
Twin Falls City Council
Agenda

Monday, August 13, 2018, 4:30 PM

203 Main Avenue East
Twin Falls, ID  83301

**Special Meeting Notice**

The Twin Falls City Council will meet at 4:30 P.M. to discuss the Council 
Chambers.

The regular meeting will begin at 5:00 P.M.

Members: Shawn Barigar, Suzanne Hawkins, Nikki Boyd, Chris Talkington, Gregory Lanting, 
Christopher Reid, Ruth Pierce

1) CALL MEETING TO ORDER/CONFIRMATION OF QUORUM 
 

2) PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 

3) PROCLAMATIONS: None 
 

4) GENERAL PUBLIC INPUT 
 

5) CONSENT CALENDAR 
 

  a) Request to approve the Accounts Payable for August 7 ‐ 13, 2018.

    Purpose: ACTION ITEM By: Melissa Eisenhower, Finance Clerk
 

  b) Request to approve the Final Plat for Addison Springs Subdivision a ZDA located at 2695 
Addison Ave. E.

    Purpose: ACTION ITEM By: Steve O'Connor, Planner
 

  c) Request to accept the Improvement Agreement for the purpose of developing Addison 
Springs Subdivision, a ZDA.

    Purpose: ACTION ITEM By: Troy Vitek, Assistant City Engineer
 

  d) Request to approve a Trust Agreement for Addison Springs Subdivision, a ZDA, placing Lots 
2, 3, 4, and 5; Block 1 in trust.

    Purpose: ACTION ITEM By: Troy Vitek, Assistant City Engineer
 

6) ITEMS OF CONSIDERATION 
 

  a) Request to confirm the appointment of seven members to the Fire Station Committee 

    Purpose: ACTION ITEM By: Shawn Barigar, Mayor
 



  b) Request to award a bid to M‐B Companies for a New Large Dump Truck and Plow Hitch for 
$258,097.28 Under FAA AIP Grant 41.

    Purpose: ACTION ITEM By: William Carberry, Airport Manager
 

  c) Request to award a bid to MiddleKauff Auto Mall for a New Light Truck, Snow Plow & 
Spreader for $75,191.00 Under FAA AIP Grant 41.

    Purpose: ACTION ITEM By: William Carberry, Airport Manager
 

  d) Request to award a bid for the the City of Twin Falls South Well #5.

    Purpose: ACTION ITEM By: Jon Caton, Public Works Director
 

  e) Request to approve a change order for the City Hall construction project regarding allowance 
and contingency reconciliation.

    Purpose: ACTION ITEM By: Mitch Humble, Deputy City Manager
 

  f) A presentation of the City of Twin Falls' Preliminary Budget for FY 2019.

    Purpose: Presentation By: Travis Rothweiler, City Manager
 

7) GENERAL INPUT/ADVISORY BOARD REPORT/ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 

8) PUBLIC HEARINGS: None 
 

9) ADJOURNMENT 
 

Any person(s) needing special accommodations to participate in the above‐noticed meeting could contact Leila Sanchez (208) 
735‐7287 at least two working days before the meeting.  Si desea esta información en español, llame Leila Sanchez (208) 735‐
7287.



Public Input Procedures

1. Individuals wishing to provide public input regarding matters relevant to the City of Twin Falls shall 
 wait to be recognized by the Mayor or Chairman
 approach the microphone/podium
 state their name, and whether they are a resident or property owner in the City of Twin Falls, and proceed 

with their input.
2. The Mayor or Chairman may limit input to no less than two (2) minutes. Individuals are not permitted to give their 

time to other speakers.

Public Hearing Procedures for Zoning Requests

1. Prior  to  opening  the  first  Public  Hearing  of  the  session,  the  Mayor  or  Chairman  shall  review  the  public  hearing 
procedures.

