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REGULAR COUNCILPRIVATE 


February 16, 2016
Mayor Henry called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.
Clerk made note that Councilmembers Raymond, Bruner, White, Levi, Haverfield and Skaug were present.  
Mayor Henry amended the agenda by removing item #9 Authorize Mayor to Sign Contract for Ticketing Software for the Civic Center and item #10 Authorize Mayor to Sign Contract for Event Booking Software for the Civic Center under new business.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by White to approve the Consent Agenda with the above mentioned amendments; Council Minutes of February 1, 2016; and  Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee Minutes; Board of Appraisers Minutes; and Airport Commission Minutes; Planning & Zoning Commission Minutes; Library Commission Minutes; IT Steering Committee Minutes; department reports, bills paid; The City Council dispenses with the three (3) reading rule of Idaho Code § 50-902 for all ordinances; final and preliminary plat approvals: 1) None; and authorize the following public hearings: 1) Rezone from DH to DV for 8 10th Ave So, 16 10th Ave So, 1012 1st St So amd 1014 1st St So, to allow a Conditional Use Permit for an Auto Alignment Shop for Rubens Auto Body, a Storage Building for Owyhee Sheet Metal and Off Street Parking for the Old Nampa Library for Mike Mussell;  Authorization to Proceed with the Bidding Process: 1) None; and 2015-2016 Licenses: (all licenses subject to police approval): Chapala Mexican Restaurant #7, 525 Caldwell Boulevard, on-premise liquor, beer & wine; Greenhurst Chevron, 3030 East Greenhurst Road, off-premise beer & wine; Wing Nutz, 1228 North Galleria Drive, on-premise liquor, beer & wine; Ridgcrest Golf Club, 3730 Ridgcrest Drive, on-premise liquor, beer & wine; Landmark Café, 3143 East Greenhurst Road, on-premise beer & wine; Idaho Pizza Company, 104 West Iowa, on-premise beer & wine; Applebee’s Neighborhood Grill &Bar,1527 Caldwell Boulevard, on premise liquor, beer & wine; Wing Stop, 2025 12th Avenue Road #140, on-premise beer and wine (new and renewal);  and Monthly Cash Reports; approval of the agenda.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers present voting YES. The Mayor declared the
MOTION CARRIED
Assistant Public Works Director Nate Runyan presented a staff report to update the council on current projects as follows:

Wastewater Program Phase I Upgrades Project Group A Construction Update – City Council has requested updates on the progress of the Phase I Upgrades Project Group A at the City’s Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP).  Staff and the Wastewater Program Management Team (WPMT) have been diligently tracking this project since construction started in early June.  Future updates will be provided during the first City Council meeting of the month in April, June, August, October, and December through the completion of the Phase I Upgrades.

Project Status

Since issuance of Notice to Proceed there has been considerable progress on Project Group A: 

· Notice to Proceed issued June 2, 2015
· The Contract Time Completed is currently at 28%
· The Contract Work Completed is currently at 22%
Key activities and milestones achieved since the update to City Council on December 7, 2015, include:

· Completed concrete work for the walls and lid of the Primary Effluent Pump Station. Figure 1, below, shows the completed walls prior to the placement of the lid
· Conducted a successful water tightness test on the Primary Effluent Pump Station. Completing this test allows for the Contractor to backfill around the structure and install the mechanical equipment
· Completed installation of new electrical duct bank near the administration building.  This duct bank will provide electrical services to the new pump station
· Submitted 337 submittals since the Beginning of Project:  Technical submittals, as well as information required for compliance to the City’s State Revolving Fund (SRF) Loan with the Idaho Department of Environmental Quality (IDEQ), have been received.  Staff and the WPMT strive to respond to submittals as quickly as possible.  Average response time is currently 18 days

Based on the current project schedule, the following are the major work items expected to be completed in the near future:

· Completion of Primary Effluent Pump Station Structure.  The majority of the structure has been completed and the Contractor is working to backfill around the structure
· Installation of the mechanical equipment for the Primary Effluent Pump Station.  This will include the installation of the three large pumps used to convey flow through the pump station
· Construction of the Primary Effluent Pump Station Electrical Building

Figures 1 and 2 show progression of work at the WWTP site:
Figure 1 – Concrete Forms and Rebar Installation for the Primary Effluent Pump Station
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Figure 2 – Backfilling for Primary Effluent Pump Station
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Financial Report

The following table shows current financials for Phase I Upgrades Project Group A.  Of note, Staff and the WPMT elected to proceed with a change order to improve the function of the WWTP’s non-potable water system since the last update to the City Council.  This additional work will extend the non-potable water system to improve the capacity of the overall system. This work will primarily be completed in the excavation already planned for the Project, which contributed to the decision to execute this project change at this time.  The cost for this specific change order was $60,304.

	
	Original Budget
	Current Budget
	Change Order Rate
	Spent
	Percent Spent

	Project Group A – Ewing
	$12,494,000
	$12,596,363
	0.82%
	$2,744,472
	21.78%

	Phase I Upgrades Contingency
	$1,500,000
	$1,397,637
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	TOTAL
	$13,994,000
	$13,994,000
	N/A
	$2,744,472
	19.61%


Street Division Snow Removal Update – Street Division staff continues their effort in maintaining City streets.  Crews have been plowing, applying sand, and Magnesium Chloride (MgCl2) when temperatures allow.  If temperatures are below .25°F the MgCl2 will refreeze and cause more issues.  The following highlights man hours and material used through February 4, 2016:

Snow/Water Event No. 5

     


    Report for February 3-4, 2016
	Task and/or Material
	Hours
	Gallons
	Yards

	Overtime
	 7.5
	
	

	Regular Hours
	48.75
	
	

	Total Hours
	56.25
	
	

	Water Issues
	
	
	

	MgC12
	
	3,240
	

	Sand
	
	
	120


Fiscal Year 2016 TOTALS

November 23, 2015 – February 4, 2016
	Task and/or Material
	Hours
	Gallons
	Yards

	Overtime
	183.70
	
	

	Regular Hours
	191.25
	
	

	Total Hours
	374.95
	
	

	Water Issues
	
	18,000
	

	MgC12
	
	25,125
	

	Sand
	
	
	547.50


The following Resolution was presented:

Nate Runyan presented a staff report explaining that this was a house keeping item that when the Resolution was approved for the rate increase that fees for outside the City limits was left out of the resolution.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO, IMPLEMENTING CHANGES IN THE RATES AND FEES CHARGED BY THE CITY OF NAMPA FOR DOMESTIC WATER.

