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Teton County Idaho Commissioners’ Meeting Agenda
Monday March 14, 2016 9:00 am
150 Courthouse Drive, Driggs, ID — 1% Floor Meeting Room

MEETING CALL TO ORDER - Bill Leake, Chair
Amendments to Agenda

PUBLIC WORKS — Darryl Johnson

1. Solid Waste — Saul Varela, Supervisor
a. Waste Collection Quarterly Meeting
b. Monitoring Well Results

2. Road & Bridge — Clay Smith, Supervisor

4. Grant Application Proposal for $55,332
Democracy Funds

12:00 ELECTED OFFICIALS AND DEPARTMENT HEAD

MEETING
1. Budget Training

1:00 PUBLIC HEARING FEE SCHEDULE — Resolution
a. Spring Road Openings 2016-0314B
b. Teton Valley Scenic Parkway
Meeting 1:30  PUBLIC HEARING CUP
3. Engineering
a. Mike Reid — Addressing Notice of 2:00 LUKE SHOVER
Appeal 1. Multi-family Living Units Project
b. LHTAC Cache Bridge Project
4. Facilities
2:30 AMBULANCE SERVICE DISTRICT

a. Long Range Facility Planning
b. Security Analysis
c. Public Flyers

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

items)

PLANNING AND BUILDING - Jason Boal

Parcel Counts

Parcel Rectification Ordinance
Recreation Planner

Noxious Weeds Update

Summer Hours

Housing Authority Advisory Committee

ok wNeE

IT/EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT — Greg Adams
1. IT Services Support

2. Network Storage

3. End of Year Grant Opportunity

4. Pre-Disaster Mitigation Grant Selection

CLERK — Mary Lou Hansen
1. Canvass Results from March 8 Presidential

1. Approve Available Minutes

2. Hospital Response to Board’s Request for
Information

3. Fire District Proposal

4. Wyoming Ambulance Service Contract
Cancellation

5. Other Business

ADMINISTRATIVE BUSINESS (will be dealt with
as time permits)

1. Approve Available Minutes

2. Other Business

a. Teton Rock Gym Movie Night
Liquor Permits

b. District #5 Animal Damage Control

Board Nomination

Misdemeanor Probation

BoCC Priorities

Communications Report

County Personnel Policy

March 28™ Town Hall Meeting

3. Committee Reports

oo

Primary Elections 4. Claims
2. Number of Ballots to Order for May 17 5. Executive Session as needed per IC74-
Primary Election 206(1)
3. Records Destruction Resolution 2016-0314A
ADJOURNMENT

Upcoming Meetings

March 21 9:00 am 2016 Roads Work Session
March 28 9:00 am Regular BoCC Meeting

March 28 6:30 pm Town Hall Meeting
April 11 9:00 am Regular BoCC Meeting

April 12 5:00 pm PZC and BoCC Meeting
April 25 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

March 9, 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 March 14, 2016 BoCC Meeting.

SOLID WASTE

Waste Collection Provider Quarterly Meeting: Teton County held its quarterly report with RAD, the
waste collection provider, on February 22. Attached is the quarterly summary and franchise fee
calculation provided by RAD.

Monitoring Well Results: Attached are the well monitoring results from Rocky Mountain
Environmental. None of the samples in this report exceeded their statistical limits.

ROAD & BRIDGE

Spring Road Openings: Because of the warmer weather we are experiencing this spring, Road & Bridge
is in the process of opening seasonal roads. The effort comes about 2 weeks early this year. Opening
roads is weather condition dependent, they need opened before the snow melts too much to avoid muddy
conditions and road damage caused by the melting snow.

Teton Valley Scenic Parkway Meeting (Packsaddle Road): A meeting has been scheduled for
Monday, March 21 at 9:00 a.m. to discuss the road offering. A report will be distributed the week of 3/14
for your review. The report will outline the following options:

Optionl; Accept the road as offered. This will include accepting options with various
“accessories” that have been offered in the past

Option 2; Accept road section from Kay’s Hill to proposed parking area
Option 3; Reject the offering and build a parking area at the base of Kay’s Hill
Option 4; Do nothing

None of the options listed have been recently discussed with the applicant so it is uncertain if all options
are acceptable by the applicant.

The preferred meeting format would be to have an open discussion at a table with commissioners,
applicant, and the Public Works Director. Estimated maintenance costs will be provided in the report.
Please discuss format preference so that we can plan accordingly. No presentation is anticipated for this
meeting, we will simply review the report and discuss options unless the BoCC would prefer a
presentation accompany the report.
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ENGINEERING

Mike Reid — Addressing Notice of
Appeal: Attached is a Notice of Appeal
submitted by Mike Reid. Mr. Reid lives at
4650W 5500S. W5500S recently received
a road sign at the intersection of S4500W
through our road grant project. Mr. Reid
has requested that the sign be removed and
also that W5500S be un-named and
recognized as a driveway. The County’s
stance is the road should be named per Title
13 ordinance. His latest request is through
the attached Notice of Appeal. | will
include this issue in my 3/28 report so that
we can discuss when | am in attendance. |
encourage conversation between
commissioners in the 3/21 BoCC Meeting.
Title 13.10 states a County Address
Committee shall act to hear petitions for

8 ‘
relief from administrative actions taken by the County Addresser. | would like for the BoCC to provide
direction on how to proceed; should we amend the ordinance to deal with appeals differently or should we

re-establish an Address Committee to rule on the current Appeal? Also attached is Ms. Spitzer’s
interpretation of Title 13, Chapter 10 as it pertains to this matter.

LHTAC Cache Bridge Project — In 2014 Teton County applied for and was selected to receive federal
aid to reconstruct Cache Bridge (W4000N @ Teton River). This project was scheduled for design in
FY2017. We received a call from LHTAC saying they have extra funds available and could move design
to FY2016 if we were interested. If Teton County is interested in moving this project schedule up a year,
we will need to sign a State/Local Agreement and, based on the cost estimate, be required to pay
approximately $10,000 for project startup (payment is based on a percentage of project cost estimate).
The upfront money is applied towards the County’s required matching funds. Since this is not in the
FY2016 budget, the County would need to re-appropriate funds if we wanted to begin design this year.
The other option would be to stick with the original schedule and budget funds in FY2017. Please discuss
and provide direction on how you would like to proceed.

FACILITIES

Long Range Facility Planning — As part of the Annual Road Report, we have begun looking at long
range planning. We will be including preliminary costs for a new Road & Bridge facility in the Road
Report. We will continue working with Road & Bridge, Solid Waste and other departments to come up
with long range planning needs.

Security Analysis — Due to recent training and personnel encounters at the County Courthouse, we have
replaced the camera security system. We are also testing all panic buttons to ensure they are working

properly.
Public Flyers — The County Building currently has a portion of the bulletin board inside the main
entrance labeled Community. This space is for appropriate public advertisements. We are currently

considering adding language to the current Use of Courthouse Facilities Policy that addresses what is and
is not appropriate for posting.
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WK: 208-354-3442 Teton County 1088 Cemetery Rd
CELL: 208-534-8710 Solid Waste & Recycling Driggs, 1D 83422

March 14, 2016

TO: Board of County Commissioners
FROM: Saul Varela - Solid Waste Supervisor
SUBJECT:  Solid Waste & Recycling Update

The following items are for your review and discussion at the March 14, 2016 meeting.

Transfer Station Update

1. Recycling Markets Awaiting Recovery

The recycling markets are still struggling to recover, but are slowly starting to gain some
value back (See attached). The transfer station is only sending out recycled products
when the room is needed. The plan is to hold off on sending out the higher valued
commaodities as long as there is ample space and it can be stored onsite without creating
any issues.

2. Load of Mixed Loose Paper

On 02/26/2016 a load of loose mixed paper was sent out. The load was a total of 28 tons
at a selling price of $50 per ton for revenue of $1,400. There was a $1,335 cost in
shipping the paper to Spokane, Washington. The savings in landfill cost ($76 per ton) is
$2,128. The revenue and savings equals $2,193.

3. Load of Cardboard

On 02/24/2016 a load of cardboard was sent out. The load was a total of 34.73 tons at a
selling price of $67 per ton for total revenue of $ 2,326. The savings in landfill cost ($76
per ton) is $2,639. The revenue and saving equals $4,965.

4. Wood Chipping Services

Teton County Solid Waste spends an average of $15,000 a year for chipping services of
the wood and brush piles, this expenditure is accounted for in the solid waste budget.
Bonneville County has a chipper that would meet Teton County’s chipping needs. We are
researching the possibility of working with Bonneville County for wood chipping
services in hopes of minimizing the annual cost. | will notify the Board of
Commissioners of the results.

5. 2016 Community Clean Up Events

On February 24™ | met with City planners to begin collaborating on the spring clean up
events. Last year the different entities did a good job of sorting as much as they could and
in return minimized the cost for Teton County Solid Waste. This year everyone is hoping
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to extend their events. The cities are concerned in having available freight for their
collected materials and they are asking if Teton County could possibly allow multiple
days for the delivery of these materials to the transfer station. I asked for each individual
entity submit a Community Cleanup Tipping Fee Waiver Form explaining the days they
would like to dispose of their collected refuse so the Board of Commissioners could have
sufficient time to review the request and make a decision.

