Code may result in financial penalties, as well 
as jail time. Each day a violation continues may also be considered a separate offense (Title 1-4-1, 
Title 12-VII). 
 
If you have any questions or concerns about these violations, please feel free to contact me. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Kristin Owen 
Planning & Floodplain Administrator 
 
 
 
attach: Aerial Images of property (2016, 2014, 2013) 
 Site Photos (6/9/2016) 
 Site Photos (8/22/2016) 
 
cc:  Kathy Spitzer, Teton County Prosecuting Attorney 
 Tom Davis, Teton County Building Official 
 Mike Dronen, Eastern Idaho Public Health 
 Dennis Dunn, Idaho Department of Water Resources 
 Kerrie Mathews, Idaho Department of Water Resources 
 Robert Brochu, US Army Corps of Engineers 
 Maureen O’Shea, Idaho Department of Water Resources 
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FROM: Wendy Danielson, Building Manager 
TO:  Board of County Commissioners  
RE:  Building Department Update 
MEETING: November 14, 2016 

The following items are for your review and discussion. 
 
Building Permit Reports: 
 
We issued 20 permits in October. Of those, 7 were for new homes. As of now (Friday 11/4) I have 11 
applications pending and 9 of them are for new homes. I expect that things will start to slow down soon 
but I have already had inquiries about projects that will start in the spring.  
 
Code Compliance: 
 
A success story for a change:  
Based in information I received from Road & Bridge, Tom looked into a potentially unpermitted 
construction project in the north end of the county. He found that, in addition to an access being put in 
without permission from R&B, there was a barn under construction without a permit. Tom red tagged the 
project. Within a few days, the owner had contacted R&B and come in to our office to work on the 
necessary permits with both departments. 
 
 Continuing Education: 
 
The dates and agenda for the annual IDABO Education Institute have been released. It will be held January 
23 – 27 in Boise. Tom and I both usually attend. I’ll provide more information when the dates get closer. 
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Permit 
Number

Permit 
Type

Owner Name Work 
Type

Use Type Job 
Description

Total 
Valuation

Permit Fees  Impact Fees 

16-1031-
152

Agricultural 
Exemption

BUSH, JAMES W 
FAMILY TRUST-

New Agricultural 
Only

HAY SHED 13,000 $40.00

13,000 $40.00

16-1012-
142

Carport/ 
Covered 
Deck

GUNDERSON, 
JANSEN

New Other COVERED 
PATIO

7,590 $150.00

7,590 $150.00

16-1020-
147

Garage/ 
Barn w/ 
Foundation

DUFFICY, JAMES 
J

New Garage DETACHED 
GARAGE

72,000 $525.60

16-1013-
145

Garage/ 
Barn w/ 
Foundation

STATEN, ED New Garage DETACHED 
GARAGE

26,880 $250.00

16-1006-
137

Garage 
Barn w/ 
Foundation

SANCHEZ, STACI New Garage DETACHED 
GARAGE

33,600 $250.00

16-1006-
135

Garage/ 
Barn w/ 
Foundation

JENSEN, ALAN E New Garage DETACHED 
GARAGE

51,840 $378.43

184,320 $1,404.03

10/6/2016

10/6/2016

Group Total: 4

Group Total: 1
Group: Garage / Barn with Foundation

10/20/2016

10/13/2016

10/31/2016

Group Total: 1
Group : Carport/Covered Deck

10/12/2016

Permit Report

Permit 
Date

Group: Agricultural Exemption

10/01/2016 - 10/31/2016
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16-1007-
139

Mechanical CISCO, 
CHRISTIAN

New Single 
Family Dw

GAS FURNACE 0 $50.00

0 $50.00

16-1024-
151

Residential LANG, CORBIN Addition Single 
Family Dw

ADDITION TO 
EXISTING SFD 
& GARAGE

160,196 $1,219.43

16-1020-
149

Residential DOWNARD, 
CODY

New Single 
Family Dw

SINGLE 
FAMILY 
DWELLING W/ 
DETACHED 
GARAGE

205,380 $1,599.28

2,005.96$         
16-1020-
148

Residential DECKER, 
JEFFREY W

New Single 
Family Dw

SINGLE 
FAMILY DW/ 
DETACHED 
GARAGE

214,831 $1,618.27

2,005.96$         
16-1020-
146

Residential MOEN, 
CHRISTOPHER

Remdl Single 
Family Dw

REMODEL 
EXISTING 
BARN INTO 
LIVING 
QUARTERS

146,664 $820.65

2,005.96$         
16-1013-
144

Residential MARLAR, 
NICKOLAS B

New Single 
Family Dw

SINGLE 
FAMILY DW 
W/ ATTACHED 
GARAGE

290,809 $2,222.91

2,005.96$         

10/20/2016

10/20/2016

10/20/2016

10/13/2016

10/7/2016

Group Total: 1
Group: Residential

10/24/2016

Group: Mechanical
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16-1012-
143

Residential ZOHNER, GARY D 
FAMILY TRUST

New Single 
Family 
Dwelling

ADDING 
LIVING 
QUARTERS 
ABOVE 
EXISTING 
BARN

175,392 $1,030.36

2,005.96$         
16-1007-
140

Residential COOKE, BRETT New Single 
Family Dw

SINGLE 
FAMILY DW 
W/ ATTACHED 
GARAGE

388,840 $2,888.53

2,005.96$         
16-1006-
134

Residential BARTELL, JACK New DETACHED 
STRUCTURE 
(SLEEPING 
UNIT ONLY)