MOVED by Skaug and SECONDED by Raymond to pass the resolution as presented. The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers present voting YES.  The Mayor declared the resolution passed, numbered it 8-2016 and directed the clerk to record it as required


MOTION CARRIED
Mayor Henry a request to authorize submission of a Grant Application to the Office Of Violence Against Women, Improving Criminal Justice Responses Grant Program, by the City Of Nampa on behalf of The Nampa Family Justice Center and authorize Criselda Delacruz and Lynda Clark to submit the grant as the authorized organization representatives for the City of Nampa.

Family Justice Center Criselda Delacruz presented a staff report explaining that the Grant Opportunity:
The Improving Criminal Justice Responses Grant Program is designed to encourage partnerships between state and local governments, courts, victim service providers, and coalitions, to ensure that sexual assault, domestic violence, dating violence, and stalking are treated as serious violations of criminal law requiring the coordinated involvement of the entire criminal justice system and community-based victim service organizations.  

This grant program is an excellent fit for the Nampa Family Justice Center (NFJC) because of our mission to bring together numerous service providers to efficiently and effectively serve domestic violence victims.        

The Nampa Family Justice Center has received three previous grants under this program:  $379,708 in 2009; $392,085 in 2011; and $299,992 in 2013.  The OVW Criminal Responses Grant (previously called the Arrest Grant Program) has supported some essential victim services at the Nampa Family Justice Center, working collaboratively with our partnering organizations.    

Project Summary:  We are anticipating submitting a continuation grant application by March 3rd.  We are eligible to apply for up to $450,000 to be used over a three year period.  There is no match required.  We are requesting support for services, including those provided by NFJC partners, to ensure victim safety and offender accountability.  

MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Bruner to authorize submission of a Grant Application to the Office Of Violence Against Women, Improving Criminal Justice Responses Grant Program, by the City Of Nampa on behalf of The Nampa Family Justice Center and authorize Criselda Delacruz and Lynda Clark to submit the grant as the authorized organization representatives for the City of Nampa.  The Mayor asked all in favor say aye with all Councilmembers voting AYE.  The Mayor declard the






MOTION CARRIED

Mayor Henry presented a request to authorize submission of a Grant Application to the Office Of Violence Against Women, Grants For Outreach And Services To Underserved Populations, by the City Of Nampa on behalf of The Nampa Family Justice Center and authorize Criselda Delacruz and Lynda Clark to submit the grant as the authorized organization representatives for The City Of Nampa.
Criselda Delacruz presented a staff report explaining that the Grant Opportunity: The Grants for Outreach and Services to Underserved Populations supports services to underserved populations who are victims of sexual assault, domestic violence, dating violence, and stalking, including victims of abuse in later life.  This is the first time a competitive solicitation has been released for this program.  

The Nampa Family Justice Center (NFJC) began a Victims in Later Life Program, sometimes called Elder Abuse Program, in 2011 with a $355,000 grant award from the Office of Violence Against Women, Enhancing Training and Services to End Violence Against and Abuse of Women Later in Life Program.  Organizations that received an award under this program are eligible to apply for continuation of program services through the Underserved Populations grant program.         

Project Summary: We are anticipating submitting a grant application by March 9th.  We are eligible to apply for up to $300,000 to be used over a two year period beginning in October 2016.  There is no match or cost sharing requirement.  We are requesting support for program coordination, outreach, training, legal services for victims, support groups, case management, and advocacy for victims of abuse ages 50 and older, working with our NFJC partners.    

This population of women who have been abused have unique needs.  Women who have been abused live in terrible pain, not only suffering from abuse but also mourning profound loss.  This is particularly true for women in later life.  Older women have an even more difficult time leaving abusive relationships or dealing with exploitation, neglect or other types of abuse.  If successful with this grant application, the NFJC would be able to enhance services to provide support to older women who have been abused, neglected and/or exploited. 

MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Bruner to authorize submission of a Grant Application to the Office Of Violence Against Women, Grants For Outreach And Services To Underserved Populations, by the City Of Nampa on behalf of The Nampa Family Justice Center and authorize Criselda Delacruz and Lynda Clark to submit the grant as the authorized organization representatives for The City Of Nampa.  The Mayor asked all in favor say aye with all Councilmembers voting AYE.  The Mayor declard the







MOTION CARRIED

The following Resolution was presented:

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF IDAHO, AUTHORIZING THE DESTRUCTION OF CERTAIN CITY RECORDS. (Clerks)
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Levi to pass the resolution as presented. The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers present voting YES.  The Mayor declared the resolution passed, numbered it 9-2016 and directed the clerk to record it as required


MOTION CARRIED
Mayor Henry presented a request to discussion and/or action on annexation of enclaved properties with parcels under five acre, not in subdivisions.
Long Range Planner Karla Nelson presented a the following staff report:

 Overview

· 1,308 enclave parcels citywide

· 1,240 enclave parcels are less than 5 acres

· 766 enclave parcels are less than 5 acres and in a subdivision

· 474 enclave parcels are less than 5 acres, not in a subdivision

· In 2010 the estimated annual property tax revenue was $1,059,260 for annexation of all enclave parcels under 5 acres

Rationale for Annexation - The growth of the City of Nampa has caused many parcels with county jurisdiction to be surrounded by City limits. This situation has created confusion for street, law enforcement, fire and other city/county government agencies. Safety is a significant concern. Emergency calls to 911-dispatch from enclaved properties have the potential of creating jurisdictional confusion which can result in delayed response, or response by an agency without jurisdiction. 