2. Individuals wishing to testify or speak before the City Council or Planning and Zoning shall wait to be recognized by 
the Mayor or Chairman,  approach  the microphone/podium,  state  their  name,  then proceed with  their  comments.  
Following their statements, they shall write their name and address on the record sheet(s) provided by the staff.  The 
staff shall make an audio recording of the Public Hearing.

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

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

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

5. A City Staff Report shall summarize the application and history of the request.
6. The  City  Council  or  Planning  &  Zoning  Commission may  ask  questions  of  staff  or  the  applicant  pertaining  to  the 

request.
7. The general public will then be given the opportunity to provide their testimony regarding the request.  The Mayor or 

Chairman may limit public testimony to no less than two (2) minutes per person.
 Five or more individuals, having received personal public notice of the application under consideration, may 

select by written petition, a spokesperson.  The written petition must be received at least 72 hours prior to 
the  hearing  and  must  be  granted  by  the Mayor  or  Chairman.   The  spokesperson  shall  be  limited  to  15 
minutes.  

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

 Following the Public Testimony, the applicant is permitted five (5) minutes to respond to Public Testimony.
8. Following the Public Testimony and Applicant’s response, the hearing shall continue.   The City Councilor Planning & 

Zoning Commission,  as  recognized by  the Mayor or Chairman,  shall  be allowed  to question  the Applicant,  Staff or 
anyone who has testified.  The Mayor or Chairman may again establish time limits.

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

*  Any  person  not  conforming  to  the  above  rules may  be  prohibited  from  speaking.   Persons  refusing  to  comply with  such 
prohibitions may be asked to leave the hearing and, thereafter removed from the room by order of the Mayor or Chairman.



Date: Monday, August 13, 2018
 

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 

From: Steve O'Connor, Planner
 

 

ACTION ITEM
 

Request:
Request to approve the Final Plat for Addison Springs Subdivision a ZDA located at 2695 Addison Ave. E.

 

Time Estimate:
Consent Calendar

 

Background:
This is a request to approve a Final Plat on property which is zoned C-1 & R-6 ZDA. The request is in 
conformance with City Code, the Addison Springs ZDA and the Comprehensive Plan.

 

Approval Process:
Final Plat approvals follow Twin Falls City Code 10-12-2.3 

A Preliminary Plat is reviewed and approved by the Planning and Zoning Commission. 
A Final Plat which is in substantial conformance to the preliminary plat is then submitted to City Council 
for approval.

 

Budget Impact:

 

Regulatory Impact:
N/A

 

History:
N/A

 

Analysis:
N/A

 

Conclusion:
Staff recommends the City Council approve the Final Plat for the Addison Springs Subdivision a ZDA, as 
presented and with the following condition: 
1. Subject to final technical review and amendments as required by building, engineering, fire and zoning 
officials to ensure compliance with all applicable city code requirements and standards.

 

Attachments:
1. 1 - Vicinity Map
2. Revised Final Plat Addison Springs Subdivision a ZDA
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Date: Monday, August 13, 2018
 

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 

From: Troy Vitek, Assistant City Engineer
 

 

ACTION ITEM
 

Request:
Request to accept the Improvement Agreement for the purpose of developing Addison Springs 
Subdivision, a ZDA.

 

Time Estimate:
N/A

 

Background:
Prior to development, an Improvement Agreement is required. The developer is meeting that 
requirement with this document.

 

Approval Process:
Accepting the Improvement Agreement allows the developer to develop the lots. After acceptance of 
utilities or a financial guarantee provided to the City, the lots can be sold.

 

Budget Impact:
There is no significant budget impact associated with the Council’s approval of this request.

 

Regulatory Impact:
Approval of this request will allow the applicant to proceed to develop the property.

 

History:
N/A

 

Analysis:
N/A

 

Conclusion:
Staff recommends that the Council approve the request and authorize the Mayor to sign the 
Improvement Agreement.

 

Attachments:
1. Addison Springs - Improvement Agreement







































Date: Monday, August 13, 2018
 

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 

From: Troy Vitek, Assistant City Engineer
 

 

ACTION ITEM
 

Request:
Request to approve a Trust Agreement for Addison Springs Subdivision, a ZDA, placing Lots 2, 3, 4, and 
5; Block 1 in trust.