80,448 $587.27

15-0929-
124

Residential ROCHE, MERRICK Remdl Single 
Family DW

CONVERT 
SHOP TO 
RESEDENCE

227,600 $1,072.80

2,005.96$         
1,662,560 $13,059.50 14,041.72$    

16-1020-
150

Shed/Pole 
Barn

BRODZINSKI, 
MATTHEW H

New Garage/ 
Shop

POLE BARN 
/SHOP

20,700 $151.11

16-1007-
141

Shed/Pole 
Barn

WILCOX, HARLEY New Shed - Hay HAY SHED 12,880 $150.00

16-1006-
138

Shed/Pole 
Barn

KIRSCHER, ABBE New Shed - Hay HORSE BARN 
/HAY SHED

11,040 $150.00

16-1006-
136

Shed/Pole 
Barn

ROBBINS, 
VIRGINIA

New Shed - Hay HAY STORAGE 
& GOAT 
FEEDING 

22,080 $161.19

66,700 $612.30

1,934,170 $15,315.83
Total new home valuation = $1,649,516                                                                                            Group Total 4

Total permits issued: 20  Total Residential Impact Fees: (7) = $14,041.72                                       11/2/2016

Converted 
10/6/2016

10/20/2016

10/7/2016

10/6/2016

10/6/2016

10/7/2016

10/6/2016

Group Total: 9
Group: Shed/Pole Barn

10/12/2016



Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. March April May June July Aug. Sept. YTD 

Single Family 
Dwellings 7 7
Commercial 0 0
Other 
Structures 11 11

Misc. permits 2 2

Total Permits 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20

Re-activ- ation 
/ exten- sion 0
Total Impact 
Fees $14,041.72 $14,041.72
Total Permit 
Fees $13,059.50 $13,059.50

Building Department Fiscal Year 2017

Single Family Dwellings includes setting permits for 
manufactured homes

Other Structures = replacement of SFD w/out impact fee, 
garages, sheds, barns, carports, Ag

Misc. = mechanical, additions, remodels, foundation 11/2/2016



  
 
 
Current Projects 

We have finished the wireless link to the Driggs Public Works building so that we can 
reduce our phone and internet bill.  We now need to procure the needed phones, phone system 
licenses and then transfer their phone lines to our system in order to begin saving about 
$150/month.  We have also finished the wireless link to the public safety communications 
facility on Relay Ridge and installed a temperature sensor and a camera.  This will allow us to be 
able to better monitor the site, and even remotely reprogram the Search and Rescue repeater 
there.   

We are currently programing the device that will allow us to switch to SIP trunks for our 
phone system.  We should finish up this project in the next 30 days and will then be able to save 
about $200 to $300 per month on our phone bill.   

We have offered the part time Emergency Management Technician position to an 
individual from Colorado who will begin work on November 21st.  However, there is no office 
space that is available for them to work out of at the LEC.  Because of this I propose that John, 
the new part time EM Tech, and myself move to the Armory and utilize the front two offices.  
This will allow us to be able to coordinate more easily and have the room to spread out when we 
are building workstations or other projects.  It will also allow for easier maintenance on the 
Emergency Management resources that are there and have people in the building full time to care 
for it.  John’s office would then be able to be utilized by the Sheriff’s Office for their admin 
specialist.  I propose that my current office be used for EM and IT storage for the next year or 
two when we will be able to make a decision on whether or not to have the part time EM Tech 
return to the LEC.  I have discussed this with both Search & Rescue and the Sheriff’s Office and 
both are in favor of it.  May we proceed with this? 

Sven is working on the new parks and rec website and in order to be able to register it as 
a .gov domain we have to have a letter with the commission chair’s signature on it.  I have 
attached one to this report, will you sign it? 
 
Future Projects 
 We will be setting up the new Storage Area Network for the LEC on the week of 
November 14th. 
 We have proceeded with the Google contract and will proceed with the transition within 
the next few weeks and will schedule employee training once we have everything lined out with 
Google.  We will also have online tutorials available for our staff.  

   
Future Appointments 
11/11  Nimble SAN training in Salt Lake 
11/17-18 LEC SAN installation 
11/29  Employee Committee Meeting 1PM 
12/5  Supervisor Training in IF 
12/6  Teton County Response Agency Committee/LEPC Meeting 2:30 to 5 PM 

Teton County 
Emergency Management & 
Mosquito Abatement & IT 

Department Report 10/9-11/8/2016 
 

   
 



 

 

150 Courthouse Drive, Driggs, ID  83422    Telephone 208.354.8775 

commissioners@co.teton.id.us    www.tetoncountyidaho.gov 

 

 
Board of County Commissioners 

 
11/4/2016 
                                  
To Whom it may concern: 
 
I Bill Leake, serving as the Teton County Idaho Chair of the Board of County 
Commissioners, which is the highest ranking official for the County, hereby request the 
domain of tetonparksandrec.gov.  This domain will be utilized to provide information to 
the public regarding the parks and recreation opportunities in the County.  The domain 
is consistent with the County’s internet policies.  The Administrative Point of Contact will 
be Greg Adams the County IT Administrator.  His contact information is 150 Courthouse 
Drive, Driggs, ID 83422, 208-354-2703 gadams@co.teton.id.us.  We will pay the annual 
registration fee prior to the due date. 
 