Teton County Solid Waste Spring Cleanup Event

Teton County Solid Waste & Recycling will hold the annual Spring Cleanup Event on
May 14, 2016 so that we can avoid any holiday weekends around that time of year. In the
past the County has offered reduced prices for some materials that are accepted at the
transfer station. This event will be advertised in the paper and flyers will be distributed to
businesses around the valley. Board members are invited to be present at the transfer
station on this day to assist and interact with the public, if they choose to do so. The fee
reductions and format are as follows:

a. First 250 pounds of household and unsorted garbage are free per visit. They will be
the normal rate after 250 pounds. Regular rate of household is $76/ton and the
unsorted rate is $210/ton.

b. Sorted/Recycling items will be free. Normally the first 350 pounds are free and after
that it is charged at $13/ton.

c. First Freon containing appliance is will be $7.00, the second appliance will be
charged at the regular rate of $15 per appliance.

d. ** Tires — Last year the Mosquito Abatement held a county wide tire collection drive.
A total of 7.33 tons of tires were collected by the Mosquito Abatement department.
This was a total cost of $916 at a rate of $125 per ton.

In the previous years the tires received at the transfer station on Spring Cleanup day
were charged at the normal rate due to their high cost of disposal. If the free tire drive
continues to be held yearly by the Mosquito Abatement department then it would
make more sense for the transfer station to waive the tire fee altogether as well for the
Spring Clean Up event only. Teton County Solid Waste will need to find another way
of covering the cost of disposal for these extra tires. Mr. Adams did notify me that the
Mosquito Abatement District has some funds set aside for source reduction projects
and that fund could be utilized for the extra expense. | request for the Board of
Commissioners to give me some direction as how they would like for me to proceed
with this subject.

Idaho Solid Waste Association Annual Spring Training in Boise

The annual spring training for ISWA will be held in Boise on March 15" -16™, 2016.
Three staff members from the Teton County Solid Waste Department will be attending
this training, the public works director, supervisor and foreman. Both Darryl and | will be
conducting a presentation at this in regards to the rehabilitation of landfills.
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From: Brian Heuer

Subject: Market Report
Date: Wednesday, March 09, 2016 9:13:48 AM
All,

It looks like the OCC market is finally starting to turn and head in the right direction. Export
pricing rose $9/ton in March which was its biggest gain in over 8 months. This should put
pressure on domestic mills to follow suit next month as their inventories fall. The PNW also
saw an increase of $5/ton while the SW was the only region to slip.

Mixed Paper and ONP pricing also held in March but both grades have been difficult to move.
Clean ONP is still in high demand with insulators but they have been dropping their price
recently with the PPI. Mixed Paper has dropped over 50% in price in the last 3 months. Super
Mix with high ONP content and Postal Mix have good value still but these grades can not have
any brown or out-throws. If you think your material could go as Postal or Super Mix, please
send me recent pics and | will try to market it as such.

SOP held in most markets with a slight increase in the PNW. Demand is very limited in the SW
but exporters are showing high interest in tons this month.

Steel Can pricing jumped up $20/ton at the end of Feb and aluminum cans gained a few
pennies as well. We are hoping this trend continues in March.

HDPE fell significantly again in March with prices under $350/ton delivered. PET also
remained very low with delivered pricing under $150/ton in most markets and under
S100/ton in some. | was able to sell some mixed 1-s and 2's as well as a load of 1-7 last
month delivered into IL however pricing barely covered freight.

March PPI

OCC SW: $70 - $75 (-$5)
OCC PNW: $75 -$80 (+$5)
OCC MW: $60 - $65 (-$0)

ONP SW: $50-$55 (-$0)
ONP PNW: $55-$60 (0)
ONP MW: $50 - $55 (0)

SOP SW: $110-$120 ($0)
SOP PNW: $125-$135 (+$5)
SOP MW: $110 - $120 (+$5)


mailto:brian@sagerecycling.com

Please let me know if you have any questions or if you would like FOB pricing for your material
this month. Thank you all for your business.

Brian Heuer

Sage Recycling / WYCO Recycling
Cell: (406) 546-4581

Efax: 1-(720) 302 - 1455

www.sagerecycling.com


http://www.sagerecycling.com/

RAD Quarterly KPI Review

Teton County KPI Information
February 2016

ETON VALLEY CURBSIDE
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Operating Quarter 1 Franchise Fee Calculation

Total Franchise Fee: $4,140.28

Franchise fees for residential and commercial customers were calculated for the Operating Q1 by
extrapolating tonnage using RAD’s customer subscription base and Teton County Transfer Station
disposal tonnages. For each route, the percentage of customers in the county was applied to the
disposal tonnage to determine the appropriate franchise fee.

Average Residential Customer Percentages

% in % in % in % in WY
County Victor Driggs
Tuesday Residential Routes 97% 0% 0% 3%
Wednesday Residential 99.3% 0.5% 0% 0.2%
Routes
Thursday Residential Routes 50% 50% 0% 0%
Friday Residential Routes 90% 10% 0% 0%
Average Commercial Customer Percentages
% in % in % in % in WY
County Victor Driggs
Tuesday Commercial Routes 52% 48% 0% 0%
Thursday Commercial Routes | 97% 0% 0% 3%
Friday Commercial Routes 41% 59% 0% 0%

Franchise fees for roll-off customers were calculated per-customer, based on service location. Tonnage
from each roll off haul in the county was counted towards the franchise fee calculation.

Roll Off Haul Percentages

% in % in % in % in WY
County Victor Driggs
Roll Off Hauls 63% 38% 0% 0%




Total Collected Tonnages

Residential Tons in County Tons in Victor Tons in Driggs Tons in WY
Tonnages

Tuesday Residential | 98.97 0.00 0.00 2.25

Routes

Wednesday 87.61 0.37 0.00 2.20
Residential Routes

Thursday 47.55 47.55 0.00 0.00
Residential Routes

Friday Residential 41.42 4.54 0.00 0.00

Routes

Total Weekly 275.54 52.46 0.00 4.45
Residential

Tonnage

Commercial Tons in County Tons in Victor Tons in Driggs Tons in WY
Tonnages

Tuesday 25.42 25.42 0.00 0.00
Commercial Routes

Thursday 53.89 0.00 0.00 1.47
Commercial Routes

Friday Commercial | 21.40 30.32 0.00 0.00

Routes

Total Weekly 100.72 55.74 0.00 1.47
Commercial

Tonnage

Roll Off Tons in County Tons in Victor Tons in Driggs Tons in WY
Tonnages

Roll Off Hauls 37.77 12.57 0.00 0.00
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February 18, 2016 RMEA Project 12-0094

Teton County Solid Waste and Recycling
150 Courthouse Drive
Driggs, Idaho 83422

Attention: Saul Varela, Solid Waste Supervisor

Re:  Report on Quarterly Groundwater Sampling for Teton County Municipal Landfill,
Teton County, Idaho. Sampling Dates December 18, 2015 and January 6, 2015.

Dear Mr. Varela:

This letter reports on the fourteenth quarterly groundwater-quality sampling event
conducted by Rocky Mountain Environmental Associates, Inc. (RMEA) for the closed
Teton County, Idaho Municipal Landfill. The landfill is located east of Driggs, Idaho, as
shown on attached Figure 1. Sampling is conducted in accordance with the
Groundwater Monitoring Plan — Teton County Municipal Landfill, dated November 2011
and prepared by Nelson Engineering of Jackson, Wyoming (Plan).

Groundwater samples were obtained from wells MW-1, MW-5, and MW-6 using
installed, dedicated low-flow pumps and the sampling procedure specified in the Plan.
Groundwater samples were also obtained from well MW-7 at the landfill site, which
does not have a dedicated pump (Figure 2, attached). Wells MW-2, MW-3 and MW-4
were dry, and therefore samples were not collected. These wells are completed to
relatively shallow depths and are dry most of the year except during high flow periods
of nearby Teton Creek when recharge to the groundwater system is occurring. A
duplicate groundwater sample was taken from well MW-1 for QA/QC procedures.

Samples for MW-1, MW-5, and MW-6 were collected on December 18, 2015. Samples
were packed on ice and shipped overnight to ALS Global Laboratories on December 21,
2015, and were received in good condition on the morning of December 22, 2015.
Samples for MW-7 were collected on January 6, 2016 and were packed on ice and
shipped overnight to ALS Global Laboratories on January 7, 2015, and were received in
good condition on the morning of January 8, 2015.

The newest monitoring well, MW-8, was completed in November 2015, however; on
January 6, 2016, the portable 2" pump was unable to be inserted into the well deep
enough to reach groundwater. A water level was able to be collected and the water
level meter was able to reach the total depth of the well. On January 14, 2016, RMEA
staff and Denning Well Drilling staff sent a camera down MW-8 and it appears that the

482 CONSTITUTION - IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO 83402-3537 - (208) 524-2353 - FAX (208) 524-1795
www.rockymountainenvironmental.com



2" PVC casing is bent above the screen (at approximately 80 feet). RMEA and Denning
Well Drilling are working to fix this problem as soon as possible.

