Lemhi County Planning & Zoning
200 Fulton St Suite #204
Salmon, Idaho 83467
(208) 756-6913 Ext. 263
Fax: (208) 756-6915
Email: teresa@lemhicountyidaho.org
Website: www.lemhicountyidaho.org

Date Received:tp / 5) | 5

THIS IS MY APPLICATION —

FOR:
Application Fee: $500.00 **
ﬁ( Large Scale (additional fees apply)

Development/Subdivision £ Wae /L#?f
0 Special Use Permit Payment Receipt #
0 Development Code Change
[ Other

LS

Property Owner Information

Name: ST EVIN + S4Nona G oiT

Physical Address; 28 5 9711 Ro4°

Mailing Address: ‘-

City: $AcAon State: = 2 Zip: B34¢ %

Phone: 75% * /362 Fax: Email:

Agent/Representative Information
(Owner must submit a signed release allowing agent/representative to represent their application)

Name: /l IHOoM AS T aYon PBA TAY s AT SvavEy/Ne

Physical Address: 3/ €& ALY MAN ST,
Mailing Address: 3¢ () ALL B ST

City: SALMo State: &L 9 Zip: 6396 7
Fax: Email: 7AYo MMT @ CCviyTEC,

Phone: 208 - Zgé'ggz/ INET

Project Site Information

Site Address: (if one has béen assigned) é S ?T/—{ Load SActon
Parcel #(s):__2Z) N Z2E Ol 00| i

(Please attach a separate sheet if additional room is needed)

Total Acres: [ f‘; A

Page 2 of 30



Subdivision Name: (if P40 F0S&7 3
applicable) (A BAIVISIoN Lot Block

0
Nature of Proposed How is property currently used: /4 MNvrn €
Activity, Z B uvilinrg LoT§
Is project located in a floodplain and/or floodway? Flood Zone:

Does any portion of the parcel to be developed have a slope in excess of
[5% Yes: NOLK

How are adjoining properties currently being used?

North: Sy LD tViSroK

East. Suds 2115 ont/ RES ¢ Dlue T rAL
South: BLm

West; YN EIYY

Are there any existing land uses in the general area similar to the proposed
use? [ 7% ‘LosTLY SubdtivViSroNS

On what street does the property have frontage? ? 74 5T,
Gravel )¢ Paving Other

This application has been filed out to the best of my knowledge. I understand that
additional fees will be charged and that the rvecord of decision will not be signed until all
fees have been paid.

ﬂ/ﬂﬁzﬂ— ¢/ s

) Signature of Applicant/Representative Date
{please attach Affidavit of Proprietary Interest)
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AFFIDAVIT OF PROPRIETARY INTEREST
STATE OF IDAHO )
) SS.
LEMHI COUNTY )
I, the undersigned, swear and verify the following statement to be true and correct:
1. Tacknowledge that as a prerequisite to the application I now submit to Lemhi County, I

must be the owner or authorized representative of the owner of the real property which is
the subject of the application;

2. Tnossess such pronrietary or representative interest, as a result of the following: (state
legal interest i property or relationship to the title hoider who must be identitied)

3. That the legal description of the legal property which is the subject of my application has
been attached as an exhibit to this affidavit;

4. T agree to indemnify, defend and hold Lemhi County and its employees harmless from
any claim or liability resulting from any dispute as to the statements contained herein or
as to the ownership of the property which is the subject of my application.

2015
s 5@71&}41/1, d[\/x( )//')")L

Signature

SUBSRIBED AND SWORN to before me the day and year first above written

Residing at M
Commission Expires /—}' :/% ! ZO[ {Q

bttt ity ittt et e s

LTI -CERISTYDETTIOE  §

NOTARY puBLIC  §
¥ STATEOFIDARO  §
4 %W@Cﬁq&)&ﬁ}o&f ol e ey B
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Review Agencies for Lemhi County Planning & Zoning

Project Name: .W\w\m\\c\nm %Q T

Parcel # 71

2

A

This document is intended to show that the applicant has communicated with your department. This is not intended for approval or denial.
If your agency does not have 2 comment please state so in the area listed “Comments”. If a further plan check is required please indicate so.

Agency Contact & Phone mnmumnﬁn Comments Further Plan Check Required
Agricultural Agent Shannon Williams 756-2815 ext. o y e ; o Z—"NO O YES
283 5 \f o A N Mok Aot
Airport Board Fred McDonald 940-1044 4 ecrnw Loy 3@1@ .th &~ NO O YES
Building Department Garv Goodman 756-6913 ext. 263 0 NO 0  YES
BLM Scott Feldhausen 756-5478 \/ sw....r\ e O~ NO O __YES
Centurylink (or phone | Arleigh Smith 208-478-3258 O NO O YES
provider in your area) o ;
County Treasurer Marv Ann Heiser 7562815 ext. 31 Y2390 (A ‘Bl 21001 B NO 0 YES
County Assessor Jenny Rosin 756-2815 ext. 235 M sl O NO ¥ VYES
County Road Supervisor | Kerry Chency 756-2861 W ey Dagrzs Fou e ere O NO O YES
D.EQ 208-528-2650 ; i O NO 0 YES
Dept Water Resources Dennis Dunn 208-525-7161 Fax O NO 0O YES
208-525-7177 1T
Emergency Services Janet Nelson 756-2815 ext. 266 ~1_ g7 “~ 0 NO O YES
Fire District The one in your arca A fan ¥ NO 0 YES
Fish & Game Tom Curet 756-2271 A fzmm (A7) O NO & YES
Forest Service Kimberly Nelson 756-5557 Y WD L & NO O YES
Health Department Glenn Hugunin 756-2123 (oot [~ pAeesS PYermit 0 _NO 0 YES
Historical Society Hope Benedict 756-4334 i i LRl A 7/ NO O YES
Idaho Power Bob Rubel 208-788-8015 o, O IO e T W S fMO Sesmwa Nl FTNO O YES
| Idaho Transportation Joan Burgert 208-745-5632 o O NO O YES
Dept
Imigation Entity The one in vour area o S O NO O YES
Lemhi County Sheriff | Lynn Bowerman 756-4201 S LG W, NO 0 YES
Library District Ramona Stauffer 756-2311 o 7S o 7 Gy T2 T e Pt Fo 7 B—NO 0 YES
Upper Salmon Basin Danicl Bertram 756-6322 — 0 NO 0O YES
Watershed
NMFS Chad Fealko 756-5105 — 1~ NO O__YES
School Superintendent | 756-4271 B _NO 0 YES
USDA/NRCS Mark Olson 756-3211 ext. 102 WA AA_, ) S — A __NO O YES
U.S Army Corps James Joyner/Rob Brochu 208-522- 0 NO 0 YES
1676/208-522-1645 _
Weed Superintendent Jeremy Varley 756-2815ext. 282 | ~2._» 25 NO 0 YES
Wild Land Urban Karin Drojevic 756-2815ext. 271 . . 7 . )\ - @_ NO O YES
Interface Y i dgagite Bt o i i
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Review Agencies for Lemhi County Planning & Zoning

Project Name: <> 7ZV/E RM.O rr

Parcel #

Zl ZZ

b

This document is intended to show that the applicant has communicated with your department. This is not intended for approval or denial.
If your agency does not have a comment please state so in the area listed “Comments”. If a further plan check is required please indicate so.