 

Time Estimate:
N/A

 

Background:
 The Addison Springs Subdivision, a ZDA is located on the northeast corner of the intersection of Addison 
Avenue East and Carriage Lane North. The developer is requesting to place the aforementioned lots in 
trust in lieu of constructing the improvements or providing a financial guarantee.

 

Approval Process:
N/A

 

Budget Impact:
None

 

Regulatory Impact:
N/A

 

History:
N/A

 

Analysis:
N/A

 

Conclusion:
Staff recommends that the Council accept the agreement and authorize the Mayor to sign.

 

Attachments:
1. Addison Springs - Trust Agreement
2. Addison Springs - Final Plat
3. Addison Springs - Aerial Image



























Date: Monday, August 13, 2018
 

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 

From: Brian Pike, Deputy City Manager
 

 

ACTION ITEM
 

Request:
Request to confirm the appointment of seven members to the Fire Station Committee 

 

Time Estimate:
Presentation will take approximately 10 minutes.

 

Background:
In June, the Council approved the idea of creating a citizen lead Fire Station Committee (FSC) to provide a 
recommendation to the City Council regarding the programming solutions as brought forward by the Fire 
Station Programming Team.  The FSC will be composed of one Council member, one member from the 
Twin Falls Fire District and 
seven residents of Twin Falls.

The FSC will explore the feasibility of remodeling or building four fire stations in our community.  The FSC 
is expected to help lead the following initiatives: validate the programming solution as recommended by 
the Fire Station Programming Team, consider current locations of Fire Stations related to the 
recommendations and to help identify funding solutions for the project.

The City of Twin Falls requested interested citizens to send a resume to Chief Les Kenworthy and eleven 
individuals applied for the committee.  Mayor Bariger is recommending the following residents for 
appointment:

                Bob Charlton

                Taenia Hudson

                Debbie Dane

                Mat Morrison

                LeRoy Harcourt

                Todd Rambur

                Tami Gooding



 

Approval Process:
A simple majority will approve this request.

 

Budget Impact:
N/A

 

Regulatory Impact:
There is no regulatory impact associated with this request.

 

History:
N/A

 

Analysis:
N/A

 

Conclusion:
Staff recommends Council confirm the appointments.  Approval will allow staff to form the FSC and start 
the process.

 

Attachments:
1. FSC(a)
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Purpose
The primary goal of the Fire Station Committee (FSC) will be to provide a 
recommendation to the City Council regarding the programming solutions as 
recommended by the Fire Station Programing Team and to help identify possible 
funding solutions for the project.

The FSC will closely review information provided by city staff, consultants, and other 
individuals related to the project over the course of six meetings in August through 
October 2018.

Ground Rules
1.  Equal Voices.  Each member is an equal participant in the process and has equal 
opportunity to voice opinions and contribute ideas.  FSC members recognize the 
legitimacy of the interest, concerns and goals of others, whether or not they agree with 
them.

2.  Commitment to Learning.  FSC members are committed to making a special effort 
to listen carefully, ask pertinent questions, and educate themselves about the interests 
and needs of City residents.  They are responsible for keeping in mind the interests of 
all City of Twin Falls residents, even as they bring their own opinions to the table or 
represent specific interest of positions.

3.  Speak Up.  Members are encouraged to share their thinking out loud, to get all the 
group’s best thoughts out in the open to enrich the discussion; silence is agreement.

4. Keep an Open Mind.  FSC members are open to learning new information and 
considering perspectives different from their own.

5.  Ask Questions. Questions of clarification are encouraged.  Members should speak 
up if they feel there is any area of confusion or more information is needed.

6.  Speak for Oneself.  FSC members may bring input from others, but it is understood 
that each member speaks for her/himself.