Groundwater Levels

Table 1 presents groundwater levels between January 1, 2012 and December 18, 2016.
Some of the historical groundwater level data supplied by Teton County includes water
levels reported within a few hundredths of a foot of the bottom of the well, for the
three shallow wells. RMEA interprets these results as measurements of residual water
in the well casing bottom plug below, the base of the screen, and assumes that the
actual water level in the aquifer is below the screened interval on these dates. For this
reason, these measurements are omitted from the tables below. Table 1 provides
measured depths to groundwater, and Table 2 provides calculated potentiometric
surface elevations. Chart 1 shows the same data graphically. In the chart, the deeper
wells are represented with solid symbols while the shallower wells are represented with
hollow symbols.
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Table 1

Depth to Groundwater Measurements

(ft below top of casing)

Date MwW-1 | MW-2 | MW-3  MW-4  MW-5 | MW-6 MW-7 MW-8
1/12/2012 | 101.95 77.10 87.23
3/22/2012 | 113.36 88.10 100.85
4/27/2012 98.15 | 32.50 78.00 93.95
6/4/2012 52.57 | 15.02 | 42.10 | 44.89 39.29 50.55
6/21/2012 49.07 | 14.21 | 37.43| 39.97 35.17 45.62
7/5/2012 49.16 | 14.83 | 36.91 | 39.10 35.47 45.44
8/7/2012 77.72 63.44 55.94 65.80
9/17/2012 95.38 70.32 79.72
10/18/2012 | 104.79 78.23 88.82
10/22/2012 | 105.90 79.21 89.88
12/19/2012 | 118.41 91.66 105.22
12/21/2012 | 118.43 91.71 105.26
1/21/2013 | 121.58 95.41 108.56
2/21/2013 | 123.03 97.19 109.95
3/21/2013 | 125.18 98.93 111.69
4/10/2013 | 125.60 99.37 112.34
4/22/2013 | 125.18 98.93 111.69
5/22/2013 64.65 | 18.54| 50.98 | 56.14 53.71 66.66
6/21/2013 50.37 | 14.26 | 38.60 | 41.58 37.14 47.85
6/26/2013 50.04 | 13.92 | 38.01 | 40.91 37.33 47.96
7/25/2013 59.11 | 31.42 | 46.58 | 47.90 43.53 52.43
8/21/2013 83.48 | 36.92 | 55.93| 67.60 60.40 69.69
9/23/2013 96.24 71.16 79.66
12/11/2013 | 109.78 85.17 98.76
3/25/2014 | 119.09 95.11 107.37
3/29/2014 108.42
6/4/2014 53.09 40.45 51.48
6/6/2014 13.93 | 40.82 | 44.38 38.14
10/2/2014 83.00 69.73 70.02 74.72
10/3/2014 60.65
12/17/14 85.45 67.65 76.49 80.06
3/11/2015 | 102.29 80.05 90.21 93.90
6/8/2015 48.44 | 12.80 | 36.72 | 39.61 34.48 45.02 36.77
9/14/2015 91.80 67.41 76.55 82.00
12/18/2015 | 107.22 84.21 95.83 98.10 78.18
3
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Table 2

Calculated Potentiometric Surface Elevations
(ft above mean sea level)

Date MW-1 MW-2 MW-3 MW-4 MW-5 MW-6  MW-7 | MW-8
1/12/2012 | 6134.07 6124.41 | 6133.15
3/22/2012 | 6122.66 6113.41 | 6119.53
4/27/2012 | 6137.87 | 6155.73 6123.51 | 6126.43
6/4/2012 | 6183.45 | 6173.21 | 6164.96 | 6173.75 | 6162.22 | 6169.83
6/21/2012 | 6186.95 | 6174.02 | 6169.63 | 6178.67 | 6166.34 | 6174.76
7/5/2012 | 6186.86 | 6173.40 | 6170.15 | 6179.54 | 6166.04 | 6174.94
8/7/2012 | 6158.30 6155.20 | 6145.57 | 6154.58
9/17/2012 | 6140.64 6131.19 | 6140.66
10/18/2012 | 6131.23 6123.28 | 6131.56
10/22/2012 | 6130.12 6122.30 | 6130.50
12/19/2012 | 6117.61 6109.85 | 6115.16
12/21/2012 | 6117.59 6109.80 | 6115.12
1/21/2013 | 6114.44 6106.10 | 6111.82
2/21/2013 | 6112.99 6104.32 | 6110.43
3/21/2013 | 6110.84 6102.58 | 6108.69
4/10/2013 | 6110.42 6102.14 | 6108.04
4/22/2013 | 6110.84 6102.58 | 6108.69
5/22/2013 | 6171.37 | 6169.69 | 6156.08 | 6162.50 | 6147.80 | 6153.72
6/21/2013 | 6185.65 | 6173.97 | 6168.46 | 6177.06 | 6164.37 | 6172.53
6/26/2013 | 6185.98 | 6174.31 | 6169.05 | 6177.73 | 6164.18 | 6172.42
7/25/2013 | 6176.91 | 6156.81 | 6160.48 | 6170.74 | 6157.98 | 6167.95
8/21/2013 | 6152.54 | 6151.31 | 6151.13 | 6151.04 | 6141.11 | 6150.69
9/23/2013 | 6139.76 6130.35 | 6140.72
12/11/2013 | 6126.24 6116.34 | 6121.62
3/25/2014 | 6116.93 6106.40 | 6113.01
3/29/2014 6109.03
6/4/2014 | 6182.93 6161.06 | 6168.90
6/6/2014 6174.30 | 6166.24 | 6174.26 6179.31
10/2/2014 | 6153.02 6148.91 6150.36 | 6142.73
10/3/2014 6140.86
12/17/2014 | 6150.57 6133.86 | 6143.89 | 6137.39
3/11/2015 | 6133.73 6121.46 | 6130.17 | 6123.55
6/8/2015 | 6187.58 | 6175.43 | 6170.34 | 6179.03 | 6167.03 | 6175.36 | 6180.68
9/15/2015 | 6144.22 6134.10 | 6143.83 | 6135.45
12/18/2015 | 6128.80 6117.30 | 6124.55 | 6119.35 | 6114.55
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Teton County Landfill
Potentiometric Surface Elevations
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Chart 1. Hydrograph of potentiometric surface elevations.

The hydrographs presented in Chart 1 are consistent with a conceptual model of
different well completion depths in a single aquifer, with a downward vertical gradient.
The pattern of a larger vertical gradient in the springtime, declining through the
summer, is consistent with significant spring and early summer recharge from nearby
Teton Creek. A map of potentiometric surface contours is attached to this letter (Figure
3). Based on depth to groundwater measurements made on December 18, 2015, the
gradient in the deeper wells was 0.011 ft/ft in approximately a west-northwesterly
direction.

Groundwater Sample Laboratory Analyses

Samples were analyzed for the Appendix 1 list of constituents. The laboratory reports
and chain-of-custody form are attached to this letter. For each sampling event, a
duplicate sample is obtained randomly from one of the wells. For this sampling event,
sample MW-20 is a duplicate of MW-1. The laboratory is not informed which well has a
duplicate sample.

In the comment section on page 10 of the analytical report for workorder 34-1535646
there are three comments addressing laboratory QC issues.
1. "8260 Comments: Not all compounds passed percent recovery limits in the LCS
but this is not a method requirement. Per ALS SOP OV-SW8260C Section 14.3.1
"Since the CVS is utilized as the LCS, if the CVS passes method criteria then the
LCS is deemed also to have passed.” It is unclear why the lone LCS failure
occurred. MS failures are likely the result of a slightly high spike compared to
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the volume present in the sample bottle.” CVS stand for “Calibration Verification
Spike,” as per ALS policy if the CVS passes even if the LCS does not, the LCS is
deemed to have passed.

Inorganic Constituents.

Inorganic constituent results are presented in Tables 3 through 9.
All inorganic constituents were reported below their respective statistical limit.
Table 3

Reported Concentrations of Inorganic Constituents for MW-1 from
December 2015 Sampling Event.

All results are in ug/L (equivalent to ppb)
©

g g 3

= B o £ t
£ £ S g s g s 8 s
) 1 w o .9 o .© o .9 o .0
Constituent | MCL _ O 2% n x B x B
85 o s = n s L wn s
‘= © N C ~ C -~ € O ®© -~ €

= Q ~~ < — o =
5 9 LE |25 N5 |25%5
Hha oS O o O - O = A4 0
Antimony 6 0.495 ND ND ND ND
Arsenic 10 0.223 ND ND ND ND
Barium 2000 38.7 22 25 25 25
Beryllium 4 0.075 ND ND ND ND
Cadmium 5 0.075 ND ND ND ND
Chromium 100 1.15 ND ND ND ND
Cobalt No MCL 0.15 ND ND ND ND
Copper 1300 0.993 ND 0.83 ND ND
Lead 15 2.28 ND ND ND ND
Nickel No MCL 0.77 ND 0.53 0.551J 0.46)
Selenium 50 0.375 ND ND ND ND
Silver No MCL 0.165 ND ND ND ND
Thallium 2 0.075 ND ND ND ND
Vanadium No MCL 0.584 ND ND ND ND
Zinc No MCL 3.13 2.1) 1.9 1.5 0.72)

J = This constituent was detected below the Practical Quantitation Limit. This may be considered a
trace detection, and the numerical concentration value should be considered an approximation.

ND = This constituent was not detected.

MCL = EPA Maximum Contaminant Level for drinking water.

NO MCL = No MCL has been established for this constituent.

* No statistical limit has been identified, due to too-few data.

1 Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) are from the EPA’s National Primary Drinking Water Regulations
(http://water.epa.gov/drink/contaminants/upload/mcl-2.pdf).
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Table 4
Reported Concentrations of Inorganic Constituents for MW-2 from
December 2015 Sampling Event.