Agency Contact & Phone Signature Comments Further Plan Check Reguired

Agricuitural Agent Shannon Willinms 756-2815 ext. & ; i N0 O YES
283 S (P I SR iLD L P, el i tke s
Airport Board Fred McDonald 940-1044 TS o MES) 20 B~ NC 0 YES
Building Department Garv Goodman 756-6913 cxt. 263 P 0O NO 0 YES
BLM Scott Feldhausen 756-5478 ol i e B~ NO 0__YES
Centurylink (or phone Arleigh Smith 208-478-3258 0O WO 0 YES
| provider in your arca) 5
County Treasurer Marv Ann Heiser 756-2815 ext. 31 P n/vo (Amm/ A 220007 B NO 0 YES
County Assessor Jenmy Rosin 756-2815 ext. 235 Y yZay 0O NO O _YES
County Road Snpervisor | Kerry Chency 756-2861 B Jne, Negrs ToU e mre 0 NO 0 YES
D.EQ 2038-528-2650 ) £ 1 NO 0 YES
Dept Water Resources Dennis Dunn 208-525-7161 Fax 0 NO O YES
g 208-525-7177 T —
Emergency Services Jamet Nelson 756-2815 ext. 266 ~-__Jnf7 A i~ [ NO d YES
Fire District The one in your arca 1. Lo ™ ® NO 0 YES
Fish & Game Tom Caret 756-2271 At (L7 0 NO A YES
Forest Service Kimberly Nelson 756-5557 = &Y W AT K NO 0 YES
Health Depariment Glenn Hugunin 756-2123 : 0 __NO 0 YES
Historical Socicly Hopc Benediot 7564334 LT PR I/ NO O YES
Idaho Power Bob Rubel 208-788-8015 e e NP o Qe W e | et Mc&ﬂihh.n "W <l BT NO 0 VES
Idaho Tremsportation Joan Burgert 208-745-5632 o e ©lanned devalipment 5| W NO 0 YES
Dept - gg H.MW...__OAF\K on Yhe .mf&.h?ﬁ..&\:%ﬂ«m%ﬂ%‘
Imigation Entity The one in your arca ) o~ D " o No 0 YES
Lembhi County Sheriff | Lynn Bowerman 7564201 e o D ————— ¥ NO 0 YES
Library District Ramona Stauffer 756-2311 Ao v Sea s o T T B—NO O YES
Upper Salmon Basin Danicl Beriram 756-6322 \\V ?\ O NO O YES
Watershed b : —
NMFS Chad Fealko 756-5105 (Haeal 7 s I NO 0 _YES
School Supcrintendent | 756-4271 . e B N0 0 VES
USDA/NRCS Mark Olson 756-3211 ext. 102 AN Y A__NO O YES
U.S Army Corps James Joyner/Rob Brochu 208-522- 0 NO 0 YEs
1676/208-522-1645

Weed Superinlendent | Jeremy Varley 756-2815 ext. 282 O NO O__YES
Wild Land Urban Karin Drajevic 756-2815 ext. 271 |-~ . #_ NO 0 YES
Interface Y-y, = —
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Review Agencies for Lemhi County Planning & Zoning

Project Name: m.\\%\ V= %«v 5

Parcel #

71 Z2

&

This document is intended to show that the 2

pplicant has communicated with your department. This is not intended for approval or depial.

If your agency does not have 2 comment please state so in the area listed “Comments”. If a farther plan check is required please indicate so.