7.  Civility, Courtesy and Respect.  FSC members commit to treating each other with 
civility, courtesy and respect so that meetings are comfortable for all.

8.  Stay on Track.  In light of the limited time available to complete its work, FSC 
members commit to making the concerted effort to focus on the topics under discussion 
and work towards consensus. 
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9.  Strive for Consensus.  In striving for consensus, FSC members commit to actively 
looking for ways to find agreement.

 Consider something that you may disagree with and consider “if” something 
changed how you might be able to move to consensus.

 Put another way, if a FSC member cannot live with the direction, she/he must 
offer an alternative.

10.  Share Information with the Broader Community.  FSC members are 
encouraged to discuss the Fire Station Project with City of Twin Falls residents outside 
of the FSC meetings, in order to share their knowledge and bring others’ opinions and 
perspectives back to the group.

11.  Civility in Community Conversations.  Each member who discusses the FSC’s 
work with the broader community commits to fostering conversations that share the 
same courteous, civil, and constructive tone as FSC meetings.

12.  No Surprises.  Out of respect for other FSC members, any member who plans to 
share information with the broader community that is unexpected should first inform 
her/his colleagues on the FSC.

13.  Attend Every Meeting.  Each member commits to attend all meetings.  
Alternatives are not being designated in this process.  If a member must miss part or all 
of a meeting, she/he is responsible for asking another committee member to represent 
her/his interest or position at the meeting.  The member may also submit written 
comments that will be shared with the group.

14.  Feedback Encouraged.  Members are welcome and encouraged to submit 
feedback to the facilitator or the City regarding the meetings, either after meetings or 
between them, via email or phone.

15.  Accountability.  Members of the FSC commit to helping hold each other 
accountable for following the Ground Rules.

Role of the Facilitator
The facilitator’s role is to keep the meeting running smoothly and on time, keep the 
discussion focused and the format interactive, and ensure the meetings following the 
Ground Rules outlined above.
The facilitator is a neutral party in FSC discussions.  She/he strives to help FSC 
members participate in the discussion and reach consensus if possible, without 
advocating for a specific outcome.
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The facilitator will write drafts of the FSC recommendations and provide a final version 
that is approved by the FSC to the City Manager.

Role of City Staff
Through the course of the FSC’s meetings, members will hear from City staff about the 
City’s budget, current fire stations condition, programing needs of the fire department, 
site proposals, architectural design and other details related to the project.  City staff will 
play an informational role but are not considered members of the FSC.  They will:

 Kick-off the first meeting with welcome and introductions
 Make presentations to the group, providing subject matter expertise, 

analysis and insight
 Answer questions submitted by FSC members during and in between 

meetings
 Encourage discussion of new ideas and suggestions by providing 

information and/or perspectives on City government 
 Help with flip-charting and note-taking at FSC meetings

Role of City Council
The City Council will appointed one of their members to serve on the FSC.  Oher 
members may elect to attend FSC meetings but will do so as observers rather than 
taking an active role.

Role of Observers
All Twin Falls city residents are welcome to attend and observe the FSC meetings.  
Their role is limited to observation; there will not be a public comment period.  
Observers are encouraged to provide comments to the members during breaks or 
outside of meetings.

We will also offer observers opportunities to put comments in writing.  If hearing from 
them during a meeting would benefit the FSC, the facilitator will call upon them to speak 
after receiving permission from the FSC members.  Observers need to abide by the 
committee’s Ground Rules.

Consensus and Recommendations
The FSC is expected to represent a wide range of citizen’s interests, perspectives, and 
opinions.  Decisions on recommendations will be made by the consensus of the group.  
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If some FSC members find they cannot support an emerging recommendation of the 
entire group, they are obligated to make their concerns known, and the rest of the group 
is obligate to listen with an interest in resolving them.  Everyone is excepted to work 
together to address the concerns, including asking the concerned party to clarify the 
underlying interests or discuss other dynamics that could be interfering with an 
agreement.  All parties are obligated to try to find an alternative that meets the interest 
of the concerned party as well as their own.