 
 
 
 
Bill Leake 
Teton County Board of County Commission Chairperson 

mailto:commissioners@co.teton.id.us
mailto:gadams@co.teton.id.us


 
208-354-8780                                                                                                        150 Courthouse Drive #208 

FAX: 208-354-8410                              Teton County Clerk                                                     Driggs, Idaho 83422 

 

 

 

 

                   November 10, 2016 

 

 

TO:  Commissioners  

FROM:  Clerk 

SUBJECT: Election Canvass      

 

 

Idaho Code 34-12 requires the County Commissioners, acting as the County 

Board of Canvassers, to certify the results within 10 days of a general 

election. This makes the results final and marks the start of the 20-day time 

period during which a recount may be requested. 

 

The November 8 election results are attached for your information.  Please 

make a motion similar to the following:  

 

I make a motion that the Board of Canvassers hereby certifies the 

results of the November 8, 2016 General Election as shown in the 

Election Abstract prepared by the Clerk.  

 

 

 

 

 



Page 1 of 1                                                                                 Teton County Ambulance Service District Minutes: October 24, 2016 

Teton County Ambulance Service District 
Minutes: October 24, 2016  

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

AGENDA  
1. Approve Available Minutes 
2. Ambulance System Quarterly Report from TVHC  
3. Award Ambulance Bid  
4. MOU with TVHC and ASD for Unemployment Payments  
5. Ambulance Ownership  
6. Fire/ASD Agreement for Services October 1, 2017 and Beyond 
7. Idaho Department of Health & Welfare Grant for Air Transport Spine Boards  

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT:  Bill Leake, Cindy Riegel, Kelly Park  

OTHER ELECTED OFFICIALS PRESENT: Clerk Mary Lou Hansen, Prosecutor Kathy Spitzer 

FIRE DISTRICT PERSONNEL PRESENT: None 

TETON VALLY HEALTH CARE PERSONNEL PRESENT:  CFO Wesley White 

Chairman Leake called the meeting to order at 12:08 pm.   

 MOTION. Commissioner Park made a motion to approve the October 12 minutes as written. Motion 

seconded by Commissioner Riegel and carried unanimously.  

The Board reviewed the hospital’s final Ambulance System Quarterly reports (Attachment #1).  

 MOTION. Commissioner Park made a motion to accept the $165,542 bid from Braun Northwest for a 

new ambulance. Motion seconded by Commissioner Riegel and carried unanimously.  

 MOTION. Commissioner Riegel made a motion to approve the Memorandum of Understanding with 

Teton Valley Health Care for payment of unemployment benefits. Motion seconded by Commissioner Park 

and carried unanimously. (Attachment #2)  

AMBULANCE OWNERSHIP & CONTRACT WITH FIRE DISTRICT. Commissioner Riegel said 

she had reviewed the minutes during which the future operation of the ambulance system was discussed.  

She has found several references to the fact that the Fire District would be responsible for all operational 

and maintenance costs of the ambulances, but no commitment that the ASD would transfer titles to the Fire 

District. Commissioner Riegel believes the ASD should retain ownership until the District is dissolved. The 

Board agreed that the conditions made and recorded in the May 16, 2016 ASD minutes under the Board’s 

motion and Fire District’s Option D should be incorporated in the contract.  
 

Chairman Leake said the Board should consider new or otherwise pertinent information relative to any 

items agreed to on May 16 in order to ensure that the new arrangement for ambulance services delivered by 

the Fire District is executed in the most efficient and effective manner practical. For example, he pointed 

out that the Board had already agreed, per Dr. Whipple’s suggestion, that the EMS Advisory Committee 

should be appointed by the Fire District, not the Ambulance District.  
 

Prosecutor Spitzer will prepare a draft contract by November 7 so that it can be thoroughly reviewed prior 

to the next meeting set for 1:00 pm November 14.  
 

 MOTION. At 1:18 pm Chairman Leake made a motion to adjourn the meeting and reconvene as the 

Board of County Commissioners.  Motion seconded by Commissioner Park and carried.  

 

  
 

__________________________________ ATTEST: ______________________________ 
                             Bill Leake, Chairman                           Mary Lou Hansen, Clerk  

 
Attachment  #1 Ambulance System Quarterly Reports for 1st and 2nd Quarter FY 2016 
 #2 MOU for payment of Unemployment Benefits   
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From: Cramer, John
To: Holly Wolgamott
Subject: RE: EMS Grant for the spine boards
Date: Wednesday, November 02, 2016 3:10:49 PM

Good Afternoon Holly,
 
There are no constraints whatsoever. The ASD purchased the equipment and it is the District’s to
utilize as they see fit.
 
It is regrettable, that circumstances and timing created such a problem this year and hopefully next
year it will go much more smoothly. Please keep in mind that the Dedicated III Fund is available to
licensed EMS agencies (or agencies with license applications submitted but not issued).
 
Thank you.
 