_Agency Contact & Phone Signature Comments Further Plan Check Required
Agricultural Agent Shannon Williams 756-2815 ext. | . . - NO 0O YES
283 AN o Mo Lo fdn
Airport Board Fred McDonald 940-1044 | TaaD i MES) 20 E— NO O VES
Building Department Garv Goodman 7566913 ext. 263 P O NO O_YES
BLM Scott Feldhausen 756-5473 Vo >— I~ NO O YES
Centurylink (or phone | Arleigh Smith 208-478-3258 O NO O YES
rovider in your arca) -
County Treasurer Marv Ann Heiser 756-2815 ext. 31 Um0 (Anm/ 2d 270007 B NO 0 YES
County Assessor Jenmy Rosin 756-2815 ext. 235 o p ol L y/p 0O NO O YES
County Road Supervisor | Kemy Cheney 756-2861 RN oo, Dsgrys For levrere 0_ NO 0 vES
DEQ 208-528-2650 Y\ & A =T NO 0 YES
Dept Water Resourees Dennis Dunn 208-525-7161 Fax , = | 0 NO g YES
9 208-525-7177 AT e S
Emergency Scrvices Janet Nelson 756-2815 ext. 266 N i O NO O YES
Fire District The one in your arca N ¥ NO O _YES
Fish & Game Tom Coret 756-2271 [ 0 NO &/ YES
Forest Service Kimberly Nelson 756-5557 LV D K No O YES
Health Department Glenn Hugunin 756-2123 & & O _NO 0 VYES
Historical Society Hope Beredict 7564334 inre 2ok . A L~ NO 0 YES
Idaho Power Bob Rubel 208-788-8015 T A N K =l fesmvn N<L e B NO 0 YES
| Idaho Transportation Joan Burgert 208-745-5632 T~ N —0O NO 0O YES
Dept
Imgation Enlity The onc in your arca 2 O NO 0 YES
Lembi County Sheriff | Lynn Bowerman 7564201 S o r————— B, NO O YES
Library District Ramona Stouffer 756-2311 o2, S a7 ric > e 7 8—NO 0 YES
U Salmon Basm Daniel Bertram 756-6322 , = g NO O YES
Watoeshed Hv»? —
NMFS Chad Fealko 756-5105 [T re £~ NO O VYES
School Supcrintendent | 756-4271 N, B NO 0O YES
USDA/NRCS Mark Olson 756-3211 ext. 102 ATV — A NO O YES
U.S Army Corps James Joyner/Rob Brochu 208-522- O NO 0O YES
1676/208-522-1645
Weed Superintendent Jeremy Varey 756-2815 ext. 282 O NO O YES
Wild Land Urban Kaorin Drojevic 756-2815 ext. 271 | __ 7 - - & NO O YES
Interface ) i A e
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Beview Acencies for Lembhi County Planping & Zoning
?ﬁﬁQZmEa . Nwﬁ.ﬁ\ \\.mx T Parcel # VS N A :
gw%ﬂﬂgﬂ is ﬁﬂﬁm& 3 show that the applicant has ggﬁ%&& with your w»wnﬂgr This is g»ﬁ»@w&&n m:. %3& or denial
L E—ﬁ w qugs gw mﬁ m@ﬁ @ﬁ rea gﬁea nﬁeﬁﬁgﬁs ﬂ. a gaﬂ ;ua annnwﬁ it _Kﬂ% EE&?%
ﬁ?ﬁu,@f 3 ; o e e o e
mgm gggu 3552815 el 3l
_ 7 _
Hirport Boaxd Fred MeDonald $40.1044 2]
Biiiding Depadtment Gy Gopdnn 7566913 ext, 263 [§]
BLyE . Scoit Fellivausen 756-5478 ¥
Cantarylink {or phone Arleigh Staith 208-478-3233 ; =7 il- 3
pasrriraiid i . 0= 157 OHUY Sasmad
Crfunty Troasorr Many Asta Beiser 7962813 exi, 231 \bibe Qi\ 2&%\ 5 MO 0 VES
Counly Assessor Tenny Rosm 756-2815 ext, 235 N 0 NO O YEE
County Road Supervisor | Kerry Clongy, 7960961 Lot o 13 1075 Q@.e \n}\h\,ﬂ\ g N0 0 ¥Es
DED 2iR528-1650 R 5 YES
Tept Water Resources | Denanis Ponm 2085297 161 Fax . 5 NO. a3 YES
_ 2RSS P R e _
Frwepiney Servicss Jonar Nelson 755-2815 ext, 266 /fq.LE. i }r?ili.. 0 NO O YFS
Exrs Diistrict The one iz yourarcn RN \vq%\? B WO 0 YES
Fish & Game. Tom Cuxet 156-2271 . iy 0 WO £ ViES
Forgss Service " Kimberiy Nelson 756-5557 A\ L7 %\ _ ® WO 0 viEs
Heolth Dopoctent | Gloon ¥ngenin 7562128 o MO o yEsS:
“Thsioriack-Societ Hope Banedict 9034 Aoop o fas s , RS WO o vEe
Tdako Fower . Bolr Robed 208-785-2015 g M A .ﬁuﬁ; ol wu,av.,, m.n..yﬂs?hr...rd R Jﬁ?ﬁ N0 AN
| Kaho Transportation Jozn: Burpert 2(FB~735-5632 T 1 OO 0 vy
Bopt
Trrigation Cnity The eng m your aren N . 0 NO o0 vEs
" Lémbi onnty Sherif | Lynn Bowerman, 75642501 I i _ B NGO 0 Yes
Librzery Bistrice Hniontst Stmaffer 756-2311 .&%3u..ﬁwx.(.,“_ﬁ\mwf.,‘x._.,ﬁf e Y g e B—"NOQ O &8
Unper Salmen Basin Daniel Bertah 756-6322 B _ 0 NOD O YRS
Watershed — ,
NFS Chind Fealko 756-5305  ETND 0 YES
Schoat Superintondent | 756-427] _ , W No 0_ves
TRDANRES "Wiark Olcon 756-3721 1 ext. 102 Q\ L4 <r(rf T M NO 0 YES
U Arory Corps Jamses Joyner/Rol Brachy 205-522- 0 NG O YES
, 1676/208:522-1 643
Wyed Superistendent Jeenyy Vadey 756-2815 oxt, 282 _ 0 NO 0 YES
Wiid Land Urban Korin Drmjovic 756-2818 et 270 | - 7 & A ) S 0 YES
Interface ] .\\w\w\ma\«\.\t L et ey,
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Print https:/fus-mg4.mail.yahoo.com/neo/launch?.rand=eavnsgemn8eia#7847...

Subject: Fwd: Large scale development review- Lemhi County - Gott 2 Lot Subdivision
From: taylor002@centurytel.net (taylor002@centurytel.net)
To: james.m joyner@usace.army.mil; taylormnt@yahoo.com;

Date: Thursday, June 4, 2015 10:35 AM

I lost some e-mails due to a computer problem so excuse me if T sent this prior.

e,

Please see attached.

Call or write if you have any questions.
Thank you,

Tom Taylor

taylormnt@centurytel.net
208-756-8321

lof 6/4/2015 10:37 AM




Print https://us-mgd.mail.yahoo.com/neo/launch? .rand=eavnsgemn8eia

Subject: Fwd: Large scale development review- Lemhi County - Gott 2 Lot Subdivision

From: taylor002@centurytel.net (taylor002@centurytel.net)

lo: Joan.burgert@itd.idaho.gov; teresa@iemnicountyidano.org;

Cu: tayionnni@yanov.cor, dennis.dunn@idwi.idaio.gov, \
Madan Thuiwrademis liwaa 4 ANA L ANON Al N ‘
M ALVG . IR RIE1] I.lu._y, (VLTI e 1Y FACEEVEN AV rararalill

Ulost some e-mails dne to a computer problem so excuse me if T sent this prior

Hello,

Please see attached.

Call OF WILLE 1L YOU Ve dly quesions.
Thank you,

Tom Tayior

taylormnt@centurytel.net
208-756-8321 |

1of1 6/4/2015 10:25 AM ‘



lofl

From

Emails (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Tom,

"Joyner, James M NWW" <James.M. Joyner@usace.army.mil>
To "taylormnt@centurytel.net"<taylormnt@centurytel.net>
Date Thu, 4 Jun 2015 21:49:26 +0000

https://webmail2.cochill. net/hwebmail/mail/message.php?index=15344

I received the four emails you sent. Please let me know if you need anything else.

James M. Joyner
5r. Reguiatory Project Manager

US Army Corps of Engineers
Walla Walla District

Idaho Falls Regulatory Office
900 N Skyline Drive, Suite A
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402
2G58-522-1676 (Tivice)
208-522-2994 (Fax)
james.m.joyner@usace.army.mil

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED

Caveats: NOM

6/8/2015 8:09 AM



hitps://webmail2.cochill nevhwebmail/mail/message.phpZindex=10138

Fwd: Large scale development review- Lemhi County - Gott 2 Lot Subdivision

From <taylor002@centurytet.net>
To <james.m.joyner@usace.army.mil>, "TaylorMT "<taytormnt@yahoo.com>
Date Thu, 04 Jun 2015 12:34:58 -0400
Attachments  Agrial & prefiminary Sub.pdf [ 6.31 MB], GOTT-Letter & Review.pdf [4.00 MB ]

I lost some e-mails due to a computer problem so excuse me if I sent this prior.