If it is not possible to reach consensus on particular recommendations, the potential 
options for resolving the issue will be documented and included in the FSC’s report as a 
minority opinion.

FSC Work Plan

Date and Time Topics



Date: Monday, August 13, 2018
 

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 

From: William Carberry, Airport Manager
 

 

ACTION ITEM
 

Request:
Request to award a bid to M-B Companies for a New Large Dump Truck and Plow Hitch for $258,097.28 
Under FAA AIP Grant 41.

 

Time Estimate:
The staff presentation will take approximately 2 minutes, with possibly additional time for questions.

 

Background:
In conjunction with FAA guidance, the Airport requested bids for a new large dump truck with plow 
mount (for an existing 22-foot airport plow). On June 20th, the airport received two bids for the 
equipment. Oshkosh Company bid $317,859.02, M-B Company bid $258,097.28 The Engineer’s estimate 
for the truck and plow mount was $275,600.00.

(See Attached JUB Bid report)
 

Approval Process:
A majority vote of the Council is needed to award the bid.

 

Budget Impact:

The airport will have funding to award the bid in this summer’s pending AIP 41 grant.  The local 6.25% 
local match is available in the airport FAA construction fund.

 

Regulatory Impact:
Approval of this request will continue to enable the airport to meet its obligation to maintain the 
equipment needed to perform snow and ice control at the airport.

 

History:
N/A

 

Analysis:
N/A

 

Conclusion:
Staff recommends that the Council approve the request to award the bid and contract to M-B 
Companies, for $258,097.28, contingent upon FAA funding, and authorize the mayor to sign the notice of 
award and contract.

 



Attachments:
1. SRE Dump Truck JUB Bid Rec 073018







Date: Monday, August 13, 2018
 

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 

From: William Carberry, Airport Manager
 

 

ACTION ITEM
 

Request:
Request to award a bid to MiddleKauff Auto Mall for a New Light Truck, Snow Plow & Spreader for 
$75,191.00 Under FAA AIP Grant 41.

 

Time Estimate:
The staff presentation will take approximately 2 minutes, with possibly additional time for questions.

 

Background:
In conjunction with FAA guidance, the Airport requested bids for a new light truck, equipped with a 9-
foot snowplow and a de-icing chemical spreader. After failing to receive any bids at the original bid 
opening in June, the equipment was rebid. On July 25th, a lone bid was received from MiddleKauff for 
$75,191.00. The Engineer’s estimate for the truck and equipment was $80,000.00.

(See JUB Bid Report)
 

Approval Process:
A majority vote of the Council is needed to award the bid.

 

Budget Impact:
The airport will have funding to award the bid in this summer’s pending AIP 41 grant.  The local 6.25% 
local match is available in the airport FAA construction fund.

 

Regulatory Impact:
Approval of this request will continue to enable the airport to meet its obligation to maintain the 
equipment needed to perform snow and ice control at the airport.

 

History:
N/A

 

Analysis:
N/A

 

Conclusion:
Staff recommends that the Council approve the request to award the bid and contract to MiddleKauff 
Auto Mall, for $75,191.00, contingent upon FAA funding, and authorize the mayor to sign the notice of 
award and contract.

 

Attachments:



1. SRE Light Truck JUB Bid Rec 073018







Date: Monday, August 13, 2018
 

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 

From: Jon Caton, Public Works Director
 

 

ACTION ITEM
 

Request:
Request to award a bid for the the City of Twin Falls South Well #5.

