BEFORE THE BOARD OF BINGHAM COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

In regards to: The Request for Reconsideration in regards to the Appeal Meeting on the Conditional
Use Permit Application for a Private Outdoor Gun Range in an “A” Agriculture Zoning District.

Board of County Commissioners Reconsideration Meeting Date: November 13, 2025

Property Owners: Jeff & Julie Krueger

REQUESTED ACTION: The request for reconsideration was submitted on October 20, 2025 by
Perschon Farms, LLC and a second request for reconsideration was submitted on October 20, 2025
by Charlie Cook and Barry Sorensen, Managers of the Sundown Ranch-Land LLC.

Prior to the meeting, the Board of County Commissioners reviewed the two (2} filed Motion for
Reconsideration documents and materials submitted by the Appellants, as listed above, along with
the Staff Report and all supplemental maps, notices and other materials.

REASON

Chairman Manwaring explained that there are three outcomes that could occur, which are to affirm,
reverse or modify the previous decision made by the Board. Chairman Manwaring stated in order
to reverse or modify the decision, both of the following two requirements need to be met, which
arc as follows:

1) The Board finds that the substantial right of the party asking for the reconsideration has
been prejudiced.

Chairman Manwaring stated that he could confirm that requirement was met due to his concern of
safety issue and concerns for the citizens of Bingham County.

Commissioner Jackson stated the safety of both sides is a concern to him and the end of the
shooting range while daily work or checking the cattle or having children playing within the area.
Commissioner Jackson stated that in reading the testimony from those that are asking for the
reconsideration, it does restrict their enjoyment and affect their safety. Commissioner Jackson
stated to Mr, Krueger’s own admission, the property values will decrease next to a shooting range.
Therefore, he would agree that this requirement has been met.

Commissioner Jensen stated that in reviewing the motion’s filed, he felt that the Board discussed
things thoroughly and equally for both parties. Therefore, he does not feel that either party had
been prejudiced.

Chairman Manwaring stated that as two (2) commissioners agreed that the first requirement had
been met, discussion could occur in regards to the second requirement, which is as follows:

2) The Board finds that the following has occurred:
a. The underlying decision is in violation or in excess of constitutional or statutory
authority; OR
b. The decision from the last meeting was made by an unlawful procedure; and
c. The last decision was not supported by substantial evidence; and
d. The decision was arbitrary, capricious or an abuse of discretion.
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Chairman Manwaring stated in reviewing the four options and could agree that the last decision
was arbitrary, capricious or an abuse of discretion because in reviewing the application and in
reference to safety measures that were taken, he took it for granted and after reviewing the
information further, there are issues and although those issues were addressed by the Applicant,
there should have been conditions put in place in order to be sure those are followed. If not, the
Conditional Use Permit could be revoked.

Commissioner Jackson stated that he does not believe the requirements had been made for the
second requirement.

Commissioner Jensen asked that the statements that the Applicant submitted documentation in
preparing for the Conditional Use Permit and if those documents go into the record and are those
safety measure stated on the record to be followed, wherein Tiffany Olsen, Planning &
Development Director, stated that the Board had previously instituted six (6) conditions on the
approval and because the Applicants statements within the application were not referenced in those
conditions, it would be an effort of good faith for the Applicant to follow what was stated on the
record outside of those placed conditions, If the Board would like those to be enforceable
conditions that would be overseen by Plamning & Development, those would need to be included
within the decision.

Commissioner Jensen stated he was under the assumption when the first decision was made, that
what the Applicants stated on the record that they would do, were things that they would need to
abide by and stated that he agreed that further conditions should be placed.

Mr. Rogers confirmed with Commissioner Jensen that he believes that the second requirement had
been met, wherein Commissioner Jensen stated that was correct and he feels that neither party was
prejudiced but if proceeding according to discussion, further conditions need to be placed in order
for the Applicants to follow,

Mr. Rogers asked Comumissioner Jensen if he thought that without those conditions placed, if the
individuals who filed the Motion for Reconsideration would be able to safely enjoy, use and own
their property, to which Commissioner Jensen stated that he does not feel that either party were
prejudiced and the Board went by the facts that were provided but as Chairman Manwaring stated
the need to have the conditions is important. Commissioner Jensen stated that he feels where there
is ammunition fired throughout the desert, granted this is different, but he does believe that they
could be as safe there as a stray bullet being shot from another place. Therefore, he does feel that
they are able to safely enjoy and use their property.

Chairman Manwaring stated after reviewing the initial decision and other information further,
conditions need to be placed to be certain they are being followed rather than just stated on the
record by the Applicant and if those conditions are not followed, the Conditional Use Permit could
be revoked. Chairman Manwaring reiterated that the biggest concern is the safety of the citizens
and therefore, he is in favor of modifying the previous decision in order to add additional
conditions.

Commissioner Jackson stated it comes down to if the Board decision adversely negatively affect
a persons substantial and legally protected interest in their ownership of property next to the range
or their use. To him it does affect their ownership because it will decrease their property values,
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the use will be affected as individuals will not want to train horses or checking cattle when shooting
is occurring and their enjoyment will be affected as he is not sure how anyone can enjoy being
outside working with cattle or ground with loud noises going off at the same time.

Chairman Manwaring stated the previous decision as based on the information that was provided
to the Board. There was hear say in regards to property values but there was no proof.
Commissioner Jackson added that Mr. Krueger stated that there has been a survey done showing
that property values are affected. Chairman Manwaring stated that was the statement made by Mr.
Krueger but there were no facts behind the statement.

Commissioner Jensen stated that he would be in favor of modifying the previous decision to
increase the conditions placed, due to believing statements that were made by Mr. Krueger were
to be required but were not.