Heilo,

Please see attached.

Cali or write If you have any questions.
Thank you,

Tom Taylor

taylormnt@centurytel.net
208-756-8321

1ofl 6/8/2015 8:08 AM




6} n 2087 ' v&\ IDAHO DEFARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES Office Use Only
@ WELL DRILLER'S REPORT Well 1D No.
Inspeciad by

ELL TAG NO.D 10020915 /7 Twp — Rge 743“ —n
DRILLING PERMIT NO. Gt Long:
Water Right or Infection "eil No L e

12. WELL TESTS:
2, H - ]
2 OWNER Lipump  {lpaler Wi L Flowing Aresian
ame  Steve Gott Yiod gatimin i’ Drawdown Pumping Level Time

Address 1008 Gilmore Avenue " i 788 R
City State Zip Salmon, 1D 83467 s b :
3. LOCATION OF WELL by legal description L U
‘Township 21N Watertlemp cold Bottom hote temp  cold
Range 22E Water Quality test or comments clear
Saction & 14 SW 14 SW 1/4 Depth First Water Encouniered 175
Gov't Lol C .

L O[. 160 026 ounty LEMH;, 6 13 LfTHOLOGlC LOG (Describe repairs or abandorment) Water
alitvde 451026 Longitude -113544 ;F!om To | Remarks: Lilhology, Water Quality & Temperatura Y | N
Address of Well Site 1006 Gilmore Avenue  Salmon, |D 83467 . ma ; v
Sth Street Extended 12_ 0 2Topsoit L ] - H [;j
Lot Block Subdivision _ M2 tsoudes o |LiM
4, USE 121 15 22Bouklers R ,":—"J
- o e e 6] 23| "32Clay Sandy Rust_ £

i D H i — =
A et Lt oL e oS o 1y
. TYPE OF WORK . 6| 36] _54(Clay Sandy Brown W
] uwc,bja“malapp!y 6] 54 58[Clayslone Gray . {_! EV']
[ New Well {7 Modity {~| Abandonment | ] Other '8 560 66iCiay Sandy Brown R L] i
8, DRILL METHOD ~ 6| 66] 108/Ciaystone Hara Gray 1 v
Wi Air Rotary ¢+ i Mud Rotary ] Cable 1 (ther T 6 “io08f 115 O!aystone Hard Brown INRY:
7. SEALING PROCEDURE | o[ 115, 140Claystone Hard Light Brown T[] Wi
Seal Maleral From [Ta  jWeightivoloms. Seal pacenisnt mathod B 140 175 Clayslone Hard.Gray ] L] E‘f}
Benlonite dry granular | 0| 22, - Sacks _ [Overbore 1 | 6 175 162(Claystona Hard Light Gray bl L
— . - 6] 182] 196/Claystone Hard Gray ﬂ M
Was drive Shoe used Iy IN "Shoe Depth(s) 80 & 196| 222|Graval Camanted Gray R
Was dave shoe tested LY MIN How? 6 222 234 Cléysmiia Hard Gray I (R
8. CASING/LINER 6234 240 Claystone Hard Light Gray _—J L“E
Diamoler —|—F{om A“?EUIE&IEE“ Maledel  [Castyg Liner [Weided Thraadocﬂ _ .6 240! 265Claystone !'{ard Gray L1
o 6| o 80| ozsiStesl W LT WTT __..B 265] 272iClaystone Hard Brown il ]
o 451 28 - éaé R =2V7 U T & B B 8 272 280[Claystone Hard Gray . - Wl il
[ 6] 280] 268[Giayslone Hard Tan L
Length of headpig_e Length of tailpipe
Packer ]y i¥iN Type s B i
8.PERFORATIONS/SCREENS PACKER TYPE
Perforation method  Growarsaw | -
Screen Type & Methed of Installation
j-mm "[To Siol Size Ncirber iDam. alerial T Casng Linar I ——l Compleled Dep!h 268
~ 148] 288 01z5 {300 feve TN MY | Dateslated 77252006 Completed  7/27/2006
! 14. DRILLER'S CERTIFICATION
T T T T - T iWe cenify thal alf minimum well construction standards were complied with at
10‘ FIL?EI} E'_A_(.K o . ) the time the rig was removed,
oo Fleratonal | Trom | Yo | Weidwiid | iscmment Method ! Corapany Nam  Harber Drilling, mm Firm No. 0430
e e - - i T H 2 ] . o
S e Principat Drifler m ' Date 7/27/2006
11, STATIC WATER LEVEL and Be/ E Zﬁ - : : /
160 ft. balow land suface.  Artesian pressure i, Drilfer or Operator ii e ‘bb;/ f"’&—* pate “11251 IQL(
Depth flow encountered Ft. Describa access port or control devices: -
Qperaior | . i Date

sanitary weli seal

Principal Driller and Rig Operator Required.
Operator | must have signature of DrEler/Operator

FORWARD WHITE CCPY TO WATER RESOURCES




A

STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

WELL DRILLER’S REPORT

Slate law requlres that this report be filed with the Director, Depariment of Waler Resources

Thafqz
USE TYPEWRITER QR
BALLPOINT PEN

within 30 days after the completion or abandonment of the well.