 

Time Estimate:
5-10 Minutes

 

Background:
The South Well #5 Development project has $750,000 budgeted for FY18.  The entire project includes 
upgrading the test well to a larger fully functional municipal well, mainline pipe installation, and a well 
house.  Some of the work will be performed in-house with city forces; primarily water main installation.  
The remainder of the work would be contracted.  The bid presented this evening from Apex Drilling LLC, 
includes the removal of the test well pump, upgrading the well casing, installing a new permanent pump, 
and performing pump testing.  The engineer's estimate was $192,244.00.  Because the project was 
estimated under $200k, Idaho Code 67-2805 allows the city to use the "informal" bid process which 
means a minimum of 3 contractors must be solicited for bids.  JUB Engineers designed and assisted with 
the bid process.  JUB solicited 10 different well drillers to submit a bid by July 27, 2018.  No bids were 
received.  Per Idaho Code 67-2805, Staff received approval from City Council on August 6, to negotiate 
the work on the open market without further competitive bidding.  With Fritz's and Staff approval, JUB 
moved forward and contacted 3 well drillers by telephone to solicit bids.  Apex drilling LLC was the only 
well driller to submit a bid to perform the work.  Their bid was $149,949.00.  JUB has reviewed the bid 
and has verified that it is in conformance and they have the appropriate bonding in place.  City Staff 
recommends awarding the project to Apex Drilling LLC.

 

Approval Process:
Requires Council Approval

 

Budget Impact:
This is a budgeted project, the engineer's estimate was $192,244 and the contractor's bid was $149,949.00.  Staff also requests Council to 
authorize a contingency budget of 15% ($22,492.35) for any unforeseen or unanticipated potential change orders.  Staff does not anticipate 
any change orders at this time.  (Total potential financial commitment $172,441.35)

 

Regulatory Impact:
NA



 

History:
NA

 

Analysis:
NA

 

Conclusion:
This is a budgeted project, the engineer's estimate is $192,244 and the contractor's bid was 
$149,949.00.  JUB has reviewed the bid documents and verified that it is in conformance with the 
appropriate bonding.  City Staff recommends Council award the "City of Twin Falls 2018 South Well #5 
Development" to Apex Drilling LLC in the amount of $149,949.00.  Staff requests Council to authorize a 
contingency budget of 15% ($22,492.35) for any unforeseen or unanticipated potential change orders.  
Staff does not anticipate any change orders at this time.  (Total potential financial commitment 
$172,441.35)

 

Attachments:
1. ApexDrilling Bid 07-31-2018-pm
2. TransLtr Jon Well Drilling Bid Results 2018-7-31
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\\Twinfiles\public\Projects\JUB\60-17-038 Twin Falls 2017 South Well #5\Text\Bid_Docs\South Well 5 Development Project\Bid and Award\Bid Tab - 2018 TF SW #5.xlsx

PROJECT: City of Twin Falls ENGINEERS: J-U-B Engineers, Inc.
2018 South Well #5 Development 115 Northstar Ave.

Twin Falls, Idaho  83301
BID DATE: July 31, 2018

BASE BID SCHEDULE
Apex Drilling

ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT Engineers Estimate Burley, ID

1 Mobilization/Demobilization (5% Max) 1 LS $9,150.00 $9,150.00 $6,500.00 $6,500.00

2 Remove and Dispose of Existing Annular Seal Casing (10" Diameter x 42' Length) 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $1,600.00 $1,600.00

3 Drill 24" Diameter Overbore for Annular Seal Placement 58 FT $375.00 $21,750.00 $288.00 $16,704.00

4 Install and Remove 24" Diameter Temporary Casing for Annular Seal 13 FT $75.00 $975.00 $50.00 $650.00

5 Install 20" Diameter Casing for Annular Seal 61 FT $75.00 $4,575.00 $125.00 $7,625.00

6 Annular Seal 58 FT $75.00 $4,350.00 $45.00 $2,610.00

7 Drill 20" Diameter Borehole 329 FT $300.00 $98,700.00 $240.00 $78,960.00

8 Install and Remove Temporary Pump 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $8,500.00 $8,500.00

9 Well Development 8 HR $350.00 $2,800.00 $400.00 $3,200.00

10 Initial Pump Test and Water Disposal (8-hr Step Drawdown Test, 24-hr Test) 32 HR $782.00 $25,024.00 $400.00 $12,800.00