All results are in ug/L (equivalent to ppb)
,
— ©Q © © n © ©
Constituent | MCL? 3 .‘E’ " [iR= o & " = § = 3 R
28. | 858 | ¥2853|S$5¢ 25 g
® C E o & < = S0 2<S| o2 ¢ o c
R -] SaseS| &8 &8
Antimony 6 * ND ND (no sample) (no sample)
Arsenic 10 * ND ND (no sample) (no sample)
Barium 2000 * 15 15 (no sample) (no sample)
Beryllium 4 * ND ND (no sample) (no sample)
Cadmium 5 * ND ND (no sample) (no sample)
Chromium 100 * ND ND (no sample) (no sample)
Cobalt No MCL * ND ND (no sample) (no sample)
Copper 1300 * ND ND (no sample) (no sample)
Lead 15 * ND ND (no sample) (no sample)
Nickel No MCL * ND ND (no sample) (no sample)
Selenium 50 * ND ND (no sample) (no sample)
Silver No MCL * ND ND (no sample) (no sample)
Thallium 2 * ND ND (no sample) (no sample)
Vanadium No MCL * ND ND (no sample) (no sample)
Zinc No MCL * 1.8] 2) (no sample) (no sample)

J = This constituent was detected below the Practical Quantitation Limit. This may be considered a
trace detection, and the numerical concentration value should be considered an approximation.

ND = This constituent was not detected.

MCL = EPA Maximum Contaminant Level for drinking water.

NO MCL = No MCL has been established for this constituent.

* No statistical limit has been identified, due to too-few data.

2 Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) are from the EPA’s National Primary Drinking Water Regulations
(http://water.epa.gov/drink/contaminants/upload/mcl-2.pdf).

Q ocky “WNountain
& ENVIRONMENTAL

ASSOCIATES, INC.
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Table 5
Reported Concentrations of Inorganic Constituents for MW-3 from
December 2015 Sampling Event.

All results are in ug/L (equivalent to ppb)
o)
g c c c
y X 2 S
— 9 0

Constituent | MCL? S5 & S 23T S w3 S

= nn € = 82 c

RZ < 3 F 0o 9 X s 3

= 8= o= S ac Jac

s 2 E X o oo o O

Hhd S S O S x O - O
Antimony 6 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Arsenic 10 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Barium 2000 * 180 | (no sample) | (nosample)
Beryllium 4 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Cadmium 5 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Chromium 100 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Cobalt No MCL * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Copper 1300 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Lead 15 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Nickel No MCL * 1.3 | (no sample) | (no sample)
Selenium 50 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Silver No MCL * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Thallium 2 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Vanadium No MCL * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Zinc No MCL * 1.9) | (nosample) | (nosample)

J =This constituent was detected below the Practical Quantitation Limit. This may be considered a
trace detection, and the numerical concentration value should be considered an approximation.

ND = This constituent was not detected.

MCL = EPA Maximum Contaminant Level for drinking water.

NO MCL = No MCL has been established for this constituent.

* No statistical limit has been identified, due to too-few data.

3 Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) are from the EPA’s National Primary Drinking Water Regulations
(http://water.epa.gov/drink/contaminants/upload/mcl-2.pdf).
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http://water.epa.gov/drink/contaminants/upload/mcl-2.pdf

Table 6
Reported Concentrations of Inorganic Constituents for MW-4 from
December 2015 Sampling Event.

All results are in ug/L (equivalent to ppb)
@
£ c c c
Statistical g 2 " 2 2
Constituent | MCL* Exceedance 2 % o g n o g
Limit 3¢ |§58 |25¢8
X 3 < g3 S 06
o O o x O — x O
Antimony 6 * ND | (no sample) | (nosample)
Arsenic 10 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Barium 2000 * 46 | (no sample) | (nosample)
Beryllium 4 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Cadmium 5 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Chromium 100 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Cobalt No MCL * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Copper 1300 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Lead 15 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Nickel No MCL * 1.1 | (nosample) | (no sample)
Selenium 50 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Silver No MCL * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Thallium 2 * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Vanadium No MCL * ND | (no sample) | (no sample)
Zinc No MCL * 1.7) | (nosample) | (nosample)

J =This constituent was detected below the Practical Quantitation Limit. This may be considered a
trace detection, and the numerical concentration value should be considered an approximation.

ND = This constituent was not detected.

MCL = EPA Maximum Contaminant Level for drinking water

NO MCL = No MCL has been established for this constituent.

* No statistical limit has been identified, due to too-few data.

4 Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) are from the EPA’s National Primary Drinking Water Regulations
(http://water.epa.gov/drink/contaminants/upload/mcl-2.pdf).
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Table 7
Reported Concentrations of Inorganic Constituents for MW-5 from
December 2015 Sampling Event.
All results are in ug/L (equivalent to ppb)

. S S S S

. Statistical - ® L. ® ° = ® " S ®

Constituent | MCL® Exceedance n3c | Q8¢ owmNnLeldLE

Limit 268 |98 |[T=F98 T8

o & < S o € = 25 ac| U ac

&8 |a&8 |[S58a5&8/9&8S8
Antimony 6 0.495 ND ND ND ND
Arsenic 10 0.26 ND ND ND ND
Barium 2000 41.7 33 35 34 34
Beryllium 4 0.075 ND ND ND ND
Cadmium 5 0.075 ND ND ND ND
Chromium 100 0.665 ND ND ND ND
Cobalt No MCL 0.125 ND ND ND ND
Copper 1300 4.29 ND ND ND ND
Lead 15 0.121 ND ND ND ND
Nickel No MCL 1.1 0.65) 0.81 0.82 0.58)
Selenium 50 0.375 ND ND ND ND
Silver No MCL 0.165 ND ND ND ND
Thallium 2 0.075 ND ND ND ND
Vanadium No MCL 0.5 ND ND ND ND
Zinc No MCL 8.48 2.3) ND ND ND

J =This constituent was detected below the Practical Quantitation Limit. This may be considered a
trace detection, and the numerical concentration value should be considered an approximation.

ND = This constituent was not detected.

MCL = EPA Maximum Contaminant Level for drinking water

NO MCL = No MCL has been established for this constituent.

* No statistical limit has been identified, due to too-few data.

> Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) are from the EPA’s National Primary Drinking Water Regulations
(http://water.epa.gov/drink/contaminants/upload/mcl-2.pdf).
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Table 8
Reported Concentrations of Inorganic Constituents for MW-6 from
December 2015 Sampling Event.

All results are in ug/L (equivalent to ppb)

£ 9 83 8

< g5 | 2¢ = 5

o N = (o - - N JE;

5 o £ @ & ] 9 0 L4 S| o

S - S e [SH £ o 2aQ el g
Constituent | MCL® g £ c % S % S g c % g c g g8 3¢

2 s S| 95 WS | ES |28 VS5| &8

- Sw s © SN K| nt® Skl 6§79 %

T |5 53| 585|285 |95 5279

z |wngl St 88¢|9§ | 828 S8¢t|x%

— - 9 <~ O = = O < © “— o 9O “— = O - O

5 |QE| 55| 535|325 | 555/ 5585|568

& & O| >« >0 | a0 =38 =a&£| 38
Antimony 6 0.495 ND n/a n/a ND n/a n/a ND
Arsenic 10 0.281 ND n/a n/a ND n/a n/a ND
Barium 2000 43.4 36 n/a n/a 37 n/a n/a 38
Beryllium 4 0.075 ND n/a n/a ND n/a n/a ND
Cadmium 5 0.075 ND n/a n/a ND n/a n/a ND
Chromium 100 0.685 ND n/a n/a ND n/a n/a ND
Cobalt No MCL 0.125 ND n/a n/a ND n/a n/a ND
Copper 1300 0.74 ND n/a n/a 23 0.22) 0.31) ND
Lead 15 0.225 ND n/a n/a ND n/a n/a ND
Nickel No MCL 1.1 ND n/a n/a 0.67 n/a n/a 0.481
Selenium 50 0.375 ND n/a n/a ND n/a n/a ND
Silver No MCL 0.165 ND n/a n/a ND n/a n/a ND
Thallium 2 0.075 ND n/a n/a ND n/a n/a ND
Vanadium No MCL 0.3 ND n/a n/a ND n/a n/a ND
Zinc No MCL 3.53 43 2.1 3.1 1.6 n/a n/a ND

J = This constituent was detected below the Practical Quantitation Limit. This may be considered a

trace detection, and the numerical concentration value should be considered an approximation.

ND = This constituent was not detected.

MCL = EPA Maximum Contaminant Level for drinking water
NO MCL = No MCL has been established for this constituent.

n/a = Constituent not analyzed.

* No statistical limit has been identified, due to too-few data.

6 Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) are from the EPA’s National Primary Drinking Water Regulations
(http://water.epa.gov/drink/contaminants/upload/mcl-2.pdf).
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Table 9
Reported Concentrations of Inorganic Constituents for MW-7 from
December 2015 Sampling Event.
All results are in ug/L (equivalent to ppb)

®
O t °

Statistical c S5 ¢ o= 3 -

. 7 o = a8 0 o O c O

Constituent | MCL Exceedance = =T = o S

.. s 0 Ax O N e o ©

Limit n © = o wn = = < 5

— + i o wn

T o N o Qo Do

m © © !} © <+ © AT}

~N 2 € =~ C o € o <

P S8 | a8 =38
Antimony 6 * ND | ND ND ND
Arsenic 10 * ND | 0.4] ND 0.44)
Barium 2000 * 23| 39 27 49
Beryllium 4 * ND | ND ND ND
Cadmium 5 * ND | ND ND ND
Chromium 100 * ND | 5.0 ND 0.98]
Cobalt No MCL * ND | 0.38] ND 0.32)
Copper 1300 * ND | 0.85] ND 1.1)
Lead 15 * ND | 0.5] ND 0.84)
Nickel No MCL * 0.35] 3.7 1.1 1.2
Selenium 50 * ND | ND ND ND
Silver No MCL * ND | ND ND ND
Thallium 2 * ND | ND ND ND
Vanadium No MCL * ND | 0.71] ND 0.871
Zinc No MCL * 29|26 0.64 4.5

J = This constituent was detected below the Practical Quantitation Limit. This may be considered a
trace detection, and the numerical concentration value should be considered an approximation.

