
 
Teton County Idaho - Commissioners Meeting Agenda 

MONDAY, August 26, 2012 
LOCATION: 150 Courthouse Drive, Driggs, ID 83422 (208-354-8775) 

 
Individuals addressing the Board will approach the podium and state their name for the record. 
If you have handouts, please provide the Clerk or staff with that document in advance for copying. 

*** PLEASE SILENCE ALL CELL PHONES *** 
 
10:30 AM Meeting Called to Order – Commissioner Sid Kunz, acting Chair 

Pledge of Allegiance & amendments to agenda if any. 
 
Executive Session per IC § 67-2345 (1)(a) personnel 

11:30 “Open Mic” – Public Q & A  
(If no one volunteers to speak, the Board will conduct Administrative Business)   

 DEPARTMENT BUSINESS 
Public Works – Jay Mazalewski, Engineer 
 
Planning, Building & GIS – Staff 
1. Recreation & Public Access Master Plan – Doug Self 

a. Interagency Agreement & HDE Contract 
2. Planning & Building Staff Report & Application Requests 
3. Dave Hensel, PZC Chair letter of 8-14-2013 

1:00 EMS Study Results – Steering Committee 
(Kathy Rinaldi, Kent Wagener, Stephen Dietrich & Keith Gnagey) 

2:00 Public Hearings – FY 2014 Budget 
 2:00 – Teton County 
                       2:10 – Ambulance Service District 
                       2:20 – Mosquito Abatement District 

 Administrative Business will be dealt with as time permits 
• Approve Available Minutes 
• Discuss Correspondence & Sign Documents 

1.  Administrative Order – Gun Order for 7th Judicial District 
2. JPO Grant Request 

• Other Business 
1.   Facilities Management Memo 

a. Generator Inspection 
b. LEC Building 
c. Award Masonry Contract (12:15 or later) 

• Committee Reports 
• Claims 

 
Adjourn 

 
 

































































 

 

Dave Hensel 
PZC Chair 
Teton County, Id 
dhensel@silverstar.com 
208-709-7380 
8/14/13 
 
Dear Commissioners, 
 On your July 22, 2013 meeting your officially accepted the scope of work for Mr. 
Loosli’s work on the Teton County Development Code (TCDC).  Commissioner Kunz 
voted against the motion and stated he would bring in an amended time schedule on the 
8/12/13 BOCC meeting. 
 Mr. Loosli’s first deliverable was due on 8/1/13.  He did not produce the work 
required by the contract that the BOCC placed him under.  He is in breach of contract, 
stated simply. 
 
 It seems to me that you have a couple options: 
 

1. terminate Mr. Loosli’s contract and fire him, 
2. amend the contract and timeline, 
3. allow Mr. Loosli to continue to operate even though he is in breach of said 

contract and hope we catch up. 
 
 The timeline that the pzc put together in the “draft” scope of work we presented to 
you was not capricious or extraneous.  It was the result of many combined hours of 
experience, thought and discussion.   On the second meeting (a special meeting that the 
pzc members volunteered to attend) Mr. Loosli said he was comfortable with the 
agreement and the scheduling.  The timeline and schedule of deliverables is important!  If 
you are serious about getting an updated version of the TCDC done then you need to pay 
attention and focus on the process. 
 According to the recording of your 8/12/13 meeting and discussions with Mr. 
Loosli neither he, nor any member of the BOOC brought up why he failed to deliver, any 
new timeline or the TCDC process at all.  Instead, Mr. Loosli suggested going off in a 
different direction and to work on a short plat ordinance.  He was told to focus on that. 
One of the main points of discussion and agreement between Mr. Loosli and the pzc, in 
the 2 meetings we had together, was that we would proceed forward on rewriting the 
code in a systematic manner.   To continue to use the metaphor that the pzc and Mr. 
Loosli used in our discussions, we won’t talk about the color of the caboose before we 
decide on the width of the train tracks.  I will be extremely hesitant to put anything on the 
agenda that comes from Mr. Loosli that is outside of his scope of work, particularly when 
he is in breach of the contract.  The pzc absolutely does not want to approach this rewrite 
in some slipshod piecemeal fashion and then have to cobble everything together at the 
end. 
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 Mr. Loosli’s justification for this shift in attention was that he received a few 
phone calls from people who want to benefit from this short plat ordinance.    Is this 
seriously the procedure you want to establish as precedence for developing code?  If so I 
would suggest that in all fairness you establish a process to: 

1. inform the public of the new procedure (publish Mr. Loosli’s contact info, etc) 
2. establish a system by which Mr. Loosli identifies who he talked with, about 

what, how long, and how often. 
3. establish a system that is fair and transparent that will dictate how Mr. Loosli 

decides what to work on and what his determining criteria are.    
 
 A few short months ago Teton County had an experience, highly competent and 
efficient planning department.  Now partially through intent and partially through 
oversight Teton County has no planning staff.  I am totally confident in stating that if 
Angie and Kurt were still on board the county would be months ahead on producing a 
new TCDC.   But, for whatever reasons Teton County does not have a planning staff.  I, 
respectfully, wish to remind you all that the pzc is made up of unpaid volunteers, who 
must struggle with complex issues that don’t fall into simple black and white categories.  
 Despite the hard work and dedication of my fellow commissioners (as example 
each member of the pzc put in at least 4 hrs of meeting time each on the scope of work 
that Mr. Loosli is ignoring) the pzc is subject to continuing casual disrespect from both 
the BOCC and Mr. Loosli.   The pzc has no staff so someone should keep the pzc 
informed of decisions the BOCC makes concerning planning and zoning.  Things like 
adopting scopes of work, modifying scopes of work, priorities of the BOCC, staffing, etc.  
This doesn’t seem like too much to ask. 
 I am asking Dawn to make sure this letter gets in the public record so that if in 12 
months there is a lot of finger pointing about why the TCDC isn’t done and people start 
blaming the pzc for not meeting often enough I will be able to reference this letter. 
 Despite this rocky start I remain optimistic that the community, with the 
assistance of the pzc, the BOCC, code studios and Mr. Lossli, can come up with a TCDC 
that is fair and workable.  This is only going to happen if we establish procedures and 
timelines and adhere to them and respect one another. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Dave Hensel 
pzc chair 
  
 


