3 Solvent Wald . O Cemented between strata

Describe access porl SQ/NC"U:Y\i wel \S*?‘\l

1. WELL OWNER 7. WATER LEVEL
Name 0(‘{ [N UM\_ Static water levet <3 ¢ 5—’_ feet balow land surface,
Flowing? [0 Yas  84°No G.RM. flow
Address Artesian closed-in pressure p.sl
Drilling Permit No. 7S~ AR E <« ORS -OCO) Controlied by: [ Valve O Cap
. Temparatura °F.  Quality G DO
Waler Right Permit No. soriba enusian or mperature Z0NES bW,
2, NATURE OF WORK 8. WELL TEST DATA
“New wall I Deepensd 3 Roplacoment 03 Pump {1 Baller Al a GCther
L) Well diameter Increase [J Moditication
£1 Abandoned (describe abandonment or modification procedures Diechargo G.RU. Pumging Level Hours Pumped
such ag linars, screen, materials, plug depths, ete. In Ithologic ) hax =
log, section 8.}
3. ::?VOSEI-) use 107750
Domestic O trrigation 3 Monlior 9. LUTHQLOGIC (OG -
0 Industrial 0 Stock [0 Wasts Disposal or Injection
0 Cther (spocify typo} ;::.Tmn% Material Y;:a':o
O 12 |V/epf Sorc P
4. METHOD DRILLED 22t [ AED B (DEES ~
otary Air £ Auger 01 Heverse fotary é 2 12X 1ol D _Cide s
01 Cable O Mug O Other it MM{MU (‘Add/ o
(backhos, hydraulic, etc.} 2SI | e N e Ao
o2 (75 .5’.2"0@94) Sty C' Ao [
6. WELL CONSTRUCTION RS e IT ) /{'(A'// <
Casing soh i B0 Loz ) ot =
g schedule: Stest O Congrete (O Other 0o | 22 Vil S dnpes (ol ‘;,
L Olameter rom T
%%mhes‘}ﬁ,lnches + L feot%met v VE0 GAry AAeD (VM L2
Inches inches resl faet Vigo Yy | L anav C{M ¥
inches inches feet foet vra RA” s
Was casing drfve shoe used? ©-V%es [ No : /'92 ; Lowa) SARE. 29
Was a packer of seal used? [ Yes [ Wo ¥E7 P2 oL —ﬂ
Pertorated? £ f AR, EYes 0O No 54w %ﬁ 266 (oL ?"‘ﬂ/ é- Yo
How porforated? [ Factory [ Knife , 1 Torch SGum 292 ALy s
Slze of parforation? !nches by inches R /| LIeL G‘ V/ {ong o
Hutnber 351320 -Dlﬁf < £ X
__7ZO perlorations - //@ faot _eS & E'D feet ?f{cz g;; (MF <
parforations feet foat 2 Q b
— . perlorations fast faot o 268 A0 @Pg & DAL Ao
Woell screen installad? T) Yes RbNo yd
Manufacturer Typo
Top Packer or Headpipe
Bottom of Talipipe
Diameter Slot size Set from____ fest to fes!
Diamster Stot size Set from fet to fost B
Gravel packed? 1 Yes [No O Size of gravel
Placed from . leet o feat
Surf?ssgeal depthzt_) l/ﬁazorial used in soal: {1 Cement grout | ek,
wt antonite (1 Puddling clay- - — [0 - -
- 8ealing procedure used: - - 3 Stuery pit- - - - -
0O Temp. surface casing grbore to seal de th
Method of joining casing: 1 Threaded elded

10.

Work started m

=7
6. LOCATION OF WELL

Sketch map location must agree with wiitten location.
T Subdivision Name
BN

Faf
Lot No. /
B
Address of Well Sile

Block No.
Gourty ___€&-

_&Jac__ltlfu %X"W\W\

{give at feast name of road)

SWuSW wsee_f T e 0

£ TNorw o

1.

DAILLER'S CERTIFICATION

IfWe certity thal all minimum well construction standards were

complied with at the time the rig was remaoved.

HARBER DRILLING COMPANY No
8 —Post-Ofiee-Box-—194 F

Firm Nam

Carmon Creek Road -
Address Y &3452.0

Signad by Drilling Supervisor
and
{Operator)

(If different than the Driling Supervisor)

USE ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY - FORWARD THE WHITE COPY TQO THE DEPARTMENT




TAYLOR MOUNTAIN SURVEYING
301 Waller Strect

Salmon, Idaho 83467
{208) 756-8321

3 SISTER’S SUBDIVISION

A portion of Government Lot 7, Section 6, T 21 N, R 22 E, Boise Meridian,
Lemhi County, Idaho, more particularly described as follows:

Commencing the West % Corner of said Section 6 run from which the Meander
Corner of said Section 6 and Section 1, T 21 N, R 21E bears S00°11°00”E, 2427.09 feet
the Basis of Bearing of this description run thence $00°11°00”E along the westerly line
of said Section 6, 1536.34 feet to the Point of Beginning:

Thence leaving said westerly line N89°49°00”E, 580.65 feet;

Thence S00°11°00”E, 782.67 feet to a point on the westerly bank of the Salmon
River;

Thence along the westerly bank of the Salmon River the following courses;

S48°32°08”W, 170.07 feet; S24°40°33”W, 213.30 feet; S05°45°317W, 75.14 feet
to a point on the southerly line of said Government Lot 7;

Thence leaving said westerly bank S87°50°09”W along said southerly line,
355.88 feet to the SW Corner of said Government Lot 7;
Thence N00°07°43”W along the westerly line of said Government Lot 7, 284.70 feet to
said Meander Corner of Sections 6 and 1;

Thence continuing along said westerly line NO0°11°00”W, 890.75 feet to the
Point of Beginning.

Said parcel contains 14.24 acres.




5/19/15 PMO100 - PARCEL MASTER INQUIRY 16:37:25

PARCEL: RP Z21N22E066001 A F12=RC F14=HO
F17=DD F19=SP F24=LD
LEGAL DESCRIPTION
GOTT, STEVEN R T-2298 LESS PEAK A VIEW SUB
& GOTT, SANDRA DEE 6 21 22
ProVal Area Number 2
28 S 9TH RD CODE AREA 21-0000 OWNER CD
PARC TYPE LOC CODE
SALMON 1D 83467 EFFDATE 4302008 EXPDATE
28 S STH RD 83467 PREV PARCEL RP21IN22E065401T
X for parcel comments B -
CAT/ST# RY QUANTITY UN VALUE HO MRKT HO EXMP CB MRKT OTHER
12 1 20612 11431 AC 102277 27105 13553
34 1 2012 30144 30144 15072
47 1 2012 21144 21144 10572
48 1 2012 87296 87296 43648
TOTALS 11431 240861 165689 82845
ENTER NEXT PARCEL NUMBER RP A
FKeys: F2=TX F3=Exit F5=85 F6=NM F7=LG

F8=CT F13=TM F18=HS F20=Srch F22=EU




Lemhi County Weed Control
200 Fulton Street, Suite 201
Salmon, ID 83467

Mr. Varley,

On my parcel of ground that I am applying for a two lot Subdivision located
in Section 6, T 2IN, R22E B.M. Lemhi County Idaho. I will comply with Lemhi County
weed control policies. As noxious weeds are located and identified they will be dealt with
by mechanical, herbicidal or biological agents or any combination of the above. If a large
infestation of noxious weeds starts to occur that I cannot control then a commercial
company will be hired to address the problem.

Steve Gott




3 SISITER’S SUBDIVISION

Page 1 of 2

Ch. 6 — Performance Standards

6.4, Water Quality: Development will comply with federal water quality regulations
6.5. Runoff and Erosion Conirol: As per code, a runoff and erosion control plan is not
required.