Respectfully,
 

John Cramer,
 
“Let’s be careful out there”
 
Idaho Department of Health and Welfare;
Division of Public Health,
Bureau of Emergency Medical Services & Preparedness

2224 E. Old Penitentiary Road
Boise, Idaho 83712-8249
 
(877) 554-3367, (208) 334-4000
(208) 334-4015 (fax)
www.IdahoEMS.org
 
Public Health Serving with

 
Integrity
Dependability
Accountability
Humility and
Openness to Change and Innovation
 

From: Holly Wolgamott [mailto:hwolgamott@co.teton.id.us] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2016 2:28 PM
To: Wesley White; Cramer, John
Cc: Keith Gnagey
Subject: RE: EMS Grant for the spine boards
 
Hello John,
I represent the Ambulance Service District and was asked to contact you regarding the spine boards
that were to be funded by a grant from Idaho Department of Health and Welfare. As I understand,
the grant has been denied as indicated below. The ASD however has already purchased the spine

mailto:hwolgamott@co.teton.id.us


boards and though we understand that reimbursement is not possible, we are hoping that we can
keep the spine boards as purchased with our own funds. Were the spine boards subsidized in any
way or are there any reasons why we could not keep them?
 
Thank you for your time and input.
 
 

Holly S. Wolgamott
County Executive Assistant/Risk Manager/PIO
150 Courthouse Dr.
Driggs, ID 83422
208.354.8775
 

 

 

From: Wesley White [mailto:WWhite@tvhcare.org] 
Sent: Monday, October 24, 2016 4:40 PM
To: CramerJ@dhw.idaho.gov
Cc: Holly Wolgamott <hwolgamott@co.teton.id.us>; Keith Gnagey <KGnagey@tvhcare.org>
Subject: EMS Grant for the spine boards
 
Dear John,
These two emails were shared with the ASD by Bret for the meeting today. Bret and
no one from the fire district was in attendance since Bret is at a wildland fire in
Colorado.
 
Pat Butts our grant writer told me you had spoken to her regarding the denial of the
grant to TVHC and the ASD. Do you need the hospital to send you an email or letter
to rescinding the grant for your records?
 
A representative from the ASD will be contacting you for clarification regarding  what
to do with the spine boards purchased by the fire district in anticipation of funding
from the State EMS grant.
Wes
 
 
 
 
 
 
From: Bret Campbell
To: "Cramer, John"
Cc: "Denny, Wayne A."; Holly Wolgamott

http://www.facebook.com/tetoncountyidaho
http://www.tetoncountyidaho.gov/
mailto:WWhite@tvhcare.org
mailto:CramerJ@dhw.idaho.gov
mailto:hwolgamott@co.teton.id.us
mailto:KGnagey@tvhcare.org


Subject: RE: Grant Inquiry
Date: Wednesday, October 19, 2016 11:57:52 AM
Attachments: image002.png

John,
I copy your message. We are governed by rules for a reason. I appreciate you looking into this for
our county commissioners. The Fire District will apply for a grant next year. Sure wish the hospital
would have completed the applications as the agreed to with the County.
Best regards,
Bret
Bret Campbell
Fire Chief
Teton County Fire & Rescue
O – 208-715-5201
From:
 
From: Cramer, John [mailto:]
Sent: Wednesday, October 19, 2016 9:14 AM
To: 'Bret Campbell' <bcampbell@tetoncountyfire.com>
Cc: Denny, Wayne A. <DennyW@dhw.idaho.gov>
Subject: Grant Inquiry
Good Morning Chief,
I apologize for not getting back with you yesterday, but my afternoon rapidly evaporated on me.
I did discuss the situation with Wayne and after working through the scenario the feeling was that to
alter the process as you suggested would contrary to the criteria set forth in law (I.C. §56-1018B and
I.D.A.P.A. 16.02.04) with regard to a request from a non-licensed entity (Ambulance Service District)
or from the perspective that Teton County Fire Protection District did not apply for an equipment
grant. We certainly empathize with the dilemma and timing in the transition experienced in Teton
County, but are limited by the criteria and constraints in Idaho Code as it relates to the EMS Account
III Grant Fund.

NOTICE:  THIS ELECTRONIC MESSAGE TRANSMISSION CONTAINS INFORMATION WHICH MAY
BE CONFIDENTIAL OR PRIVILEGED.  THE INFORMATION IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF
THE INDIVIDUAL(S) OR ENTITY(IES) NAMED ABOVE.  IF YOU ARE NOT THE INTENDED
RECIPIENT, PLEASE BE AWARE THAT ANY DISCLOSURE, COPYING, DISTRIBUTION, OR USE OF
THE CONTENTS OF THIS INFORMATION IS PROHIBITED.  IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS
ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION IN ERROR, PLEASE IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE SENDER AND
DELETE THE COPY YOU RECEIVED.

mailto:bcampbell@tetoncountyfire.com
mailto:DennyW@dhw.idaho.gov
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Board of Teton County Commissioners 

MINUTES: October 24, 2016 
Commissioners’ Meeting Room, 150 Courthouse Drive, Driggs, Idaho 
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COMMISSIONERS PRESENT:  Bill Leake, Kelly Park, Cindy Riegel  
 

OTHER ELECTED OFFICIALS PRESENT:  Prosecutor Kathy Spitzer, Clerk Mary Lou Hansen 
 

Chairman Leake called the meeting to order at 9:05 am and led the Pledge of Allegiance.  

 

EASTERN IDAHO PUBLIC HEALTH  
Director Geri Rackow reviewed her agency’s FY 2016 annual report (Attachment #1). She said employee retention 

continues to be a challenge, along with rapidly increasing costs for employee health insurance. She encouraged the 

Board to participate on the regional Behavioral Health Board, which serves a 10-county region.  