People living in enclaved areas enjoy many City services without paying for them. Nampa police patrol around these properties and City crews maintain surrounding public roads. City parks and recreation opportunities are readily available. Annexation of such properties is a way for everyone to contribute to City services and amenities they enjoy. Annexation of enclave parcels also allows for more efficient planning and delivery of services.  

Annexation Process - To allow for the orderly development of cities and the viable provision of municipal services Idaho law allows cities to forcibly annex lands. If Nampa decides to pursue annexation of enclave parcels the Category B annexation process outlined in Idaho State Statute 50-222 will be followed. Category B allows for annexation of parcels less than 5 acres in size in groups containing less than 100 parcels. Detailed annexation plans are required for each grouping with the following information:

· The manner of providing tax-supported municipal services to the lands proposed to be annexed; and

· The changes in taxation and other costs, using examples, which would result if the subject lands were to be annexed; and

· The means of providing fee-supported municipal services, if any, to the lands proposed to be annexed; and

· A brief analysis of the potential effects of annexation upon other units of local government which currently provide tax-supported or fee-supported services to the lands proposed to be annexed; and

· The proposed future land use plan and zoning designation or designations, subject to public hearing, for the lands proposed to be annexed 

Upon completion of annexation plans public hearings can be scheduled and properly noticed for each annexation group. Public hearings will be scheduled for Planning and Zoning Commission and then for City Council. Notifications of public hearings are placed in the newspaper and are sent to each affected property owner. The notice will include a summary of the annexation plan.  Legal descriptions for each parcel will also need to be prepared. If City Council votes to annex the parcels, an annexation and zoning ordinance will be enacted.

Approach - There are many different ways that annexation of enclave parcels could be approached. In 2010 and 2011 the City pursued but eventually withdrew plans to annex parcels less than 5 acres that were in subdivisions. Alternative approaches include parcels under 5 acres that are not in subdivisions or all parcels under 5 acres. Under all scenarios the parcels will need to be in groups of less than 100 parcels.  

Public Involvement - Forcibly annexing land is never popular and can create significant political pressure. In addition to the statutorily required process, a more robust public involvement effort will likely be needed.  Public open houses could be held for each proposed annexation group. Open houses would provide a venue for city staff to explain the reasons that annexation is being contemplated, describe the services that are already being provided, and detail additional impacts. Broader public education may also be warranted in the form of editorials, social media, and outreach to civic organizations.
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50-222. ANNEXATION BY CITIES.

(1) Legislative intent. The legislature hereby
declares and determines that it is the policy of
the state of Idaho that cities of the state should
be able to annex lands which are reosonoblr
necessary fo assure the orderly development of
Idaho's cities in order to allow efficient and
economically viable provision of tax-supported
and fee-supported municipal services, to
enable the orderly development of private
lands which benefit from the cost-effective
availability of municipal services in urbanizing
areas and to equitably allocate the costs of
public services in management of development
on the urban fringe.
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* Written Annexation Plan for each Group

— Manner of providing tax- supported municipal
services

— Changes in taxation and other costs

- Means of providing fee-supported municipal
services

— Analysis of the potential effects of annexation upon
other units of local government

— Proposed future land use plan and zoning
designation

 Public Hearings at Planning and Zoning Commission
and City Council with proper notification containing
the annexation plan summary

* Legal Descriptions for each parcel
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Category B - Parcels less than 5 acres in groups
containing less than 100 parcels.

 Enclave parcels not in Subdivision — 474
parcels

« Enclave parcels in Subdivisions — 766 parcels

« Enclave parcels in and out of Subdivisions —
1,240





Councilmember Skaug asked for some discussion on annexing enclaved areas in the City.  We have some within a mile within the City who are enclaved.  Those people are going to oppose the annexation because their taxes will go up.  Every area of government that we have benefits those people and they don’t have to pay the taxes they would overall lower the levy rate for those others that we are all subsidizing these place and even the election office said it is hard to pluck out two parcels in a precinct and change the ballots.  The police go in and have to wait for a County officer other than if it is an emergency.  If Council does oppose annexing the enclaved parcels of any kind then I would like you to please articulate to the rest of the Council why and if not now when.  I would like to see us go forward not because it is popular but because it is the right thing to do and if not now when.
Councilmember Raymond asked if the enclaved properties effect the fire department. (no it doesn’t)

Councilmember Haverfield asked what year was this tried and why did the Council not continue to pursue the process. (it was in 2010 and it was so contencious that they felt it better to discontinue the effort to annex enclaved properties)

Councilmember White said that it was very contencious and that it was a land grab by City decision policy makers.  The people that are in the areas around them, they chose to live there and these people choose to be where they are.  Usually their homes are their greatest investment some it is their retirement and for us as the governing body to tell them this is what you are going to do with your property.  The reasoning around it I do not dispute the fact that City services, they drive on our street and play in our parks and if we are honest we go to Meridian and play in their parks and drive on their streets.  Personnal I will not support forced annexation.
Councilmember Haverfield said that he to had an issue with proposed of the enclaved prpperties as our City has grown and an individual has bought in the County and the City has grown around then.  It is a situation that is unfortunate, but they did not buy in the City limits.  I see a lot of people aging in place which means they are growing older and living in their homes longer and what we are telling them is that their taxes are going to increase and they are on a fixed income.