6.6. Wetlands: There are no wetlands in the area of development.

6.7. Stream Corridors: Project will meet code.

6.8. Floodplains: The area of development not fall in flood plain.

6.9. Slopes: No slopes exist in the area to be developed on this project exceed 30%.
6.10. Expansive Soils: Does not apply.

6.11. Wildfire Hazards: The area to be development is not in a forested area or an area of
brushy vegetation.

6.12. Air Quality: Air quality will not be adversely affected.

6.13. Nuisances: All applicable Requirements will be addressed in the deed restrictions
and restrictive covenants.

6.14. Hazardous Substances: No hazardous substances will be used or stored on site.
6.15. Livestock on Residential Lots: This will be addressed in the deed restrictions and
restrictive covenants.

6.16. Protecting Irrigation Systems: No irrigation ditches or systems exist on this
project.

6.17. Land use Compatibility Factors: The area consists of a mix of Residential and
open “Agricultural lands”.

6.18. Connections: Existing roads are the access to this project, 9" Street and Gott Lane.
No new roads will be constructed.

6.19. Signs: will comply with the detail performance standards of Appendix A.

6.20. Salvage and Junk Yards: Does not apply.

6.21. Safe Access: Access as described above will meet application requirements.
6.22. Access to Arterials: Shall conform.

6.23. Alternate points of Access: Does not apply.

6.24. Roads: As stated above existing roads are in place for this project.

6.25. Off-Street parking and Loading Areas: Will meet code.

6.26. Utilities: Will meet code.

6.27. Individual Water Supplies: Proposed private wells.

6.28. Onsite Sewage Disposal: Proposed private septic systems.

6.29. Private utilities: Adequate easements will be provided.

6.30. Construction in Utility Easements: No building will be allowed in utility
easements or irrigation easements other than driveways and Parking.

6.31. Public access: Does not apply.

6.32. Fire Protection: Project is in the Lemhi County Fire protection district.

6.33, Additional Facilities Needs: No additional study is required, as per code.
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Ch. 7 — Performance Standards

7.3. Profecting Irrigation systems: All irrigation ditches will have adequate easements:
7.4. Fencing/ Stock Driveways: Shall conform,

7.5. Protecting Productive Lands: Does not apply.

7.6. Limiting Conflict with Mining Operations: Does not apply.

7.7. Limiting Conflict with Logging Operations: Does not apply.

7.8. Farm Roads in Riparian Areas: Does not apply.

7.9. Large Scale Developments locations: Does not apply.

7.10. Airport Zoning District: Does not apply.

7.11. Area of City Impact: Shall conform.

Ch. 186 — Additional Performance Standards

10.2. Plat is Required for AH Land Divisions: Shall conform.

10.3. Additional Platting Requirements: Shall conform.

10.4. Subdivision and Manufactured Home Park Design: Does not apply.

10.5. Solar Access in Subdivisions: Shall conform.

10.6. Subdivision of Irrigated Lands: Does not apply.

10.7. Subdivision of Mineral Lands: Does not apply.

10.8. Subdivision Improvements: This subdivision will comply with the performance
standards.

10.9. Manufactured Home Park Operation: Does not apply.

10.10. Manufactured Home/Recreational Park Improvements: Does not apply.

Appendix D

This project is using well established existing roads — no new roads are being developed.
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Part of

Government Lot 7, Section 6, T. 21 N., R. 22 E., BM
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3 Sister’s Subdivision
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Government Lot 7, Section 6, 7. 21 N., K. 22 E., BM

Lemhi County, Idaho.
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Area of Concern — Three Sister's Subdivision (Gott)

Agricultural Preservation

Score

Site Score

Explanation

1. Proposed developments that are within Area of City Impact are
considered to have a minimal effect on agriculture.

0

0

2. Proposed developments or associated improvements that
predominately border land defined as agricultural are considered to
have an adverse impact on agriculture

10

0

3. Proposed developments or associated improvements that are
located on prime agricultural land or farmland of statewide importance
as defined by the NRCS are considered to have an adverse impact on
agriculture.

20

Total Score: 0

| Agricultural Preservation Mitigating Conditions

Score

Site Score

Explanation

1. Prime agricultural lands on adjacent properties may be protected by
establishing a 50 foot open space buffer between any structures and
adjacent prime agricultural lands.

0

2. Prime agricultural lands located on the site shall be protected from
adverse impacts if at least 60% of the entire property, not including
any undeveloped portions of individual development lots, is
maintained as open space.

a) Open space shall consist primarily of lands designated as prime
agricultural lands

b) Open space areas shall be clustered so that they abut neighboring
open lands, wherever possible.

c) Open space is protected through a conservation easement.

3. Open space contains dedicated parkland, wildiife, river, and stream
buffers, and up to 1/3 of open space areas may be used for
community water and community wastewater systems (Hillsides with
slopes greater than 30% must be subtracted from the total amount of
required open space)

-10

4. Cluster development on non-prime ag land

-10
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Agricultural Preservation Mitigating Conditions-Continued

| Score

| Site Score |

Explanation

OR:

5, Proposed developments provide own mitigation plan (must be
approved by County) for adverse impacts to agriculture including
specified design features and utilizing resource specific best
management practices and some or all of the factors listed above.

Up to
-30

0

8. The developer may submit a Development Engineering Report
(DER) showing technical information that shows mitigation or
evidence of the lack of need to mitigate certain environmental and
physical factors.

Up to
-30

Total Mitigating Score : 0

Overall Score: 0
(Initial Score Minus Mitigating Score)

Agricuitural Water Systems/Irrigation

Score

Site Score

Explanation

1. Proposed developments located on land without agricultural water
user facilities or adjoining an agricultural water use facility are
considered to have minimal impact on agricuitural

0

2. Proposed developments located on land with agricultural water user
facilities or adjoining an agricultural water use facility or have the
potential to be irrigated are considered to have an adverse impact on
agricultural water user facilities and fish screens.

10

3. Proposed developments that involve the abandonment or transfer
of water rights from the property being subdivided, or that involve the
abandonment or removal of agricultural water user facilities are
considered to have an adverse impact on agricultural water user
facilities

20

4. Proposed developments or associated improvements that will alter
access or maintenance of agricultural water user facilities are
considered to have an adverse impact on agricultural water user
facilities.