 

OPEN MIC 
No one present wished to speak.  

 

TETON REGIONAL ECONOMIC COALITION 
Director Brian McDermott reviewed his quarterly report. The organization is fiscally solvent and recently hired an 

program manager.  The merger of the Chamber and Business Development Center has been interesting; the new 

organization plans to replace Chamber memberships with sponsorships in order to raise needed funds. Mr. 

McDermott said retail businesses enjoyed a very good summer and Grand Targhee Resort experienced record-

breaking winter and summer seasons this year. The Geotourism Center raised over $13,000 during the Tin Cup 

Challenge. He thanked the Board for the County’s $35,000 contribution in exchange for TREC’s contractural 

obligation to implement the County’s Economic Development Plan. 

 

HOUSING PROGRAM GOALS & OBJECTIVES REPORT  
Navigate Consultants has completed their final report with specific actions recommended in order to implement an 

affordable housing program in Teton County. Driggs Community Development Director Doug Self reviewed a 

memo with suggested timelines for the first six months of recommended action items (Attachment #2). He said the 

City hopes to implement a pilot Cooperative Housing Project in the Gemstone Subdivision.  

 

PUBLIC WORKS 

Director Darryl Johnson reviewed his bi-monthly update memo (Attachment #3) and the memo prepared by Solid 

Waste Supervisor Saul Varela (Attachment #4).  

 

SOLID WASTE. The transfer station facilities were recently inspected by Eastern Idaho Public Health and Idaho 

Department of Environmental Quality; no concerns were identified. Mr. Varela’s report showed a total of 2,145 

tons of waste diverted from the waste stream with $163,051 in landfill savings.  
 

Clerk Hansen said this does not mean there is an extra $163,051 in the County’s bank account, but that $163,051 

would have been paid by users if 2,145 tons had been sent to the Jefferson County landfill. In that case, higher 

tipping fees would have been collected to cover the additional hauling and tipping costs. Much lower fees are 

charged for diverted materials.  
 

 MOTION. Commissioner Park made a motion to approve hiring Marcus Klebesadel for the Solid Waste Laborer 

position at 90% of the market rate. Motion seconded by Commissioner Riegel and carried unanimously.  
 

 MOTION. Commissioner Park made a motion to approve purchase of a $2,136 tipping bucket assembly for the 

landfill cap test paid. Motion seconded by Commissioner Rinaldi and carried unanimously.  

 

ENGINEERING. The Board discussed the delay of the W6000S reconstruction project if the County waits until 

NRCS engineering assistance is available. They decided to have Adler Engineering complete the Fox Creek re-

alignment design as originally contracted so that construction could begin in 2017.  

 

BATES RIVER PROPERTY CABIN.  The Board approved Mr. Johnson’s recommendation to modify the policy 

obtained from Jackson, Wyoming and move forward with rental of the cabin.  
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PACKSADDLE ROAD HEARING will continue October 31. Mr. Johnson said a problem has arisen regarding 

access to two parcels if the existing road is vacated.  Although the parcel owners support the new road, the new 

road leaves their property landlocked. Mr. Horton believes the landlocked parcel owners could purchase an 

easement for $50,000 from their neighbor. The County cannot require the landlocked parcel owners to purchase 

land required to provide access to their properties from the new road. Prosecutor Spitzer said Idaho Code 40-203(2) 

does not allow the County to vacate a road that results in eliminating access. Negotiations are ongoing, but no final 

documents have been agreed to. 

 

GIS 

Manager Rob Marin reviewed his written report (Attachment #5). New aerial imagery of the County was acquired 

September 11, 2016 at a cost of $15,200. The Board agreed with Mr. Marin’s recommendation that the County 

budget for updated imagery every two years.  
 

The four-year parcel rectification project has been completed and resulted in a significant improvement of parcel 

alignment and data. The final report prepared by Greenwood Mapping (Attachment #6) summarized their efforts, 

highlighted unresolved parcel issues, and identified problem areas and discrepancies requiring further research by 

the Assessor’s office. Mr. Marin said many of the problems are common in rural areas transitioning to modern GIS 

systems.  

 

PLANNING 

Administrator Kristin Owen reviewed her update memo (Attachment #7).  

 

DRAFT DEVELOPMENT CODE. Ms. Owen said the Planning & Zoning Commission voted to request a new, 

redlined version of the draft code, which she hopes to complete by the end of November. After the redlined 

document is available, the PZC will schedule a work session to review the changes. Once they are satisfied with the 

changes, the PZC will notice and hold a public hearing prior to making a recommendation to the Board. Ms. Owen 

said January 10 would be the earliest possible date for a PZC public hearing. The Board asked Ms. Owen to try to 

find a subcontractor to help redline the draft document. She will post a list of the changes being made on the 

County website.   
 

Chairman Leake said he would like to see an itemized list of every comment received and its disposition. 

Commissioner Riegel did not think such a list necessary because the process requires the PZC to address the 

comments they receive prior to making a recommendation to the Board.  After the Board receives the PZC 

recommendation, they will hold a public hearing and respond to comments before making a decision. Ms. Owen 

will prepare the list.  