11 Secondary Pump Test and Water Disposal 10 HR $782.00 $7,820.00 $500.00 $5,000.00

12 Well Disinfection and Bacteria Prevention 1 LS $2,800.00 $2,800.00 $3,000.00 $3,000.00

13 Wellhead Completion 1 LS $2,800.00 $2,800.00 $1,800.00 $1,800.00

14 Well CCTV Inspection 1 LS $1,500.00 $1,500.00 $1,000.00 $1,000.00

Total Bid - Base Bid Schedule: $192,244.00 $149,949.00

Notes:
1.  This table is a tabulation of the unit prices and total prices received 
     from Bidders during the bidding process.  It does not indicate nor 
     convey the responsiveness of the Bid.

2.  The highlighted cells denote that there was a mathematical error or
     omission in the written bid tab received from the Bidder.

PAY ITEM
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Base Bid Schedule
Public Works License - 

General Comments

1 Apex Drilling LLC x x x x x x $149,949.00 024275-C-4

A highlighted denotes that the bid item was incomplete, not included, or as otherwise noted in the Comments.

City of Twin Falls 2018 South Well #5 Development



Date: Monday, August 13, 2018
 

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council 
 

From: Mitch Humble, Deputy City Manager
 

 

ACTION ITEM
 

Request:
Request to approve a change order for the City Hall construction project regarding allowance and 
contingency reconciliation.

 

Time Estimate:
The presentation will take about five minutes.  Some additional time may be needed for discussion.

 

Background:
As the City Hall construction project nears completion, we have had time to put together a final 
accounting of the project finances. The approved construction cost for City Hall was $5,789,562.78. That 
cost included several items that were listed as allowances where the actual costs, once completed, came 
in under the allowance values. For example, brick restoration, asbestos abatement, wall graphics, and 
several other items all ended up costing less than anticipated. In total, these savings amount to 
$35,764.55.

The total construction cost also included $152,551 for contingency funding. Contingency funding is 
intended to cover unforeseen costs at the time of design that are discovered once construction is 
underway. For example, when installing the entry door toward the alley from the back of City Hall, crews 
were required to saw cut the concrete to make a clean connection because the existing concrete was 
more uneven than expected. The additional cost of saw cutting was paid for with contingency budget.

The City Hall project had several additional expenses that we would attribute to design errors, rather 
than simply being unforeseen construction expenses. For example, our structural engineer performed an 
initial inspection of the existing concrete pillars and beams in the building, and originally indicated that 
they were structurally sound as they existed. After the project was underway and bids had been 
awarded, the structural engineer re-evaluated the concrete beams and pillars and indicated that 
structural steel needed to be added to many of the beams and pillars to increase their strength. This kind 
of change is not an unforeseen expense, rather it is a design error.

Contingency funding is not intended to cover design errors. Instead, we should have approved a change 
order and added to the scope and cost of the project each time one of these design errors were found. 
Starr Corporation, the City's general contractor for the project, understood the City's expected schedule 
for the project. They also understood the process that a City needs to go through to have the Council 
approve a change to the scope and cost of the project. Therefore, Starr elected to pay for these design 
error fixes out of contingency funding along to way. They concluded that it was more important to keep 
on schedule than to stop several times along the way to adjust scope and cost. They decided that at the 
end of the project, we would put together a final accounting of contingency expenses, and see where the 
project closed before requesting a reconciliation change order, if needed.



Now that the project is near completion, we have that final contingency accounting. The contingency 
budget of $152,551 was overspent by about $98,000. Of that spending, about $118,000 of the total cost 
has been attributed to design errors, or expenses that should not have been attributed to contingency, 
but were in an effort to meet our schedule.