10

5. Proposed developments or associated improvements that will
diminish the movement or availability of water are considered to have
an adverse impact on agricultural water user facilities

30

Total Score: 0
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Agricultural Water User Facilities Mitigating Conditions

Score

Site Score

Explanation

1. Ditch easements may be established in locations of appropriate
topographic characteristics and sufficient width, to allow the physical
placement and unobstructed maintenance of open ditches or
underground pipelines for the delivery of water for irrigation to persons
and lands legally entitled to the water under an appropriated water
right or permit of an irrigation district or other private or public entity
formed to provide for the use of the water right

-10

0

2. Where the average lot size is 1 acre or less, the developer may
provide for disclosure, that adequately notifies potential buyers of lots
that are classified as irrigated land and may continue to be assessed
for irrigation water delivery even though the water may not be
deliverable

3. The developer may, unless otherwise provided for under separate
written agreement or filed easement, file and record ditch easements
for unobstructed use and maintenance of existing water delivery
ditches, pipelines, and facilities in the development that are necessary
to convey water through the subdivision to lands adjacent to or
beyond the development boundaries in quantities and in a manner
that are consistent with historic and legal rights

-10

OR:

4. Proposed developments may mitigate for adverse impacts to
agricultural water facilities through a pre-approved mitigation plan
including specified design features and utilizing resource specific best
management practices and some or all of the factors listed above.

Up to
-70

5. The developer may submit a Development Engineering Report
(DER) showing technical information that shows mitigation or
evidence of the lack of need to mitigate certain environmental and
physical factors.

Up to
-70

Total Mitigating Score : 0

Overall Score: 0
{Initial Score Minus Mitigating Score)
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Natural Environment

Score

Site Score

Explanation

1. Proposed developments that are within the Area of City Impact and
will use existing water and/or sewer utilities are considered to have a
minimal impact on the natural environment except as otherwise
provided in condition directly below this

0

2. Proposed developments or associated improvements that are
located on land having evidence of soils with building or site
development limitations or are proposed on slopes greater than 30
percent, are considered to have an adverse impact on the natural
environment.

20

3. Proposed developments or associated improvements that are in
locations with riparian areas, rivers, streams, lakes, wetlands,
floodplains or floodways, or other natural surface waters are
considered to have an adverse impact on the natural environment.

20

The property borders the Salmon
River but due to terrain, no
development will take place there.

Total Score: 0

Natural Environment Mitigating Conditions

Score

Site Score

Explanation

1. All structures and roads meet the applicable setback standard (i.e.,
distance from the ordinary high water mark of the water body and
any structures) and vegetated buffer standard, in which existing
native species may not be removed. Setback distances shall be
measured from the ordinary high water mark of the water body and
no structure shall be allowed within the minimum setback area:

a. Class 1 stream: Seventy five foot (75') setback
b. Class 2 stream: Fifty foot (50") setback.
¢. Class 3 stream: Thirty foot (30") setback

0

The property borders the Salmon
River but due to terrain, no
development will take place there.

2. Developments may consider natural drainage patterns for surface
waters including, stormwater runoff. Minimum stormwater standards
should consider:
a. Peak-post development stormwater flows
b. Mitigation of the impacts of increased runoff due to development
¢. maximization of infiltration and minimize runoff from developed
protection plan
d. Facilitation of groundwater recharge
e. Protection of groundwater quality
A plan for handling the stormwater runoff may be submitted
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Natural Environment Mitigating Conditions- Continued

Score

Site Score

Explanation

3. Developments located in areas of soils with building or site
development limitations, or slopes greater than 30%, may provide
engineering reports submitted by an Idaho licensed professional
engineer showing mitigation measures for each limiting factor

0

OR:

4. Proposed developments may mitigate for adverse impacts the
natural environment through a pre-approved mitigation plan including
specified design features and utilizing resource specific best
management practices and some or all of the factors listed above.

Up to
-40

5. The developer may submit a Development Engineering Report
(DER) showing technical information that shows mitigation or
evidence of the lack of need to mitigate certain environmental and
physical factors.

Up to
-40

Total Mitigating Score : 0

Overall Score: 0
{Initial Score Minus Mitigating Score}

Ground Water Quality

Score

Site Score

Explanation

1. Proposed developments that are within the Area of City Impact and
are connected to existing central water and sewer utilities are
considered to have a minimal impact on ground water quality

0

2. Proposed developments that are within the Area of City Impact and
are not connected to existing central water and sewer utilities are
considered to have an adverse impact on ground water quality

30

30

3. Proposed developments outside of the Area of City Impact that are
not connected to existing utilities are considered to have an adverse
impact on ground water quality

10

4. Proposed developments located within a floodplain are considered
to have an adverse impact on ground water quality.

10

The property borders the Salmon
River but due to terrain, no
development will take place there.

5. Proposed developments that are associated with high risk soils are
considered to have an adverse impact on ground water quality

20
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Total Score: 30

Ground Water Quality Mitigating Conditions

Score

Site Score

Explanation

1. Proposed developments with soil limitations (nutrient and/or
pathogen contamination, shallow soils, high permeability, shallow
ground water or fractured bedrock) provide an approved Nutrient
Pathogen Evaluation as required by the ldaho Department of
Environmental Quality (DEQ) demonstrating that the proposed on-site
wastewater treatment system(s) will not degrade ground water or
surface water quality beyond existing background levels

-20

0

OR:

2. Proposed developments may mitigate for adverse impacts to
ground water quality through a pre-approved mitigation plan including
specified design features and utilizing resource specific best
management practices and some or all of the factors listed above.

Up to
-70

3. The developer may submit a Development Engineering Report
(DER) showing technical information that shows mitigation or
evidence of the lack of need to mitigate certain environmental and
physical factors. _

Up to
-70

Totai Mitigating Score: 0

Overall Score: 30
{Initial Score Minus Mitigating Score)

Public Health and Safety

Score

Site Score

Explanation

1. Proposed developments that are within the Area of City Impact,
and/or where existing police, fire and emergency services can
respond within 10 minutes or 90% of all emergencies are likely to
have a minimal impact on public health and safety

0

2. Proposed developments located outside of areas where police, fire
and emergency services are not able to respond within 10 minutes for
90% of all emergencies are considered to have an adverse impact on
public health and safety.

3. Proposed developments or associated improvements that are
attributed with land conditions that may be detrimental to public health
such as landslides, mine tailings, subsidence or other features with
severe development limitations, are considered to have an adverse
impact on public health and safety

10

10

Landslides did occur in the past
due to irrigation. Irrigation above
this parcel has changed and is no
longer flood irrigated.
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Public Health and Safety- Continued

Score

Site Score

Explanation

4. Proposed developments or associated improvements that are
located within the floodplain as defined by Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) are considered to have an adverse
impact on public health and safety

10

0

The property borders the Salmon
River but due to terrain, no
development will take place there.

5. Proposed developments or associated improvements that are
located within the Wildiand Urban Interface (WUI) boundary are
considered to have an adverse impact on public health and safety

10

6. Proposed developments that do not show evidence of adequate
water supply are considered to have an adverse impact on public
health and safety

30

See well logs.