 

NUTRIENT PATHOGEN (NP) WAIVER FOR ROSS MEADOW SUBDIVISION. The Board discussed the 

request as described in Ms. Owen’s report and in Cleon Ross’s written request (Attachment #8). The PZC 

recommended approving the waiver with three conditions: (1) collect ground water samples and test for total 

nitrates/nitrites; (2) use advanced septic systems; (3) set building envelopes away from Trail Creek. The Board had 

questions about what criteria should be used to determine the appropriateness of an NP waiver and the basis for the 

three conditions recommended by the PZC. Ms. Owen said the County’s Technical Reviewer, Jennifer Zung of 

Harmony Design, recommended that the waiver not be approved unless the applicant could show that Trail Creek 

was not hydraulically connected to any shallow or perched groundwater that could be contaminated by proposed 

leach fields. Ms. Owen believes this the first NP waiver ever requested.  
 

She said a Level 1 NP evaluation is required if one of five possible conditions exist. Only one of the possible 

conditions exist for the Ross Meadow Subdivision: it is partially within the Wetlands and Waterways Overlay 

Area.  The Board wondered about the cost of the PZC conditions as compared to the cost of a NP study. They 

considered whether to approve a waiver if all buildings were located a specified distance away from Trail Creek, 

perhaps 300’ or 400’. The Board postponed a decision until they could learn more from Ms. Zung.  
 

Ms. Zung was present later in the meeting. She said the NP study requirement is intended to protect water quality 

by preventing nitrates from entering surface water after being discharged from a leach field. She explained that 

standard septic systems do not treat nitrates very well, which means they could potentially contaminate nearby 
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waterways. Advanced septic systems employ dual treatment tanks and other techniques to break down nitrates 

more completely.  

 

The Division of Environmental Quality has identified 300’ as the distance that nitrates can travel; Ms. Zung said 

this number is somewhat arbitrary. She said the lack of a hydraulic connection could be determined fairly easily by 

digging a test pit near the creek to see if there were any indications of water. She estimated that a Level 1 NP study 

for this subdivision would cost about $5,000 while an advanced septic system would cost $15,000 and require 

annual maintenance by a licensed operator.  
 

The Board agreed to discuss the matter again November 14.  

 

AMBULANCE SERVICE DISTRICT  
 MOTION. At 11:55 pm Chairman Leake made a motion to recess the Commissioner meeting and convene as 

the Teton County Ambulance Service District. Motion seconded by Commissioner Park and carried unanimously. 

(See Attachment #9 for draft minutes of the Ambulance Service District meeting.)  
 

The Commissioner meeting resumed at 1:18 pm.  

 

CLERK 
The Board reviewed Clerk Hansen’s written memo and financial reports (Attachment #10). She said the 

unexpectedly large FY 2016 General Fund budget balance was largely due to the difficulty of hiring patrol deputies 

and dispatchers and resulting unspent salary budgets. She pointed out the very large remaining cash balance in the 

General Fund and suggested it be used to purchase a new gravel pit or for other necessary capital improvements.  
 

Prosecutor Spitzer agreed to contact her counterpart in Teton County Wyoming to discuss an update to the 

Dispatch Services agreement which expires December 31.  
 

 MOTION. Chairman Leake made a motion to approve all changes proposed to the County’s personnel and 

administrative policies as described in the Clerk’s memo (Attachment #11). Motion seconded by Commissioner 

Park and carried unanimously. 
 

 MOTION. Commissioner Riegel made a motion that County funds be spent in the following order, as 

recommended by Rudd & Company auditors: “Restricted” funds before “Committed” funds, “Committed” funds 

before “Assigned” funds, and “Assigned funds before “Unassigned” funds. Motion seconded by Commissioner 

Park and carried unanimously. 
 

ELECTION UPDATE. Clerk Hansen reported that early voting with absentee ballots had been very busy with 

1,311 ballots issued to date. This matches the rate of early voting that occurred during the 2012 election when 50% 

of all votes were cast prior to Election Day.  
 

BONNEVILLE COUNTY MOU. Clerk Hansen said the first payment request submitted by John Thomas for his 

time working as second chair Public Defender for Erik Ohlson in murder case CR-2016-327 identified problems 

with the Bonneville County MOU.  Therefore, Bonneville County provided an updated MOU which has been 

signed by Chairman Leake (Attachment #12).  

 

AMERICAN INSURANCE 
Travis Argyle of American Insurance provided a sheet outlining renewal rates and options for the County’s group 

health insurance (Attachment #13). He said three extremely large recent claims by County employees/dependents 

have caused Regence to propose a 2017 rate increase of 19.49%.  As a result, Mr. Argyle requested “soft” quotes 

from Blue Cross and PacificSource. He has not heard back from Pacific Source. 
 

Blue Cross submitted an option with premiums 9.06% higher than current. However, Mr. Argyle said the bid would 

not be firm until after Blue Cross could review detailed health history questionnaires completed by every 

employee. Mr. Argyle’s experience is that “soft” quotes generally increase by at least 2-3% after the review. He 

expects that would be true for us, especially with the County’s expensive claims history this year.  

 

Mr. Argyle said Regence provided an Option II that would be identical to the current policy, except increase the 

$5,000 deductible to $6,000 and the physician co-pay from $30/$45 to $40/$55. The premiums quoted for this 
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option would be 14.07% higher. Mr. Argyle believes Regence would be willing to negotiate that renewal rate down 

to a 11-12% increase. He said a higher deductible would most likely result in additional expenses of $18,000-

$25,000 for the Buy Down account, depending upon the health experiences of the County group during the coming 

year. The current total maximum out-of-pocket per person is $6,350 and would be $6,450 with Option II.  
 