ND = This constituent was not detected.

MCL = EPA Maximum Contaminant Level for drinking water

NO MCL = No MCL has been established for this constituent.

* No statistical limit has been identified, due to too-few data.

Volatile Organic Compounds.

No Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) were reported in any of the wells during this
sampling event.

7 Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) are from the EPA’s National Primary Drinking Water Regulations
(http://water.epa.gov/drink/contaminants/upload/mcl-2.pdf).
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Conclusion

All inorganic constituents were reported below their respective statistical limit and there
were no reported organic compounds in any of the wells for the December 2015
sampling event.

Groundwater contours indicate a gradient of 0.011 ft/ft approximately in a west-
northwesterly direction in the deep wells. Groundwater levels and the hydrographs from
the past measurement events appear to be consistent with a conceptual model of wells
with different completion depths in a single aquifer, with a component of vertical
gradient in the downward direction. This is indicative of an aquifer recharge zone
which seasonally receives a high volume of recharge. The hydrographs indicate that
the greatest rate of recharge occurs in the late spring, coinciding with high flows in
nearby Teton Creek.

The newest monitoring well, MW-8, was completed in November 2015; however, on
January 6, 2016, the portable 2” pump was unable to be inserted into the well deep
enough to reach groundwater. A groundwater level was able to be collected and the
water level meter was able to reach the total depth of the well. On January 14, 2016,
RMEA staff and Denning Well Drilling staff sent a camera down MW-8 and it appears
that the 2” PVC casing is bent above the screen (at approximately 80 feet). RMEA and
Denning Well Drilling are working to fix this problem as soon as possible.
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We appreciate the opportunity to sample these wells and provide this data report.
Please contact us if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Kathabyuars

Rachel J Wood, Staff Geologist

Reviewed by: John Rice, PG, President

Attachments: Figure 1, Location Map
Figure 2, Site Sketch
Figure 3, Groundwater Contours and Gradient
Monitor Well Sampling Log (12/18/2015 and 1/6/2016)
Laboratory Report, Quality Control Report and chain of custody
(12/18/2015)
Laboratory Report, Quality Control Report, and chain of custody for MW-7
(1/6/2016)
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Notice of Appeal

To the Teton County Address Committee:

A factual error occurred when my address was assigned. After trying to
discuss this problem with Rob Marin, Teton County GIS, he has repeatedly
denied any factual error or legal error in my address or in naming my
private drive and today, March 3, 2016, Rob Marin ordered me out of his
office leaving me no other choice but to appeal his opinion. A copy of his
final email to me is attached for review, with a discussion of his opinions
below.

The facts of this case are as follows:

1. If you agree that David Axelrod has a developable easement through my
place which | don't, 4750 W should not have been named because,
according to Title 13, a private drive/easement shall be named when it
services 2 or more structures/buildable lots and once my lane departs from
what the county has named 5500 S, that road surface only serves one
structure/lot, namely the Axelrod lot. Rob Marin denies this was a mistake.
Rob Marin suggests that the Millers or others have an interest in my
driveway which they do not. Rob Marin thinks that what a person’s legal
easement is does not matter, and that all that matters is where a the most
developed road leading to their house is. In fact and by Title 13, 4750 W
should not have been named. Rob Marin Denies this.

2. David Axelrod's developable easement is west from Cedron Rd at 5250
S. The mere fact that he has not improved this easement does not change
that it is his legal easement and that is where addressing should have been
drawn from. There are many people in Teton County who have not put a
roadbase surface on their driveway/easements but that doesn't mean that it
isn't their driveway/easement. Rob Marin denies that this is an issue. Rob
Marin thinks that where a person’s legal easement is does not matter, and
that all that matters is where a developed road leading to their house is.

3. | told Rob that | had divested myself completely of the Cedron Rd
easement and that legally | wanted my address to come off of my legal



easement from 4850 W which | have been using for years. Since | no
longer use the 5500 S easement as my legal and primary road, this leaves
David Axelrod’s house as the only house served by the 5500 S access
point and as such, the road should not be named because according to
Title 13, private drives/easements shall be named only if the easement
serves 2 or more build able lots or structures and the names that were
assigned to the private road (5500 S and 4750 W) should be removed. At
this point Rob Marin did not have an answer for me and angrily told me that
our meeting was over and that he was upset that | had been calling them
(he and Darryl Johnson) on the phone and accused me of "calling us
names" which when | asked him what name | had called him, he couldn't
think of one because | am simply not a name caller. Rob Marin needs to
understand that the citizens of Teton County pay his salary and that the
County is here to serve the citizens, not the other way around.

To briefly describe Rob Marin’s position lined out in the attached email, it
consists of his opinions that what are legal easements mean nothing to the
county when applying Title 13. The only thing that matters to Rob Marin is
where the easiest/most developed access point to a house is. His classic
line from paragraph 2 of his email is, "This is the practical reality, regardless
of what is a deeded easement or not.” Unfortunately for Rob Marin, we live
in a country of laws that everyone, including and especially county
employees, must abide by. To throw away the law for what Rob Marin
considers “practicality” is simply not acceptable.

Under Title 13 Section 10, “Appeals,” a process for appealing his faulty
decision starts with the addressing committee and this document is my
appeal under Title 13, Section 10.

Michael L Reid March 3, 2016



Rob Marin
9:21 AM (6 hours ago)

to me, Kathy

Mr. Reid,

| respectfully disagree with your interpretation of road-naming
conventions as applied to S 4750 W and W 5500 S. The road named
S 4750 W could provide access to structures on Axelrod’s property,
the Millers’ and even your property to the West, which is likely why
GIS named it some years ago (this was prior to my tenure at the
county). Will it likely ever serve more than that one residence? Maybe,
maybe not, but even if one were to follow your interpretation that S
4750 W is a “driveway” serving only one property, Axelrod would then
be addressed off of W 5500 S, same as you, so W 5500 S would still
be a named road (and we would sign it as we have, which seems to
be your main concern).

Regardless, the only physical access to both your house and
Axelrod’s is W 5500 S/ S 4750 W, which is what emergency services
would need to use, therefore we need to name / address these roads
the way they are. This is the practical reality, regardless of what is a
deeded easement or not.

Mike, | understand your privacy concerns, but please try to put
yourself in our shoes. The entire reasoning behind creating an
address system and installing street signs is to ensure public safety,
prompt emergency response and to facilitate wayfinding and
deliveries. If we start dropping or changing road names and removing
signs whenever local residents request / demand it, the system
disintegrates, and confusion increases. Eventually the county would



find itself at the sharp end of a lawsuit when emergency responders
fail to arrive at the scene of an accident, fire or criminal incident in a
timely manner. That is your tax dollar wasted, not to mention the
potential for needless tragedy.

| understand you spoke to the commissioners at morning mic
regarding your concerns about the road sign at the intersection of your
private road and the county right-of-way. What they subsequently
decided as a compromise was to add sign(s) to the street sign posts
(when requested) indicating no through road and/or public lands. This
should help minimize errant or random travel on dead-end private
roads.

If you disagree with the Public Work Director’s interpretation of Title
13, as well as mine and the commissioners’, | suggest you consult
Kathy Spitzer, the County Attorney (ph. 208-354-2990 ext. 340, email
kspitzer @co.teton.id.us). | don’t think | can provide a solution that will
be satisfactory to you. | would still be glad to meet with you, however |
doubt you will convince me to “un-name” your road.

Rob Marin

GIS Coordinator

Teton County, Idaho

150 Courthouse Drive Room 107
Driggs, ID 83422

ph. 208-354-2593 ext. 205

fax 208-354-8778

rmarin @co.teton.id.us
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From: Kathy Spitzer

To: Darryl Johnson; Rob Marin

Cc: Clay Smith; Holly Wolgamott
Subject: RE: Here is a copy of my appeal
Date: Thursday, March 03, 2016 6:04:23 PM

The ordinance requires appeals of addressing decision to go to the Addressing

Committee. However, from the language in Section 10 it does not appear that this
qualifies for an appeal. "No appeal will be heard in the cases where the aggrieved
part's address is ... being renumbered due to the fact that the dwelling should be
addressed to the nearest road providing access to the structure, whether public or
private, right-of-way or easement.”

Also, | assume his address has been off of 5500 for years? Or did we just change it?
I assume it has been addressed that way for years, and the road has been
designated as 5500 for years? Unfortunately, there is no appeal process for
complaining about a road sign being placed in the County right of way. And any
appeal regarding the new address or the road designation had to be made within 28
days of receiving the address (which should have been several years ago).

Kathy Spitzer

Teton County Prosecuting Attorney
230 N. Main St.

Driggs Idaho 83422

Ph: 208-354-2990
kspitzer@co.teton.id.us

This e-mail message from the Teton County Prosecutor's Office is intended only for named recipients. It contains information that may be
confidential, privileged, attorney work product, or otherwise exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you have received this message in error,
are not a named recipient, or are not the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to a named recipient, be advised that any review,
disclosure, use, dissemination, distribution, or reproduction of this message or its contents is strictly prohibited. Please notify us immediately at
208.354-2990 if you have received this message in error, and delete the message.