7. Proposed development of the water supply systems has an adverse
impact on any existing senior water rights

20

Total Score: 10

Public Health and Safety Mitigating Conditions

Score

Site Score

Explanation

1. On proposed developments that are not located within 10 minutes
of emergency services, for 90% of all emergencies that might take
place, the developer discloses on the plat to potential buyers

| regarding these limitations

0

2. Any residence located within the WUI boundary, follows guidelines
provided by wildland fire management agencies for defensible space
and safe building practices

3. Proposed development provides substantial and credible evidence
to support that the cumulative impact of all water supply systems will
not harm any existing senior water rights

-20

The proposed development is on
the lowest portion of a large
bench. There are no lands below
this property that could be
developed.

4. Land with conditions that may be detrimental to the health, safety or
general welfare of existing or future residents because of potential
hazards such as landslides, mine tailings, subsidence, or other
features with severe development limitations may not be developed
for building or residential purposes unless the hazards or other

-20

Landslides did occur in the past
due to irrigation. Irrigation above
this parcel has changed and is no
longer flood irrigated

Page 7 of 13




establishment of a 50 foot open space buffer (or a buffer
recommended by a public wildlife and/or fish agency) between any
habitable structures and any critical fish and wildlife habitat and
corridors

Fish, Wildlife and Habitat Mitigating Conditions-Continued

Site Score

Explanation

2. Proposed developments located within established wildlife travel
corridors - mitigate for migration of wildlife.

0

3. Submission of a plan that accommodates wildlife “friendly” fencing,
clustering of homes, and minimizing road obstacles

0

4. Loss of riparian habitat can lead to increased water temperatures,
bank instability, increased winter icing, noxious weeds and increased
soil erosion. Developer agrees, to the greatest extent possible, to
leave riparian areas intact and allowed to function naturally

-10

The property borders the Salmon
River but due to terrain, no
development will take place there.

5. Preservation of critical habitat

-10

OR:

6. Proposed developments may further mitigate for adverse impacts to
wildlife and wildlife habitat through a pre-approved mitigation plan
including specified design features and utilizing resource specific best
management practices and some or all of the factors listed above.

Up to
-45

7. The developer may submit a Development Engineering Report
(DER) showing technical information that shows mitigation or
evidence of the lack of need to mitigate certain environmental and
physical factors.

Up to
-45

Total Mitigating Score: 0

Overall Score: 0
(initial Score Minus Mitigating Score)

Transportation System/Access Management

Score

Site Score

Explanation

1. Proposed developments that are contiguous to or within the Area of
City Impact and provide safe and adequate access fo existing road
networks are considered to have minimal impact on the overall
transportation system except as otherwise provided in listings 4 and 5
below.

0

2. Proposed development or associated improvements that would
require adoption or maintenance by the county are considered to have
an adverse impact on the overall tfransportation system

20
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3. Proposed developments or associated improvements that require
new access o State Highways 93 or 28 are considered to have an
adverse impact on the overall transportation system

20

0

Transportation System/Access Management-Continued

Score

Site Score

Explanation

4, Proposed developments or associated improvements that maintain
private, unpaved road systems are considered to have an adverse
impact on the overall transportation system.

10

0

5. Proposed developments or associated improvements on ground
that abuts public land that would prohibit or restrict current or existing
access to public lands are considered to have an adverse impact on
the overall transportation system

25

Total Score: 0

Transportation System/Access Management Mitigating
Conditions

Score

Site Score

Explanation

1. Developer submits a transportation plan that, whenever feasible,
connects all streets and alleys to other streets within the
neighborhood/development and connect to existing or projected
through streets, as part of an interconnected street network, outside of
the development

-15

2. If safe and adequate access cannot be provided or maintained
within the traffic impact area, the developer proposes to either
construct the necessary improvements to ensure safe and adequate
access or provide payment in lieu to the applicable department to
cover the costs of the constructing the improvements.

3. Proposed developments adjacent to public lands provides access
through easement to existing and established public trails and road
systems in coordination with the public land management agency

-15

4. Development proposals may include consideration for reducing
dependence on motorized transportation. Pedestrian walkways, and
trail systems should be implemented with consideration for
connectivity to the overall non-motorized transportation system within
Lemhi County
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5. Willingness of developer to establish access to public lands
where no access currently exists with approval of affected
agency

-15

OR:

Transportation System/Access Management Mitigating
Conditions- Continued

Score

Site Score

Explanation

6. Proposed developments may mitigate for adverse impacts to the
local transportation system through a pre-approved mitigation plan
including specified design features and utilizing resource specific best
management practices and some or all of the factors listed above.

Up to
-75

7. The developer may submit a Development Engineering Report
(DER) showing technical information that shows mitigation or
evidence of the lack of need to mitigate certain environmental and
physical factors.

Up to
-75

Total Mitigating Score: 0

Overall Score:__ 0
(Initial Score Minus Mitigating Score)

Cultural and Historic Preservation

Score

Site Score

Explanation

1. Proposed developments that are located in an area without known
or documented historical significance are considered to have minimal
impact on cultural/historic preservation

0

2. Propesed developments or associated improvements that are on
land with historical, cultural, archeological, or paleontogical features
are considered to have an adverse impact on cultural/historic
preservation

10

Total Score: 0

Cultural and Historic Preservation Mitigating Conditions

Score

Site Score

Explanation

1. Developments within known areas of cultural significance may
mitigate for impacts to this resource by conducting an approved
cultural inventory and buffering any resources identified by this
inventory

0

OR:

2. Proposed developments may mitigate for adverse impacts cultural
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and historic preservation through pre-approved mitigation plan Up to
including specified design features and utilizing resource specific best 10
management practices and some or all of the factors listed above.

Cultural and Historic Preservation Mitigating Conditions- Score Site Score Explanation
Continued

3. The developer may submit a Development Engineering Report 0

(DER) showing technical information that shows mitigation or Up to

evidence of the lack of need to mitigate certain environmental and 10

physical factors.

Total Mitigating Score: 0

Overall Score: 0
(Initial Score Minus Mitigating Score)

LESA SCORING

Total Existing Condition Score: 40
Total Mitigation Score: -10
Total LESA Score: 30

(A total of vour combined Overall Scores)

Final Score — The development application will be scored and development potential will be determined on the following scale:

1. Score 0 to 35- Best suited for development

2. Score 36 to 60- Moderately suited for development
3. Score 61 to 85- Least suited for development

4. Score Over 85- Very limited development potential

Note: If any single category receives a mitigated score over 30 the land will also be deemed as having very limited
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development potential. The Commission will have the authority to alter evaluation and assessment criteria if they deem that
special circumstances exist
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