Clerk Hansen said the FY 2017 budget included a 6% allowance for increased premiums and the Buy Down 

Account Balance increased by almost $25,000 during the past year. The September 30 balance was $204,389 

(Attachment #14). If the Regence Option II renewal rate was 12%, she suggested that employees pay 3% of the 

increase while the County budget and Buy Down account pay the rest.   
 

The Board discussed the pros and cons of different approaches to the insurance renewal. They decided it would be 

best to stay with Regence.  They assumed that most employees would prefer not to see a significant decrease in the 

amount of their take-home pay so would prefer the higher deductible option.  The Buy Down Account would  

reimburse employees for 70% of their medical costs after they pay the first $1,000 and before the Regence $6,000 

deductible threshold is met.  
 

The Board asked Mr. Argyle to negotiate as low a premium increase as possible for Regence Option II. A final 

decision will be made November 28.  

 

FAIR BOARD 
President Katie Salsbury and Treasurer Patty Petersen were present. Ms. Salsbury said the Board would like to 

expand their size but understands they are limited to a maximum of seven Board members per State statute. 

Therefore, they will utilize committees in order to have enough volunteers to continue “growing” the annual 

County Fair. Since their Fairgrounds Administrator has resigned, the Fair Board would like to replace that position 

by paying Ms. Petersen. Prosecutor Spitzer said Idaho Code 22-205 states that the "fair board shall select and 

employ a competent secretary whom they shall vest with general managerial powers ..." Ms. Petersen could be a 

paid Secretary.  If she were employed as secretary, another person could be added to the Board. Ms. Salsbury and 

Ms. Petersen agreed that Ms. Petersen should resign her Board position.  
 

 MOTION. Chairman Leake made a motion to approve hiring Patty Petersen at 90% of pay grade 6. Motion 

seconded by Commissioner Park and carried unanimously.  

 

FAIR BUILDING REMODEL & UPGRADE. Ms. Salsbury said they will receive a $57,000 grant from the 

CHC Foundation. When that grant is added to funding available via the Recreation Impact Fee and Tin Cup 

donations, the Fair Board will have a total of $101,000 to remodel the kitchen, office and restrooms at the fair 

building. They are currently advertising for bids with an October 28 deadline. Although the kitchen will be 

remodeled to commercial standards, they cannot receive a commercial license without a plan to connect to the city 

sewer. This will be the Fair Board’s next priority and Ms. Salsbury asked the Board to earmark future Recreation 

Impact Fees for this project.  

 

ADMINISTRATIVE  
 MOTION. Commissioner Park made a motion to approve the minutes of October 12. Motion seconded by 

Commissioner Riegel and carried unanimously.  
 

 MOTION. Commissioner Riegel made a motion to approve Certificates of Residency for Sydney Ricks, 

Brigham Harmon and Alta Neerings. Motion seconded by Commissioner Park and carried unanimously. 

 

The Board reviewed the update report provided by Executive Assistant Holly Wolgamott (Attachment #15). 

They asked her to investigate the cost of plaques and brochures for the stairwell mural but to prioritize the 

plaques. Ms. Wolgamott said the Clerk, Public Works Director, Building Manager, and Planning Administrator 

have agreed to serve on the Accela implementation committee. The November e-newsletter will be published 

November 15.   
 

 MOTION. Commissioner Park made a motion to cancel the delinquent Forest Yield taxes for  

RP06N44E191205A ($1,043.70), RP05N43E250600A ($138.87) and RP05N43E360010A ($263.85) as 

requested by the Treasurer so the amounts can be applied to the November tax roll. Motion seconded by 

Commissioner Riegel and carried unanimously.  
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MANAGING/HUNTING GRIZZLY BEARS. The Board discussed a draft letter to the Director of the Idaho 

Department of Fish & Game intended to be signed by both Fremont and Teton County Commissioners.  The letter 

was prepared by Commissioner Riegel after conversations with Kathy Rinaldi at the Greater Yellowstone Coalition 

and contains specific comments about any proposed rules for hunting Yellowstone grizzly bears in eastern Idaho. 

The letter draws specific attention to the current practice of bear baiting with non-natural food and trash and 

requests an expansion of setbacks from existing homes, roads, driveways, trails and landfills. A motion to approve 

the letter was withdrawn until the Board could learn whether Fremont County would support sending the letter. 

Later in the meeting it was learned that the Fremont County Commissioners did not wish to co-sign the letter, so 

Commissioner agreed to revise the document for future consideration.  

 

COMMITTEE REPORTS. Commissioner Park said he had recently been contacted to learn if Teton was still 

interested in pursuing the possibility of purchasing a future landfill site in Clark County in partnership with 

Madison, Fremont and Clark Counties. Such a partnership would give Teton more control over operating costs 

but would not reduce the hauling distance.  

 

REVIEW OF DRAFT LAND USE CODE. Commissioner Riegel said she would like to have an outside 

consultant review the PZC’s final recommended code for compliance with the Comprehensive Plan. The Board 

asked her to research the options for obtaining such a review.  