Councilmember Bruner asked in 2010 what was trying to be annexed into the City (parcels that were under 5 acres in subdivisions).  I realize that it is always easier to do things generically and I am an individual type persons and I realize that is goig to be a lot of work on staff to try to figure out demographics and first time home buyers and those type of things.  I personnaly am interested in researching this further, I am not in a hurry for this to move right now.  We work a little bit on getting some help from NNU as far as doing some research.  I do not want staff spending the time at this point but if we can get some college students for a project so they could get credit and check what other municipalities do.  I am not ready to move on this tonight.
Councilmember Raymond said that it is like an elephant in the room people have all different opinions and it is emotional.  These people living in enclaved parcels use the facilities like the citizens of Nampa do the only difference is the library, but they have the same access to our public buildings like the Idaho Center, Civic Center, Recreation Center everything that the citizens if Nampa have access to so do the people that live in the enclaved parcels.  As Public Works Director in 2004 or 5ish we went and did this exact same thing and the only thing that we got accomplished as I recall and I could be in error was we got a couple of subdivisions to come in that had water systems and wanted to have their system connected to the City,  I don’t think that we ever got to first base with any individual parcels.  It was ugly at best.  I think that it is the right thing to do, obviously we are not going to bring any subdivision in that has over a hundred lots, by state code, we are not going to bring in any parces over five acres so at best we are only going to get a little ways.  I would be confortable if we had some kind of contition.
Councilmember Levi said that she echoed several of the comments that have been made by Councelor White and Haverfield and Raymond.  When I hear the word force, government forcing the citizen to do something I believe that we are overstepping our bounds and we need to revisit what is the reason behind that.  When I look at the issue I understand both sides, where the City and the County person is coming from.  I have attended several public hearings and the one that is the best attended would be the annexation issue the room is usually crowded and there are very strong opinions and yes it is a contencious issue and I can understand why.  I invite you to look at something a little bit differently when the County persons drives out of their driveway on to our City roads they kind of become a tourist in a fact.  They are investing their money, purchasing fuel, they are buying gas at the gas stations they are buying groceries, buying clothing and they are investing in entertainment, just like Councilmember White said when we go to Meridian we are doing the same thing.  It is about choice, we need to have the choice available if people want to be annexed into the City but not force them.  Maybe if we showed the County people what they would benefit coming into the City if they so choose.  We need to educate them and also educate them on the levy rate.  I am not in support of annexation.
Councilmembers were in the general concesus that there is no time frame to annex enclaved parcels.

Mayor Henry presented a request to appoint Roger Volkert and Jerry Smith to the Building & Site Design Standards (BSDS) Committee.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Levi to approve the appointments of Roger Volkert and Jerry Smith to the Building & Site Design Standards (BSDS) Committee.  The Mayor asked all in favor say aye with all Councilmembers voting AYE.  The Mayor declared the


MOTION CARRIED
Mayor Henry presented a request for discussion and or action on the Lloyd Square Concept.
Assistant Economic Development Director Robin Collins presented a staff report explaining that the this is the Lloyds Square downtown.  It was built in 2010, it was built to provide some diversity for parking downtown as all that we had at the time was 2 hour free parking and leased parking.
Since that time the parking lot has not been utilized one time since 2010.  During that time over the years we have had a lot of out cry from the community, the downtown members that they wanted some open greenspace in downtown.  With the main street program it also encourages greenspace and open space downtown.

The two community meetings that they just recently had for mainstreet and the downtown vision casting some outcomes from those meetings were that we needed some green space, pocket parks, gathering spaces for downtown.  So we put our heads together and figured that we could come up with a plan for Lloyds Square.  This is just a concept at this time we do not have funding at this time.

What we are looking for from Council is to have approval to pull up the asphalt and just put grass down at this time as a phase one.  We will come back later as funding is available for a phase 2 where we will work with the downtown design committee and the mainstreet committee to coordinate a design effort for that park and what they would like to see in the park. I have done some research and it does say in the 2035 comprehensive plan, create public gathering places in downtown Nanpa.
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Councilmember White asked questions about the suggested park.

Robin Collins said that we have met with the design committee of downtown to tell them what we were going to do with Lloyds square.  They were very favorable with it and would like to be involved once we get involved once we get to the disgn phase of it.  We have been in communication with the coordinator since the actual concept came out.  They are in favor of it.

We have had a lot of requests from people that wanted to have events at this location and chose not to because the asphalt was just to hot.  In fact downtown moved their fourth Fridays to Wall Street because it was just to hot on the asphalt and now with the grass being there I think we will see a lot more events come down there and want to use it.

Councilmember Bruner asked about handicap accessability (they are not changing any of the accessibility).

Parks and Recreation Director Darrin Johnson presented a staff report explaining that they have been working with many other departments to get this project to work.  The Street Department will be taking out some of the asphalt.  Parks will be using some of the top soil that we have at the cemetery and perhaps will have to purchase some topsoil. We will use our park staff to put the irrigation and plant the trees.  Our department is tasked with renting and managing the rentals of this particular piece property.  

Other than the Farmers Market, it is not rented out all that often perhaps ten times a year and the reason that it is not used that much is it is not that appealing, there is to much asphalt there it gets to hot.  We really think that this is going to be a really nice layout.
We will be leaving some asphalt so the band that is playing will be able to set up chairs and tables and dance and have catering types of things.

Mayor Henry did his walking program and he is willing to use that money towards some of the sprinkler systems.  The hope is that this will ready for the July 4th jamboree of bands.

Councilmember Haverfield asked about parking spaces and said that he was in favor of the park.

Councilmember Raymond asked questions about the irrigation system.  Cody has been doing some preliminary work with Pipeco they took down the plan and got a cost on what the pipes would be.  We are planning on bringing a two inch service off of the front to do that.  That is part of the Parks project.  I think that the City would be wise to put out flyers on what is going to be taking place on what we are doing.

Councilmember Skaug said that I anticipate that this is going to be a high use park and how will the grass hold up.  Cody has been researching grass that can hold up under high traffic.  That is also the reason that we left some of the hard space there because we see where those umbrellas are when we have music there would be a lot of people gather in that area.  There is also area around the edge that are brick that could be use for setup.