From: Darryl Johnson

Sent: Thursday, March 03, 2016 5:22 PM

To: Mike Reid; Rob Marin

Cc: Kathy Spitzer; Clay Smith; Holly Wolgamott
Subject: RE: Here is a copy of my appeal

Hello Mike:

| apologize for not being part of today’s conversation. | stopped by Rob’s office just after 1:00 and
you had not arrived yet. | expected you, Rob and | would have had a conversation but it doesn’t
sound like your discussion lasted very long. | did speak with Rob this morning and have to say |
share his reasoning given the current on the ground situation.

Moving forward. | am asking you to provide me some direction on your Notice of Appeal. We
currently do not have an active Address Committee but Title 13.2.D clearly states who said
committee should comprise of. | will reach out to our Attorney and Commissioners to get their
input on how they think we should proceed but wanted to give you the same opportunity. Would it
be your preference to have the County re-convene the Address Committee to rule on this matter,
would you like me to put you on the next BoCC Agenda to discuss with the commissioners or has
this become a legal matter in which case you will be dealing directly with Ms. Spitzer? | believe
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meeting with the BoCC is your most swift option. Unfortunately, | will be out of town for the next
meeting on 3/14 but we could put this issue on the 3/28 Public Works agenda. If you wish to pursue
the appeal through the BoCC, | would prepare a memorandum of findings stating what we have
discussed to date, attach your Notice of Appeal and provide my recommendation based on Title 13.

Please advise on how you would prefer to proceed. | will solicit the input of all County employees &
officials to see what their preference is.

One last note, in your notice of appeal you mention that you have divested yourself completely from
your Cedron Road access and have been accessing your land from 4850W ( | believe you are
referencing S4800W). Our most recent imagery does not show a road accessing your home off of
S4800W. Please let me know if you still wish to pursue accessing off of S4800W and divesting all
interest in accessing your property from Cedron Rd.

| will distribute your Notice of Appeal immediately and let you know as soon as | receive feedback

from others.
Regards;

Darryl Johnson, PE, PLS

Teton County Public Works Director
Office: 208-354-0245, Cell: 208-313-0245
djohnson@co.teton.id.us

f facebook

From: Mike Reid [mailto:paradisespringsfarm@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 03, 2016 4:14 PM
To: Darryl Johnson <djohnson@co.teton.id.us>; Rob Marin <rmarin@co.teton.id.us>

Subject: Here is a copy of my appeal

You'll receive hard copy tomorrow. No one could tell me what address to use for the Teton
County Addressing Committee, but Julie at the front desk of the courthouse told me to use
Darryl's address (room108) so I did. Please let me know if | have to send it somewhere else.

Mike
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FROM: Planning and Building Administrator
TO: Board of County Commissioners

RE: Planning & Building Department Update
MEETING: March 14, 2016

*Designates items where BoCC action is needed or potential action is possible

*Parcel Research:
Attached is a proposal for handling the inquiries moving forward. | have also attached the current Land Use
Services Assistant job description.

*Ordinance- Granting building permit eligibility of previously created parcels:

Attached is proposed ordinance for rectifying parcels that are currently out of compliance with our ordinance,
and need an official process to solidify their building rights. If the BoCC feels comfortable with this ordinance, it
will need public hearings with PZC and the BOCC, as well as a public hearing to set the fee this application (this
can be done at the same time we have a public hearing for the inquiry fee).

Recreation Planner:
Sven Taow has accepted the position as the Temporary Recreation Planner. He will start work for the
County on March 15,

*Weeds:

Attached is a draft MOU and pictures of the weed truck we talked about renting from Madison County. As we
discussed the options for a truck moving forward, it seems like renting a truck this season would be best, as
some local entities have mentioned they will be selling newer trucks with lower miles after this summer.

We have looked at researched and discussed if we should purchase a UTV or an ATV. There is a slightly higher
cost with a UTV, but they can carry more, are safer, and provide opportunity for a ride-along or training. Does
the BoCC have any thoughts on the matter? (We will return with 3 specific bids prior to purchasing one, per the
“Purchasing Policy”

*Summer Hours:

My department would like to transition to summer hours the first pay-period in May (starting May 7%"). We
would open the office at 8 am.

Amanda (weeds) would like to work 4-10’s for spraying purposes. The remaining staff would transition to the 9
hour work day with every Friday off (the office would be open every Friday).

The BoCC needs to approve my department utilizing summer hours.

Credit Card Payments:
My office has been working with the Treasurer to install software and obtain a credit card reading machine, so
that we can accept credit card payments for permits.

Housing Authority Advisory Committee:

Please see the attached memo for “criteria” for members of a volunteer committee to assist in the Housing
Authority RFP work, as well as two emails from Brittany Skelton —with the City of Victor and Doug Self- with the
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City of Driggs. Elected officials and staff are not specifically mentioned as my thought was that they would be
available to the consultants in addition to this volunteer committee.

Overnight Stay for Training:
| would like to attend the Idaho APA spring-mini conference in Boise, April 13'". (See attached flyer)
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FROM: Planning & Building Administrator Jason Boal
TO: Board of County Commissioners

RE: County Provided Property Inquiries
MEETING: March 14, 2016

| have been analyzing the time spent processing inquiries and what the most effect and efficient path moving forward
would be.

Current-
Inquiries-
e The average inquiry takes about 3.5 hours of staff time. The cost is roughly $120 per inquiry.
e Using the 3.6 hour average time, current staff has spent the following completing inquiries to date:
o] FY 2015
= 224 inquiries
=  Hours— 806 (20/52 work weeks)
* Cost to the County - $26,100
O FY 2016 (42% of fiscal year)
= 205 inquiries completed (20 remaining)
=  Hours — 738 (18.5/22 work weeks used on inquiries)
= Costto the County - $23,900
Fees-

We are not charging any fees to cover the cost of the inquiries.

Staffing-
At least three (3) staff members work on the inquiries: the Planner doing the research, the PT Clerk entering data

into the spreadsheet, and the Administrator providing interpretation/support and review. (The Prosecuting
Attorney and the Public Works Director/Engineer are often consulted when unique issues arise. This time is not
included)

Proposed-
Staffing-
Convert the PT Clerk to a full time Land Use Services Assistant. This would allow the cost to the County to decrease
and allow the Planner position to focus on Land Use applications and the Land Use Code.

Adding 32 hrs/week to the current 8hr/week position for the final 6 months of FY 2016 would cost approximately
$18,000 for salary and benefits (as of 3-7-2016).
In FY 2017 it would be an increase to the department budget of $34,000 (salary & benefits)

Fees-
1. Charging $150 per inquiry will cover the cost of staff time, supplies, and overhead for the inquiries.
2. Adding this fee would require a public hearing. | recommend scheduling the public hearing ASAP.
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Class Title: Land Use Services Assistant Pay Grade: 6

FLSA Designation: Covered Established: 5-10
Revised: 07-15

Class Summary/Primary Function

The primary functions of an employee in this class are to process, manage the issuance of, and maintain
building permits; process all claims and deposits while performing accounts payable and accounts receivable
functions for the Planning, Building & GIS Department; conduct research for planning and zoning projects;
process planning applications; respond to public records requests; and prepare packets for the Planning and
Zoning Commission and Board of Commissioners meetings. The Land Use Services Assistant provides
public assistance on department processes and procedures, permit fees and moderately difficult planning,
zoning, and building issues. The nature of the work requires the employee to be detail oriented with
excellent public relations skills in handling often disgruntled citizens. The work is performed under the direct
supervision of the Building Official and Planning Administrator. The principal duties of the position are
performed in a general office environment.

Essential Duties and Responsibilities (will vary by assignment)

o Prepares agendas, legal notices, public notices, and landowner notifications on time, accurately, neatly,
and conforming to local and state statutes;;

o Responsible for hard copy and electronic copies of the County’s land use plans, maps, and regulations;

Educates the public about County policy including plans, maps, permits and all applications and

regulations;

Ensures proper maintenance of all electronic and hard copy records relating to all departmental activities;

Administers fees related to land use applications;

Maintains the Planning Administrator’s and department calendar;

Posts hearing/meeting notices, agendas, and minutes to the county’s website; maintains department’s

page on website including applications, materials and ordinances to keep them current;

Compiles, retrieves, records, and enters information by hand or computer;

e Maintains working relationships with departments and agencies to coordinate functions;

Assists code enforcement personnel as needed to investigate or respond to complaints of code or permit

violations;

Generates and maintains budget records and reports;

Processes all claims for the department;

Prepares accurate and reliable information and documents;

Performs accounts payable and accounts receivable functions for the department;

Prepares monthly financial reports; prepares bills for payment; maintains monthly budget records and

reconciles records with printouts received from the Treasurer’s and Clerk’s offices; processes purchase

orders; records and processes all incoming monies;

e Reviews existing administrative procedures and initiates or recommends improvements;

o Utilizes mapping services for zoning issues, floodplain areas, physical addresses, etc.;

e Reviews construction plans to determine compliance with zoning regulations such as height
requirements, square footage requirements, setback and similar zoning compliance issues;

e Greets the public, responds to questions, and provides explanations to contractors, property owners and
the general public on code compliance, permit issues and planning and zoning issues, plans, maps, and
regulations; communicates with other departments;

Teton County Class Title:_Land Use Services Assistant
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Examines, processes, and manages the issuance of building permits and certificates of occupancy;
maintains permit files; collects fees; enters data into permit system; performs scanning of documents;
Manages digital permit database;

Researches latest permit software options and makes recommendations to the Board;

Manages petty cash and balances cash drawer;

Processes land split and boundary adjustment applications. Reviews plats, warranty deeds, and
supporting documents for accuracy. Researches recorded documents and Assessor’s records to verify
eligibility;

Reviews final submittals and then causes documents to be recorded,

Processes requests for public information; ensures requests are in correct written form; may perform
some research to provide adequate response;

Prepares packets for Planning and Zoning Commission hearings; coordinates public hearings; arranges
for legal and site notices, agenda postings, and landowner notifications;

Assembles materials for the Board of Commissioner hearings;

Conducts research for planning and zoning projects;

Follows up with developers and land owners when Department staff need additional information or to
notify them of meetings or hearings;

Maintains office supplies;

Performs time management and scheduling functions, meets deadlines, and prioritizes projects;

Operates standard office equipment and personal computer using program applications appropriate to
duties;

Communicates and coordinates regularly with appropriate others to maximize the effectiveness and
efficiency of departmental operations and activities;

Responds to citizens’, builders’, contractors’, applicants’, developers’, and agencies’ questions and
comments in a courteous and timely manner;

Performs all work duties and activities in accordance with County policies, procedures, and safety
practices.