 

 MOTION. Commissioner Park made a motion to approve the claims as presented.  Motion seconded by 

Commissioner Riegel and carried unanimously.    

General ............................. 34,002.16 

Road & Bridge .................... 8,026.15 

Court & Probation  ........... 35,023.60 

Court-Bonds .......................... 247.50 

Elections-State ....................... 528.11 

Revaluation ......................... 9,380.00 

Solid Waste ....................... 13,157.21 

Weeds ................................. 3,431.48 

Road Levy .......................... 1,811.50 

E911 .................................... 7,238.05 

Fairgrounds & Fair ................ 750.38 

TOTAL ........................ $113,596.14 

 

 MOTION. At 4:34 pm, Commissioner Park made a motion to adjourn. Motion seconded by Commissioner 

Riegel and carried unanimously. 

 

 

 

_____________________________  ATTEST ____________________________ 
                Bill Leake, Commissioner               Mary Lou Hansen, Clerk  

  
Attachments: #1 Eastern Idaho Public Health FY 2016 Annual Report  
 #2 Affordable Housing memo from Doug Self  

 #3 Solid Waste & Recycling Update  

 #4 Public Works Update  
 #5 GIS Update  

 #6 Greenwood Mapping report about parcel project  

 #7 Planning Department Update  
 #8 Nutrient Pathogen Waiver Request for Ross Meadows Subdivision  

 #9 Draft Minutes from October 24 Ambulance Service District meeting  

 #10 Clerk’s Update  
 #11 Changes to Several Personnel and Administrative Policies 

 #12 MOU with Bonneville County for Public Defender Services for CR-2016-327 

 #13 American Insurance Renewal Options for 2017  
 #14 Buy Down Account balances  

 #15 Executive Assistant Update   
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9:00     MEETING CALLED TO ORDER – Bill Leake, Chair   

CONTINUATION OF PUBLIC HEARING: Road Vacation/Abandonment/Addition Application 
originally held on June 13, 2016, continued to June 28, 2016, then to July 18, 2016, then to September 
13, 2016 and then to October 31, 2016.  
1. Staff Report, Public Works Director Darryl Johnson 
 
The minutes from the public hearing will be released once the public hearing closes. It was continued to 
December 27, 2016 at 9:00 am.  
 

 
12:05  MEETING CALLED TO ORDER – Bill Leake, Chair 
 
 ADMINISTRATIVE BUSINESS 

1. Letter to Idaho Fish and Game: Managing/Hunting Grizzly Bears 
 
Minor edits were suggested by Commissioner Park and Chairman Leake for the letter written by 
Commissioner Riegel.   
 
 MOTION. Commissioner Riegel moved to approve the letter to Idaho Department of Fish 
and Game regarding the proposed rules of hunting and managing grizzly bears with a few minor 
edits. Commissioner Park seconded the motion and carried. 
 

2. Armory Ownership 
Chairman Leake reported on the meeting he and Prosecutor Spitzer attended with Captain 
James Anderson and Lieutenant Colonel Paul Boice of the Idaho National Guard regarding 
ownership of the armory building in Driggs. Teton County currently owns half of the armory 
building and the National Guard owns the other half. The National Guard recently had the 
armory building appraised which came in at $600,000. Chairman Leake reported that the 
National Guard has no interest in retaining their portion of the building. They must first offer 
their half ownership to Federal & State Agencies before it can be offered to the County.  If the 
county doesn't want it, it could then be sold at auction at a minimum of fair market value. If the 
County does want it, it could be purchased for approximately $300,000. 
 
Chairman Leake asked Public Works Director Darryl Johnson if the building would be suitable 
for the Teton County Road and Bridge Department. Mr. Johnson said it could work but that the 
Road and Bridge Department would not need all of the office space. Mr. Johnson felt that a 
more efficient location for a new Road and Bridge facility would be near the gravel pit and 
transfer station. Mr. Johnson also indicated that if Road and Bridge did move into the armory 
building that it would make sense to build a separate space for Teton County Search and Rescue 
that currently occupies the space. 
 
Chairman Leake felt that they should look at all the options of future building needs for the 
County. Commissioner Park stated that the County should take advantage of buying the 
building because it is a great price and could be used for many needs in the future. 
Commissioner Riegel also agreed that it would be a worthwhile purchase. 
 

Board of Teton County Commissioners 
MINUTES: October 31, 2016 

Commissioners’ Meeting Room, 150 Courthouse Drive, Driggs, Idaho 
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 MOTION. Chairman Leake moved to notify the Idaho National Guard that Teton County is 
interested in buying them out of their portion of the armory building for half of the appraised 
value. Commissioner Riegel seconded. Motion carried.  
 

3. Beer and Wine Licenses 
 MOTION. Commissioner Riegel moved to approved the catering permit for Huarache 
Mexican Restaurant, LLC for November 5th from 2:00 pm – 12:00 am at the Teton County Fair 
Building. Commissioner Park seconded and carried.  
 

4. Executive Session as needed per IC74-206(1) 
 
No executive session was needed.  

 
 MOTION.  At 12:15pm Commissioner Park made a motion to adjourn. Motion seconded by 
Commissioner Riegel and carried.  

 
 
________________________________   ATTEST _____________________________ 
              Bill Leake, Commissioner       Mary Lou Hansen, Clerk  
  
Attachments:  #1 Public Works update  
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