Councilmember Levi said that since the article broke over the weekend she has had numerous calls and people stopping me and wanting to talk to me.  The support has been incredible for having green space downtown not only by the business owners but by the community at large.  When I look at the reality of having green space downtown I look at the fact that it fills a need and it also promotes beauty and an environment that is inviting for the community to gather downtown and I hope that it will promote activity and people wanting to be downtown.  At the same time I do have questions that I need to ask.

She had questions on the farmers market to do with where will they go.  (yes we are waiving the fees and moving them back to the old spot)  Can the tucks for the truck ralleys park on the green space or line the perimeter of the streets. (on Front Street the food trucks can park) Is this simply a park used with the bike path. (not a sports park)  Can the green space be reserved and would the fees apply that applied there before or would they be applicable or across the board as far the other parks in our City.  (we have not delved into this much, my personal thought is that we would treat it the same as others)
Questions were asked about putting sod down – it would be quicker but more expensive and and we are looking for a specific type of grass.  The grass will have about 45 days to get established. We have not priced out what sod would cost but we do know that the hydro seeding will cost $1,000 or so.

MOVED by Skaug and SECONDED by Levi to authorize the removal of the asphalt and put in grass at Lloyds Square.  The Mayor asked all in favor say aye with all Councilmembers voting AYE.  The Mayor declared the


MOTION CARRIED

Mayor Henry presented a request to postpone the public hearing for the Annexation and Zoning to RS 7 at 8142 West Ustick Rd, 17535 Star Road, 17547 Star Road, and Three Parcels Addressed as 0 Star Rd  for Engineering Solutions, LLP Representing Star Development, Inc was postponed until the March 7th Council for the applicant.

MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Bruner to postpone the public hearing until the March 7, 2016 Regular Council meeting.  The Mayor asked all in favor say aye with all Councilmembers present voting AYE.  The Mayor declared the 







MOTION CARRIED

Mayor Henry opened a public hearing for Modification of Annexation/Zoning Development Agreement Between Brandt Properties, LLC and the City of Nampa, Recorded 12/17/03 as Instrument No 200377065 - Amending the Provisions of Section 4 to Incorporate a New Preliminary Plat, the Park MOU and Agreed Upon Site Specific Conditions of Approval by the City of Nampa for Franklin Village Subdivision at the SE Corner of East Cherry Lane and North Franklin Boulevard for a 129.8 Acre Portion for Taunton Group Representing Franklin Village Development, LLC.

Bob Raunton presented the request.

Planning and Zoning Assistant Director Robert Hobbs presented a staff report explaining that the requested action is modification of annexation and zoning development agreement between Don Brandt, Brandt Properties, LLC and the City of Nampa, recorded 12/17/03 as Instrument No 200377065, amending the provisions and stipulations of Section 4 to incorporate a new preliminary plat/plan, a park memorandum of understanding (MOU), exhibits, and, agreed upon site specific Conditions of Approval in order to facilitate development of “Franklin Village Subdivision (hereinafter the “Project”)…  
The property area and locations Some 129.80 total acres of land located within the NW ¼ of Section 11, Township 3 North, Range 1 W, BM at the southeast corner of E. Cherry Lane and N. Franklin Blvd. in a RS 6 (Single-Family Residential, 6,000 sq. ft. min. lot size) Zone in Nampa (see attached “Vicinity Map”)

History/Commentary:  Per the application submittal package and request(s), it is proposed that a previously entitled single-family residential subdivision be re-approved, with certain modifications to the layout and composition of the Project being proposed.  (Please refer to the attached exhibits of the proposed general site plan that bear on the application.)

Franklin Village, a single-family, planned unit development subdivision, was first approved, in part, over ten years ago.  At the time, there were two distinct sections, lying north and south of Cherry Lane.  The southern portion came first.  The southern portion of the overall project was to contain a multi-acre park.  The subdivisions were approved, with the park then proposed and approved for conversion into a public facility from a project specific open space amenity.  In consequence of varying factors, including attempts at negotiating the terms of the park’s development and turn over to the City, the project was delayed in its build out.  Subsequently, the country’s economic downturn further delayed project development.  

The Developer of Franklin Village is now ready to move a revised Project forward.  However, given the time lapse since original entitlement and modifications to the original layout and approved plan now sought by the Applicant, it is necessary to revisit the original project entitlements – hence this application (which is paired with a PUD and preliminary plat request already approved by the Planning Commission on January 12, 2016).  (The PUD and plat approvals are of course necessarily held in limbo per se pending resolution of this DA Modification request pending before Council and made the subject of this report.)  A copy of the Commission’s hearing minutes from their January 12, 2016 meeting is hereto attached.
Development Agreement Modifications:  Criteria to guide the Council in making a determination whether to allow a Development Agreement Modification as sought by the Applicant are absent from state statute or City ordinance.  Thus, approving or not this application becomes a purely subjective matter/decision on the part of the City in reaction to this application coming now before you/them.  Hereafter attached are copies of Ordinance 3280 (Instrument No. 200377065).

The parts of the Agreement that are proposed for modification are, expectedly in this instance, language in the RECITALS Section and reformation of the terms and commitments portion of the [original] Agreement, including the legal description of the Property as needful.  The contemplated changes will reflect the proposed revisions of Franklin Village and likely reference, either generally or in specific form, varying allowances that may be approved as part of the PUD entitlement portion of this application package as well as, at least by reference, the MOU regarding the Project park.

As the process of rezoning and Development Agreement modification is a two step endeavor, Staff has prepared a draft Development Agreement Modification document for Council’s review prior to their hearing on this matter.  A copy of the draft Agreement Modification is hereto attached sans the Property legal description.