Supervises the Permits & Records Technician.

Other Duties and Responsibilities

Performs other related duties as required.

Competency Requirements:

Knowledge of:

Basic planning and land use practices and procedures;

e Basic accounts payable and accounts receivable methods;

e General procedures relating to the gathering and analysis of data and the preparation of reports;

e Modern office practices, procedures and equipment;

e Operation of standard office equipment, including a personal computer and job-related software
applications;

e Customer service procedures and techniques;

e Local government operations, procedures, and departmental relationships;

e English grammar, spelling, punctuation, and composition.

Ability to:

o Clearly explain county planning and building functions and procedures;

e Prepare, review, and maintain accurate and reliable files, records, and correspondence, tracking follow-
up if required;

e Prepare and maintain detailed and accurate computerized and hard copy files;

e Maintain strict individual and transaction confidentiality and impartiality;

e Provide follow-up to department priorities and work assignments to ensure desired results and to
document actions;

Teton County Class Title:_Land Use Services Assistant
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Provide effective customer services and administrative support;

Conduct research on assigned projects;

Communicate effectively, both orally and in writing;

Work with diverse clientele, including the ability to diffuse tense situations;

Deal with all parties in all situations in a forthright, diplomatic and confidential manner;

Maintain effective working relationships with other County employees, supervisory personnel, state and
local elected officials and the public;

Perform multiple tasks simultaneously, including handling interruptions, then return to and complete
tasks in a timely manner;

Develop creative and effective resolutions to simple and complex problems;

Work independently and handle a variety of public interactions or situations with tact and diplomacy;
Respond courteously to customer inquiries, which are sometimes controversial or adversarial;

Maintain a professional demeanor during stressful situations;

Operate standard office equipment and a personal computer including program applications appropriate
to assigned duties;

Perform a wide variety of duties and responsibilities with accuracy and speed under the pressure of time-
sensitive deadlines;

Perform all work duties and activities in accordance with County policies, procedures and safety
practices;

Acceptable Experience and Training

High school diploma or GED, with additional coursework in administrative functions or planning
preferred; and

Three (3) years administrative experience in a planning or building office or other closely related field;
or

Any equivalent combination of experience and training that provides the knowledge and abilities
necessary to perform the duties of this job.

Specialized Licenses or Certifications

International Code Council Certification as Permit Technician
International Code Council Certification for Plan Reveiw
Valid Idaho Driver’s License

Essential Physical Abilities

Sufficient clarity of speech and hearing or other communication capabilities, with or without reasonable
accommodation, which permits the employee to understand verbal instructions and to communicate
effectively on the telephone and in person;

Sufficient visual acuity, with or without reasonable accommodation, which permits the employee to
comprehend written work instructions, prepare and review documents and process them in a prescribed
order, organize and maintain accurate files;

Sufficient manual dexterity, with or without reasonable accommaodation, which permits the employee to
operate standard office equipment;

Sufficient personal mobility, flexibility, and balance, with or without reasonable accommodation, which
permits the employee to lift or move objects that weigh up to 30 Ibs. and to work in an office
environment.

Jobs in this class require performing repetitive hand movement in gripping, fingering, and
hand/wrist/arm movements. Related job tasks may require walking, standing, climbing stairs, sitting,
lifting, stooping, squatting, kneeling, bending, crouching, pushing, grasping, and reaching.

Teton County Class Title:_Land Use Services Assistant
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ORDINANCE NO. 2015-9-11

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNTY OF TETON, STATE OF IDAHO, ADDING
TETON COUNTY CODE TITLE 9, CHAPTER 11 TO ADDRESS PREVIOUSLY
CREATED PARCELS THAT DID NOT FOLLOW THE LEGAL PROCESS AT THE
TIME OF CREATION TO QUALIFY FOR BUILDING PERMITS.

BE IT ORDAINED by the Board of County Commissioners of Teton County, Idaho that
Title 9, Chapter 11 of the Teton County Code shall be added as follows:

CHAPTER 11
GRANTING BUILDING PERMIT ELIGIBILITY OF PREVIOUSLY CREATED
PARCELS
SECTION:
9-11-1: APPLICABILITY
9-11-2: APPLICATION REQUIRED
9-11-3: PROCESS FOR APPROVAL
9-11-4: CRITERIA FOR APPROVAL
9-11-5: DENIAL OF APPLICATION
9-11-6: APPEAL OF FINAL DECISIONS
9-11-7: EXPIRATION OF THIS CODE SECTION

9-11-1: APPLICABILITY: This chapter is only applicable to parcels where the current
property owner desires to be recognized as a “legally designated lot” for building permit
purposes, as required in Teton County Code 8-3-5, and only applied to those parcels that
were created after June 14, 1999 either through: 1) a process outside of those identified in
the Teton County Title 9: Subdivision Regulations, 2) following a process in the Teton
County Title 9: Subdivision Regulations but not meeting the criteria of approval identified,
or 3) created through an agricultural only parcel process.

9-11-2: APPLICATION REQUIRED
Application: A property owner(s) of parcels identified through the Property Inquiry process
as not buildable due to the way they were created, must complete and submit the “Granting
Building Permit Eligibility of a Previously Created Parcel” application provided by the
Planning and Building Department. Application to this process does not guarantee
approval. In addition to the complete application form, the following is required:

1. Fees (Application and Survey/Plat review fee);

2. Narrative outlining how, when, and by whom the parcels were originally

created;
3. Approval letter from Eastern Idaho Public Health;
4. Approval letter from Teton County Fire District;



5. Acceptance letter from the city for sewer hookup, or from the providing
community, if applicable;
6. Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions, if being proposed;
7. Plat created by a surveyor, licensed in the State of Idaho which includes:
I.  Vicinity Map, Date of Survey, and North Arrow
ii.  Map scale adequate to depict all adjusted lots (show Bar Scale)
iii.  Legend with a description for all line weights and symbols used
iv.  All bearings and distances for all property lines. Include Basis of
Bearing and CP&F Reference
v.  All known easements shown with their instrument numbers
vi.  All existing physical access points shown

vii.  Legal access points shown or possibility for future County Road access
permits established
viii.  Property Legal Descriptions

ix.  Surveyor’s Certification — Signature block with statement
X.  County Treasurer’s Certification

xi.  County Assessor’s Certification

xii.  Easter ldaho Public Health Certification
xiii.  Teton County Board of County Commissioners Chair Certification
xiv.  Fire District — Signature block with approval statement

xv.  Certificate of Survey Review — Signature block with approval statement
xvi.  Owner’s Certificate — Signature block with approval statement. MUST

BE NOTARIZED

XVil. Recorder’s Certificate
Xviil. Certificate of Acceptance of Mortgagee, if applicable. MUST BE
NOTARIZED

9-11-3: PROCESS FOR APPROVAL: Property owners desiring to have their lots
recognized as a “legally designated lot” for building permit purposes must follow the
process outlined below:

A. Property Inquiry: A Property Inquiry Request must be submitted to Teton County
Planning and Building Department, and a Property Inquiry Results Letter must be
returned to the applicant prior to beginning this process.

B. Application: Once the Property Inquiry Results Letter is returned to the property
owners and verifies eligibility for this chapter, an application to the Planning and
Building Department can be made. A complete application including the items
listed in 9-11-2 must be submitted.

C. Staff Review: Any proposed application shall first be reviewed by the Planning
Administrator to determine if the application meets the criteria of this Chapter and
the intent of the Comprehensive Plan. The Planning Administrator has the
discretion to schedule a meeting with the applicant to review possible modifications
of the application. Once the Planning Administrator has reviewed the application
and finds it does or does not meet the criteria of this Chapter and the intent of the
Comprehensive Plan, a letter will be sent to the applicant outlining the findings. If
the application does meet the criteria of this section and the intent of the



Comprehensive Plan, it will be scheduled on the next available Board of County
Commissioner Agenda.

D. Board Review: The Board will review staff’s findings and the application during a
regularly schedule public meeting. The Board will approve, deny, or table the
application to another meeting if additional information is needed. Approvals will
only be granted if the application meets the criteria found in 9-11-4.

E. Survey Review: Once the Board has approved the application, the County Surveyor
will review the submitted plat. Any changes needed to the plat will be forwarded to
the applicant.