We believe that this amount for design errors is too high, and we have approached Hummel Architects to 
discuss this concern. Most of the design errors can be attributed to Hummel’s design sub-consultant, DC 
Engineering. DC performed all the structural, mechanical, plumbing, and electrical engineering work on 
the project. DC was retained by Hummel, without input from the City. We believe that DC and Hummel 
should be responsible for their design errors, and we have told them as much. Hummel considered our 
request, discussed it with DC, and then both declined to help cover the costs of the contingency overage 
attributed to design error fixes. We are troubled by their refusal to accept responsibility for their errors, 
we believe it reflects poorly on both Hummel and DC Engineering as consultants, and we intend to keep 
that in mind with future design consultant selection.

As a result of all these factors, Starr has prepared a contingency reconciliation change order for the City 
Hall project. That change order includes the $98,000 overage in contingency, but also includes several 
other line items that came in under budget. Those savings reduce the total contingency overage to 
$62,284.88. This amount reflects actual expenses that have been already paid. It is for work that should 
have been added to the project scope along the way, but in the interest of timely completion, was saved 
until the end.

 

Approval Process:
Approval of the request will require a simple majority vote of the Council.

 

Budget Impact:
Approval of this request will add $62,284.88 to the total project cost for the City Hall construction 
project. Staff had planned to pay for this increase with revenue received from the sale of the Hansen 
building. However, that auction process has closed, and the City did not receive any bids for the building. 
We have exhausted our State required public bidding process, and can now proceed to market and sell 
the Hansen building through any process we define. But, that will take additional time.

Since our City Hall project is nearing completion, we do not want to wait an undetermined amount of 
time for the sale of the Hansen building to close out our project with Starr Corporation. We would like to 
pay for the additional cost using cash reserves, and then refund the cash reserves when we do sell the 
Hansen building. We anticipate the sale of the Hansen building to generate more than enough revenue 
to cover this change order expense.

 

Regulatory Impact:
Should this request be approved, staff will sign the change order and make the payment to Starr 
Corporation for the reconciliation of the contingency spending on the City Hall construction project.

 

History:
N/A

 

Analysis:



N/A
 

Conclusion:
Staff recommends that the Council approve the change order as requested.

 

Attachments:
1. Contingency Reconciliation Change Order - City Hall



DocuSign Envelope ID: B4698F48-0FDD-442B-839C-9DCDE42F22E5

5/2/2018



DocuSign Envelope ID: B4698F48-0FDD-442B-839C-9DCDE42F22E5












	1) CALL MEETING TO ORDER/CONFIRMATION OF QUORUM
	2) PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
	3) PROCLAMATIONS:  None
	4) GENERAL PUBLIC INPUT
	5) CONSENT CALENDAR
	a) Request to approve the Accounts Payable for August
	b) Request to approve the Final Plat for Addison Spri
	Staff Report
	1 - Vicinity Map
	Revised Final Plat Addison Springs Subdivision a ZDA

	c) Consideration of a request to accept the Improveme
	Staff Report
	Addison Springs - Improvement Agreement

	d) Request to approve a Trust Agreement for Addison S
	Staff Report
	Addison Springs - Trust Agreement
	Addison Springs - Final Plat
	Addison Springs - Aerial Image


	6) ITEMS OF CONSIDERATION
	a) Request to confirm the appointment of seven member
	Staff Report
	FSC(a)

	b) Request to award a bid to M-B Companies for a New
	Staff Report
	SRE Dump Truck JUB Bid Rec 073018

	c) Request to award a bid to MiddleKauff Auto Mall fo
	Staff Report
	SRE Light Truck JUB Bid Rec 073018

	d) Request to award a bid for the the City of Twin Fa
	Staff Report
	ApexDrilling Bid 07-31-2018-pm
	TransLtr Jon Well Drilling Bid Results 2018-7-31

	e) Request to approve a change order for the City Hal
	Staff Report
	Contingency Reconciliation Change Order - City Hall

	f) A presentation of the City of Twin Falls' Prelimin
	Preliminary Budget for FY 2019


	7) GENERAL INPUT/ADVISORY BOARD REPORT/ANNOUNCEMENTS
	8) PUBLIC HEARINGS:  None
	9) ADJOURNMENT