Public/Agency/City Department Comments: Any correspondence from agencies or the citizenry regarding this application package [received by noon February 10, 2016] is hereafter attached.  Staff has not received commentary from any surrounding property owners or neighbors either supporting or opposing this request.  (A neighborhood meeting was conducted by the Applicant’s representative.)  Synopsis of principal comments from agencies or departments that responded to this application and the public hearing notice(s) associated therewith are as follows:

a. City Engineering has no objection(s) to the requested Project and has provided recommended requirements in the event the same is entitled (see attached comments – 1 page memorandum dated December 29, 2014 [sic]); and,

b. The Nampa Parks Department has no objection(s) to the requested Project and has provided recommended requirements in the event the same is entitled (see attached comments – 1 page email printout dated November 24, 2015); and,

c. The Forestry Department has no objection(s) to the requested Project and has provided recommended requirements in the event the same is entitled (see attached comments – 1 page email printout dated December 02, 2015); and,

d. The City Planning Department, long range planner, has no objection(s) to the requested Project and has provided comments regarding the same (see attached comments – 1 page memorandum dated December 08, 2015); and,

e. The Nampa Highway District has no objection(s) to the requested Project (see attached comments – 2 pages of email printouts dated December 01, 2015 & January 04, 2015); and,

f. Code Enforcement has no objection(s) to the requested Project and has provided comments regarding the same (see attached comments – 1 page email printout dated December 18, 2015); and,

g. The Nampa & Meridian Irrigation District has no objection(s) to the requested Project (see attached comments – 1 page letters dated December 09, 2015 and January 14, 2016); and,

h. The Community Planning Association of Southwest Idaho has provided comments regarding the requested Project (see attached comments – 6 page checklist and associated materials)…

Note: The recommended requirements alluded to above will be manifest in the recommended Conditions of Approval presented by Staff in this report hereafter…

Recommendation(s): Council, please pay special attention to pages 74-103 of this packet as well as note the PUD and plat findings in the Commission’s report, pages 12-16.  Staff recommends approval of the requested application entitlement.

The following items are recommended conditions of approval.

Should the City Council vote to approve the requested Project related Development Agreement Modification(s) as desired by the Applicant, then Staff would recommend that the Council that consider imposing the following Conditions of Approval on/to the Development/Applicant as the developer:

I. 

As pertaining to the request for Development Agreement Modification Approval: Generally:


1. 
Applicant(s) shall comply with all applicable requirements [including obtaining proper permits – like a Building Permit, etc.] as may be imposed by City agencies appropriately involved in the review of this request (e.g., Nampa Fire, Building, Planning and Zoning and Engineering Departments/Divisions, etc.) as the entitlements granted by virtue of the City’s approvals of the requested Development Agreement Modification(s) do not, and shall not have, the affect of abrogating requirements from those agencies in connection with [re]entitlement of the Property; and,

Specifically:


2.
That the Applicant, as Owner/Developer, [shall] enter into a Modified Development Agreement* set with the City of Nampa.  The Agreement(s) shall contain such conditions, terms, restrictions, representations, exhibits, acknowledgments and timelines as necessary to facilitate development of the Property as contemplated by the Applicant and agreed to and conditioned by the City through its Council or executive departments or outside agencies properly involved in the review of the Applicant’s request for the Property to be reconfigured for residential use in a RS 6 Zone versus its original entitlement(s).  Inclusively, the Agreement shall contain any/the concept development plans proposed by virtue of this application submittal as accepted, or accepted with required changes, by the City’s Council…
* (Again, note that a draft Development Agreement is hereafter attached for Council perusal as already indicated in this report.)  

No one appeared in favor of or in opposition to the request.

MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Skaug to close the public hearing. The Mayor asked all in favor to say aye with all Councilmembers present voting AYE.  The Mayor declared the

MOTION CARRIED
MOVED by Skaug and SECONDED by Haverfield to approve the Modification of Annexation/Zoning Development Agreement between Brandt Properties, LLC and the City of Nampa, Recorded 12/17/03 as Instrument No 200377065 - Amending the Provisions of Section 4 to Incorporate a New Preliminary Plat, the Park MOU and Agreed Upon Site Specific Conditions of Approval by the City of Nampa for Franklin Village Subdivision at the SE Corner of East Cherry Lane and North Franklin Boulevard for Taunton Group Representing Franklin Village Development, LLC with the contract with the block length extensions and with the conditions presented and authorize the City Attorney to draw the appropriate ordinance.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers voting YES.  The Mayor declared the

MOTION CARRIED
Mayor Henry opened a public hearing for Annexation and Zoning to RS-6 for 2214 Sunny Ridge for Charles Collier.
The applicant was not in attendance of the meeting.

Planning and Zoning Director Norm Holm presented a staff report explaining that the requested action is for annexation and zoning to RS-6 for connection to City sewer and continued use as personal residence.

The planning and zoning commission approved the request for 2214 Sunny Ridge Road.

In order for a property to be annexed it must be contiguous with the city limits or be enclaved by other properties so annexed.  This property is part of a 15-parcel approximately 9.6 acre enclaved area along the east side of Sunny Ridge Rd.

Existing single family residential parcel.

Public Utilities:  

10” water main in Sunny Ridge Rd

10” sewer main in Sunny Ridge Rd

2” irrigation main adjacent the back property line just within the back yard of the adjacent 2 lots to the east.  Police and fire already service city incorporated areas surrounding the location.  Existing single family residential home site.  Access to the property is via Sunny Ridge Rd by easement through 2213 Sunny Ridge Rd to 2214 Sunny Ridge Rd.  Charles Collier owns the properties at both addresses.

No correspondence has been received from area property owners or others either opposing or supporting the annexation and zoning request.

From a land use standpoint the location is shown on the comprehensive plan “future land use map” as being compatible with the zoning that has been requested.  If the Planning & Zoning Commission votes to recommend to the City Council approval of this request the following findings are suggested:

1. The requested annexation is part of a 15-parcel approximately 9.6 acre enclaved area along the east side of Sunny Ridge Rd.