Commissioner Jackson asked whose property rights have the most value? Someone who just
moved in and purchased property recently or someone who has property that they have owned for
a long time. Chairman Manwaring stated in his mind everyone has their own property rights but
believes this is a personal opinion. Commissioner Jensen stated that everyone has their property
rights and he does not know if that varies.

Chairman Manwaring reviewed the potential conditions that he would like to add on top of the
conditions that had previously been placed, which are that Mr, Krueger’s safety plan be
implemented including the conditions that he stated within the Application, the recommendation
of signage from the Sheriffs Deputies, at least a five (5) foot high and eight (8) foot wide berm on
each side from the first shooting station to the end of the range, that the neighbors be contacted 3-
5 days prior to any shooting occurring, Mr. Krueger or another professional trainer shall be on site
at all shooting events and to be sure there is a booth at each shooting station. Also, that notification
will be given in regards to when calving season or breeding season is to occur and other high
important times of the year, wherein there should be no shooting occurring.

Commissioner Jensen stated that he would like to add that the range not be open to the public but
by appointment only, limited for approved training participants, to have an implemented
emergency response plan and that a gravel road be placed through the middle of the range so that
when they check targets for fire hazard and properly constructed berms,

Mr. Rogers stated that he would like clarification on one proposed condition, specifically the
condition that neighbors shall be contacted 3-5 days before shooting and if that would mean for all
shooting, to which Chairman Manwaring stated yes that it would pertain to all shooting. Chairman
Manwaring stated that would assist in planning ahead for events and to be sure there is not shooting
during calving or breeding season, along with any high stress times.

M. Rogers referred to the safety plan proposed by Mr. Krueger included 3 uses, which were
personal use (training and practice), business use (1 on 1 and group trainings), and external use
(other certified firearm trainers that schedule to use the range), and asked the Board if personal use
could be regulated or if it was to be constricted for business and external use. Commissioner Jensen
agreed and that would put the Krueger’s on the same basis as their neighbors as stated in the

Reason & Decision- Conditional Use Permit- Jeff & Julie Krueger Page 3
Reconsideration



testimony provided during the Planning & Zoning Commission Hearing and that there is shooting
activity on another property. Commissioner Jensen stated that any shooting for business and
external use should be restricted and underneath the conditions for required notification.

Chairman Manwaring stated even with personal use, he belicves they could check with their
neighbors to know when those high function activities are occurring such as calving, breeding or
working horses, in order to work around those times. Mr. Rogers stated that he was not sure if the
Board could restrict that instance and reiterated that the Conditional Use Permit is for the
commercial business use,

Chairman Manwaring stated every two (2) years there is to be a professional sweep of the berms
to collect the led properly.

There was no further discussion at this time and Chairman Manwaring entertained a motion.

DECISION

Commissioner Jensen moved to approve to modify the underlying decision, with addition of
the foHowing conditions to be placed:

1) The range not be open to the public but by appeintment only;

2) Adopt section 5 of Mr. Krueger’s safety plan;

3) Clear signage be placed & the range be gated;

4) That a Certified NRA Range Safety Officer be present;

5) That an Emergency Response Plan be implemented;

6) That a gravel road be placed to firing berms;

7) The property be constructed with 5-foot high and 8-foot wide berms;

8) That neighbors should be contacted 3-5 days prior to shooting taking place;

Chairman Manwaring stated that he would request an amendment to reiterate that the six
(6) conditions previously placed will remain.

Commissioner Jensen amended the motion to add that the six (6) conditions previously
placed will remain. Chairman Manwaring seconded.

All in favor- Chairman Manwaring and Commissioner Jensen.
All opposed- Commissioner Jensen.

The motion passed.

Reason & Decision- Conditional Use Permit- Jeff & Julie Krueger Page 4
Reconsideration



A written decision shall be provided to the Applicant and/or affected person within sixty (60) days
of receipt of the Request for Reconsideration or the Request is deemed denied. A decision shall
not be deemed final for purposes of Judicial Review unless the process required Idaho Code
Section 67-6535(2)(b) has been followed. The twenty-eight (28) day time-frame for seeking
Judicial Review is tolled until the date of the written decision regarding reconsideration, or the
expiration of the sixty (60) day reconsideration period, whichever occurs first.

Dated this b/* day of December 2025.

Board of Bingham County Commissioners
Bingham County, Idaho

hithey Manwaring, Chairman

e %,VAW,)

Erﬁgn, Commissioner

| Z i . .
[%W Jensen, ommissioner
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on the 5 day of December 2025, I served a true and correct copy
of the Reason & Decision for the Request for Reconsideration of the Board of County
Commissioners Reason & Decision for Application for Motion for Reconsideration of the
Board of County Commissioners decision to overturn the decision of the Planning &
Zoning Commission and approve the Conditional Use Permit for a private outdoor firearms
training range, with conditions, upon the following person(s) in the manner(s) indicated:

X Mail Perschon Farms, LLC
Email: perschonfarms@gmail.com 142 N. 1200 W.

[0 ‘Hand Delivered Blackfoot, Idaho 83221

O Designated Courthouse Box

O Mail Tiffany Olsen

Email: tolsen@binghamid.gov Planning & Development Director
O Hand Delivered

O Designated Courthouse Box

[0 Mail Jeff & Julie Krueger
KEmail: Applicant
imgoodwitch@yahoo.com

O Hand Delivered

O Designated Courthouse Box

Mail Sundown Ranch-Land LL.C
00 Email: 4124 N. 5000 W.

00 Hand Delivered Tetonia, ID 83452-0000

O Designated Courthouse Box

ks, Blucks

Lindsey Gluch, Commission Clerk
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