F. Recording: Once the plat has been reviewed and approved by the County Surveyor,
the following shall be submitted to the Teton County Planning and Building
Department for recording:

e Two mylar copies of the Final Plat with approval signatures
e At least one paper copy of the Final Plat with approval signatures (for the
applicant)
e Development Agreement, if required
¢ Final Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions
e DWG format of Final Plat on CD
The applicant is responsible for all recording fees required at the time of recording.

9-11-4: CRITERIA FOR APPROVAL.: The following criteria must be met in order for the
application to be approved by the Board.

A. The proposed lots must meet the minimum lot size of the underlying zone,
exclusive of any public dedicated easements or right-of-ways, either based
on the adopted requirements at the time of this application or the adopted
requirements at the time the parcels were created through one of the
processes identified in 9-11-1.

B. The proposed lots must have approved access.

C. There must have been a survey recorded with Teton County showing the
creation of the parcel(s) prior to 2010.

D. No more than two (2) buildable lots are being created.

9-11-5: DENIAL OF APPLICATION: If the application fails to meet the criteria identified
above, other remedies, such as a Full Plat Subdivision, may still remain available to the
property owner. Fees paid are not refundable if the application is denied.

9-11-6: APPEAL OF FINAL DECISIONS: Decisions of the Board of County
Commissioners are final. Applicants or affected property owners shall have no more than
14 days after the written decision is delivered to request reconsideration by the BoCC. If
still not satisfied with a decision of the Board of County Commissioners, one may pursue
appeals to District Court within 28 days of the written decision being delivered.

9-11-7: EXPIRATION OF THIS CODE SECTION: This code section and the ability to
utilize this process shall expire January 1, 2018.



Truck and Equipment Rental Agreement

This Truck and Equipment Rental Agreement is between Madison County Idaho
(Madison), and Teton County Idaho (Teton) is made and entered into this day of
, 2016.

WITNESSETH:

FOR AND IN CONSIDERATION of the mutual covenants contained herein,
Madison and Teton agree as follows:

1. USE OF VEHICLE:

Madison shall allow Teton to rent from Madison, the roadside truck and attached weed
spraying equipment which are pictured and more particularly described in the attached
Exhibit A (hereafter “the truck and equipment”).

2. TERM:

This is a month to month Agreement.

3. PAYMENT and OPTION TO PURCHASE

Teton shall pay Madison $250 per month for the use of the truck and equipment.

If at any time Teton decides to purchase the truck, Madison agrees to sell the truck for the
amount of $2500, minus the total amount paid to Madison for the rental of the truck and
equipment. This option to purchase may be exercised at any time prior to termination by
written notice from Teton to Madison.

4, TERMINATION

Either party can cancel this Agreement by giving the other party 30 days written notice.

If Madison cancels the Agreement, Teton may choose to exercise its option to purchase
so long as written notice is given prior to the end of the 30 day cancellation period.

S. MAINTENCE, INSURANCE AND LICENSES

Teton will pay the fuel and regular maintenance of the truck (oil change, fluids, etc.).
Major repairs will not be the responsibility of Teton.

Teton shall maintain insurance on the truck at all times during the term of this
Agreement, at its own expense, for the protection of Madison and Teton. If Madison

Truck and Equipment Rental Agreement
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deems it necessary to acquire additional insurance, Madison will have to do so at its own
expense.

6. NOTICE

All notices to be given by either party hereto to the other shall be dated from the time
such notice is deposited by certified or registered United States Mail, postage prepaid,
and addressed as follows:

To Teton: Planning and Zoning Administrator
150 Courthouse Dir,
Driggs, Idaho 83422

To Madison:

7. ASSIGNMENTS:

None of the agreements or understandings contained herein nor any interest herein may
be assigned voluntarily, involuntarily or by operation of law.

8. NO PARTNERSHIP:

Neither party shall by reason of this Agreement in any way or for any purpose, be or be
deemed to be a partner or joint venturer or agent of the other party.

9. AUTHORIZATION:

Each individual executing this Agreement in a representative capacity does thereby
represent and warrant to each other person so signing (and each other entity for which
another person may be signing) that he or she has been duly authorized to execute and
deliver this Agreement in the capacity and for the entity set forth where he or she signs.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties have executed this agreement the
day and year first above written.

"TETON" "MADISON"

By: By:
Bill Leake, Chairman Kimber Ricks, Chairman

Truck and Equipment Rental Agreement
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FROM:
TO:
RE:

Jason Boal, Teton County Planning & Building Administrator
Board of County Commissioners
“Make-up” of a Housing Authority Advisory Committee

| was asked to develop a recommendation for the make-up of an Advisory Committee to aid a consultant through
the process of developing program recommendations for an Affordable Housing Authority with the assistance of
Doug Self (Driggs) and Brittany Skelton (Victor).

| in correctly stated that the previously created Teton County Housing Authority (TCHA) identified specific criteria in
their by-laws for members of the Authority’s Board. As a starting point | researched Housing Authority bylaws and
documents throughout the country, which provided some good guidance.

REGIONAL HOUSING AUTHORITY WORKBOOK- Prepared by Healthy Mountain Communities for the City of Glenwood
Springs and the Department of Local Affairs, Colorado Heritage Planning Grant Program.

1.

Creating a Strong Steering Committee-
Your steering committee members are not only you the connection to local elected boards and affordable
housing organizations in your region; they are the foundation of your effort. You will need several elements to
ensure you have a strong steering committee, such as:
¢ Elected official representatives from each participating governments. They are busy, but without their
participation, the committee will be continually guessing what each board is thinking.
e Differing perspectives. Avoiding the diversity of opinions on affordable housing that exist in the general
public can create surprises for you later.
¢ Ongoing doses of community and political reality. Few people like taxes or another layer of government
bureaucracy. Make sure you are on task and target with the purpose and funding for the authority.
e Advocacy for the proposal. You can always use support from the steering committee when you present
the proposal to the elected boards

Board Structure: The Housing Trust Fund of Santa Clara County has a 23-member board. Local governments,
employers and non-profit entities make up one-third (each) of the board. This was initially done to assure equal
representation and because each of the three primary interest areas were not certain what the interests of each
member was with regard to the trust. While it is important to have broad representation on the board, for fund
raising and policy decisions, there has been some divisiveness as the group grapples with agreements regarding
priorities for the fund. Board members are appointed through a nominating committee of other board members
and fill vacancies left in one of the three primary interest areas with another member who represents that area.

Connecticut State Code-

3.

Municipalities or towns with five-member commissions must have at least one tenant as a commissioner. Seven-
member commissions must have at least two tenant members. But a tenant commissioner may not vote on any
matter concerning the establishment or revision of rent amounts in any housing that the authority owns or




manages. Tenant commissioners must have lived in housing authority housing for more than one year in order
to serve.

Wisconsin Association of Housing Authorities-A HANDBOOK FOR HOUSING AUTHORITY COMMISSIONERS

4, Qualifications

You should be chosen on the basis of your demonstrated ability to represent the community and for your
professional experience in housing and community development and redevelopment programs. You must also
be willing and able to devote the time and energy required to carry out the demands made on you.

Persons officially connected with a political party may not be appointed as Commissioners. Officials of the local
government may serve as Commissioners. However, no more than two such officials may serve. Wisconsin
Statute 946.13 contains provisions that bar appointment as a Commissioner of a person, who because of
business interests may find himself or herself in a position of conflict if appointed. (See the Section on Conflict of
Interest Statutes for further information on this issue).

Based on these and other sources we would recommend the following make-up for an advisory committee-

Seven members:

Representative of the tenants living in one of the affordable housing projects already in the County
Representative of the Employers in the Valley

Representative with Real Estate background

Representative with Finance background

Representative with Public Services background

Representative with Social Services background

Representative with a Non-Profit/fundraising background

When/if this advisory committee were to transition to a Housing Authority Board, this would make a seven member
committee as outlined in state code.

City of Driggs Recommendations-

RECOMMENDED QUALIFICATIONS (Ad Hoc Committee or Housing Authority)
Regardless of a Housing Authority's core programs, the desirable qualifications of the commissioners are: technical
knowledge in the professions surrounding the creation, transaction and management of housing:

e Finance
e Real Estate
e Housing Developer / Builder

as well as those affected by the lack of affordable housing:

e Public Service Agencies (schools, hospital, EMS, law enforcement); this generally represents the needs of all
employers

e Social Services Organization (representing those in critical need of housing)

e Latino Community (in order to address fair housing requirements, need to ensure there is representation by
allotting a specific seat)



Jason Boal

== Pt e =zt |
From: Brittany Skelton <brittanys@victorcityidaho.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2016 4:42 PM
To: Doug
Cc: Jason Boal
Subject: Re: Housing Advisory Committee Make-up

I agree that selection of the advisory committee should include discussion of interest and availability to serve on
the HA board once formed, to ensure there is continuity between the work done with the consultant and the
board that will be implementing the work plan. That continuity could be a majority or even 1 or 2 engaged,
dedicated members.

I also think that with housing being such a multi-faceted issue affecting people in so many ways, there will be a
lot of interest and passion compelling people to step forward and get involved. But because it is such a complex
and technical issue, without visible "wins" like breaking ground on a project early on, there is also potential for
burnout among the first wave of people who volunteer their time. Questions asked when vetting committee
members will help tease this out, but from my past experiences in housing it's a topic many want to chime in on,
but it's difficult to retain human capital for the long haul. I also expect that there may be qualified folks in the
community who have the expertise to be invaluable in developing the work plan, but may not have the time to
commit to serving long term, and so being able to pass the b<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>