2. The area can reasonably be assumed to be available for the orderly development of the city with the city limits having grown into the area and the adjacent lands have been annexed and developed.

3. The proposed zoning conforms with the city’s comprehensive plan future land use map for medium density residential land use and is reasonably compatible with existing and land uses in the area.

4. The property owner is requesting annexation and zoning following connection to the City Municipal Sewer System.

The following items are recommended conditions of approval.
If the City Council votes to accept the Planning & Zoning Commission recommendation for approval of the annexation and zoning no conditions of approval are recommended. 

Due to failure of the applicant’s septic system, the property has been connected to city sewer. All fees were paid, and the appropriate permits and inspections were performed.

No one appeared in favor of or in opposition to the request.

MOVED by White and SECONDED by Bruner to close the public hearing. The Mayor asked all in favor to say aye with all Councilmembers present voting AYE.  The Mayor declared the

MOTION CARRIED
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Skaug to approve the Annexation and Zoning to RS-6 for 2214 Sunny Ridge for Charles Collier and authorize the City Attorney to draw the appropriate ordinance.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers voting YES.  The Mayor declared the

MOTION CARRIED
Mayor Henry opened a public hearing for Annexation and Zoning to IL for 4305 Airport Road, 0 Airport Road, and 4321 Airport Road  for Lanco, Inc. Representing Mission Aviation Fellowship.
David Bills, Lanco, Inc. presented the request.

Norm Holm presented a staff report explaining that the requested action is annezation and zoning to IL for expansion of the MAF campus for 4305, 0 and 4321 Airport Road.  The Planning and Zoning Commission approved the request subject to the recommended conditions.  It is approximately 5.003 acres.
In order for a property to be annexed it must be contiguous with the city limits or be enclaved by other properties so annexed. As a group these properties are enclaved and adjoin the city limits on the north, south, east, and west.  Public Utilities:  12” water main in Airport Rd and N Pilatus Lane; 10” sewer main in Airport Rd, 8” main at the south end of the property at Pilatus Lane 3” irrigation main on the north side of Airport Road.  Public Services:  Police and fire already service city incorporated areas surrounding the location.  Physical Site Characteristics: Existing vacant and under developed property.  Transportation:  Access to the property is from both N Pilatus Lane and Airport Road.  Correspondence:  No correspondence has been received from any area property owners, residents or business owners regarding opposition to or support for the requested annexation and zoning.
Staff findings and discussion

From a land use standpoint the location is shown on the comprehensive plan “future land use map” as being compatible with the zoning that has been requested.  If the Planning & Zoning Commission votes to recommend approval of the annexation and zoning to the City Council the following findings are suggested:

1) The requested annexation area is enclaved and adjoins the city limits on the north, south, east, and west.

2) The area can reasonably be assumed to be available for the orderly development of the city with the city limits having grown into the area and the adjacent lands have been annexed, zoned, and/or developed for industrial purposes.

3) The proposed zoning conforms with the city’s comprehensive plan future land use map for Light Industrial land use and is reasonably compatible with existing and proposed land uses in the area. 

4) The applicant desires annexation for expansion of the MAF campus.

The following items are recommended conditions of approval.
If the City Council accepts the Planning & Zoning Commission recommendation for approval the following City Engineering approval conditions are also recommended:

1) Right of way dedication for Airport Road shall be 50-feet as half of a future 100-foot right-of-way as Airport Road’s functional classification is an arterial.

2) At time of development of the site, the developer shall extend all public utilities to and through the site in accord with current City Policy and Master Plans.

· Sewer

· Water

· Pressure Irrigation

· Curb, gutter, and sidewalk

· Landscaping as required

· Storm drainage-both on and off-site

· Gravity Irrigation-Either continued delivery to, or wastewater from adjacent properties

· Pavement widening and striping as required

No one appeared in favor of or in opposition to the request.

MOVED by White and SECONDED by Haverfield to close the public hearing. The Mayor asked all in favor to say aye with all Councilmembers present voting AYE.  The Mayor declared the

MOTION CARRIED
MOVED by Levi and SECONDED by Haverfield to approve the Annexation and Zoning to IL for 4305 Airport Road, 0 Airport Road, and 4321 Airport Road for Lanco, Inc. representing Mission Aviation Fellowship with conditions and authorize the City Attorney to draw the appropriate ordinance.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers voting YES.  The Mayor declared the

MOTION CARRIED
Mayor Henry opened a public hearing for Local Improvement District (LID) 159 Assessment Roll.
Nate Runyan presented a staff report explaining that this LID was voluntary and implemented upon homeowner’s request to provide a mechanism to assist individuals pay their pressurized irrigation, domestic water, and or sewer hookup fees through a property assessment with a long-term payment plan and relatively low interest rates.

Council adopted Resolution No. 28-2014 declaring their intention to create an LID on August 4, 2014.

A public hearing concerning creation was held and, with no protest, Ordinance 4140 was passed, under suspension of rules September 2, 2014.

Throughout the course of Fall 2014 and all of 2015 as property owners requested connection to city services they were given the opportunity to pay in advance or pay the hook-up(s) via the LID.

The Water Division made utility connections for pressure irrigation and domestic water for homeowners requesting services.

Homeowners who requested hookup to sewer services hired licensed plumbers to connect to City sewer.

The Final Report and Summary was presented and approved at the January 4, 2016 Council meeting.  At this same time Council authorized a public hearing for February 16, 2016.

Notice of Public Hearing, a letter of explanation and the draft assessment roll were mailed to individual property owners on January 5, 2016 notifying them of the assessment to their property and public hearing to be held on February 16, 2016

Notice of the Public Hearing was published in the Idaho Press Tribune January 11, 12 and 13, 2016

During the course of corresponding with property owners one error was identified and the assessment roll presented today is revised to not include 512 8th St. No.

All assessments were for voluntary, standard utility extensions and connection fees in the total revised amount of $32,897.99 (see Exhibit A).

Staff recommends Council confirm the assessment roll.

No one appeared in favor of or in opposition to the request.

MOVED by White and SECONDED by Haverfield to close the public hearing. The Mayor asked all in favor to say aye with all Councilmembers present voting AYE.  The Mayor declared the

MOTION CARRIED
MOVED by Raymond and SECONDED by White to approve Local Improvement District (LID) 159 Assessment Roll and authorize the City Attorney to draw the appropriate ordinance.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers voting YES.  The Mayor declared the

MOTION CARRIED
The following Ordinane was read by title:

AN ORDINANCE ENACTED BY THE NAMPA CITY COUNCIL, REPEALING TITLE 2, CHAPTER 10, SECTIONS 2-10-1 THROUGH 2-10-5, INCLUSIVE, OF THE NAMPA CITY CODE, RELATING TO THE NAMPA HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION; REPEALING TITLE 2, CHAPTER 17, SECTIONS 2-17-1 THROUGH 2-17-6, INCLUSIVE, OF THE NAMPA CITY CODE, RELATING TO THE NAMPA ARTS COMMISSION; ADOPTING A NEW TITLE 2, CHAPTER 10, SECTIONS 2-10-1 THROUGH 2-10-6, INCLUSIVE, CREATING THE NAMPA ARTS AND HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS, ORDERS AND PARTS THEREOF, IN CONFLICT HEREWITH.
The Mayor declared this the first reading.

The Mayor presented a request to pass this ordinance under suspension of rules.

MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Levi to pass the preceding ordinance under suspension of rules.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all councilmembers present voting YES.   The Mayor declared the ordinance duly passed, numbered it 4225 and directed the clerk to record it as required.
Mayor Henry presented a request to approve the summary of publication for the preceding ordinance.

MOVED by Skaug and SECONDED by Haverfield to approve the summary of publication for the preceding ordinance.  The Mayor asked all in favor to say aye with all Councilmembers present voting AYE.  The Mayor declared the


MOTION CARRIED

Mayor Henry postponed the request to authorize the Mayor to sign a contract for ticketing software for the Civic Center until a later date.
Mayor Henry postponed the request to authorize the Mayor to sign a contract for event booking software for the Civic Center until a later date.
Mayor Henry presented a request to authorize the Mayor to sign a contract for a facility cleaning for the Civic Center.

Facilities Supervisor Brian Foster presented a staff report explaining that the Facilities Development, as part of Building Safety and Facilities Development, is charged with maintaining City property.  At the request of the interim manager, Vikki Chandler and the Mayor, Facilities Development was asked to take on the building maintenance and cleaning of the Nampa Civic Center. As a result of these discussions, a plan was set in motion to go through the procurement process of finding a janitorial contractor.

Current Civic Center budget for Janitorial services is $43,200 per year.

Facilities held a bid opening on January 4, 2016 and received (4) bids from:

1) Vanguard Cleaning Systems

2) Clearview Cleaning Service, Inc.

3) Automated Maintenance Services

4) ABM Janitorial Services

Clearview Cleaning Services, Inc. was determined to be the best responsive bidder at:


Base Bid



$ 59,520

Alternate #1



$ 14,400  (Alt. #1 not accepted)


Total Bid


$ 73,920

Contract costs will be paid out of the FY16 Nampa Civic Center budget. The funding for the project is through:

FY16 Nampa Civic Center  

$59,520   annually

Contract is anticipated to begin on February 7, 2016.

Contractor will be required to provide necessary bonds, insurance and other documents before the agreement can be executed and the Notice to Proceed issued.

Evaluation Committee has reviewed the proposals and recommend award to Clearview Cleaning Service, Inc.
MOVED by Skaug and SECONDED by Haverfield to authorize the Mayor to sign a contract with Clearwater Cleaning Services Inc. for facility cleaning for the Civic Center in the amount of $59,520.00. The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all councilmembers present voting YES.   The Mayor declared the


MOTION CARRIED
Mayor Henry presented a request to award the bid and authorize the Mayor and Public Works Director to sign a contract for Construction of the Madison south of I-84 Domestic Pipeline Project.
Nate Runyan presented a staff report explaining that Council authorized FY16 Water budget for the Madison pipeline construction project.
The project will include improvements at Madison South of I-84 (Exhibit A).
Construction includes installation of new pipelines to increase fire protection to priority development areas identified in the Master Plan.
The City received seven (7) bids (Exhibit B): 

· Titanium Excavation

· Blue Sky Construction

· L2 Excavation LLC 

· Irminger Construction

· Schmidt Construction

· Anderson Wood Construction

· Big Bite Excavation

L2 Excavation LLC is the apparent low bidder at $224,917.00.  All necessary public bidding requirements appear to be satisfied.
Project costs will be paid for out of FY16 Water System Master Plan Upgrades Budget of $329,120.  Cost estimates to date are:

Engineering and Construction Services 

$77,788 

Construction





$224,917



Total


$302,705

Construction will start in March and be complete summer, 2016.
Contractor will be required to provide necessary bonds, insurance certificates, and other documents as required before the Agreement can be executed and the Notice to Proceed can be issued.
Keller Associates and Engineering Division staff have reviewed the bids and recommend award to L2 Excavation LLC.
MOVED by White and SECONDED by Haverfield to award the bid, and authorize the Mayor to sign a contract for construction of the Madison South of I-84 Domestic Pipeline Project with L2 Excavation LLC in the amount of $224,917.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all councilmembers present voting YES.  The Mayor declared the 


MOTION CARRIED

Mayor Henry presented a request to authorize the Mayor and Public Works Director to sign a Task Order and Contract with HDR Engineering, Inc. for Construction Management and Inspection Services on the Madison South of I-84 Domestic Pipeline.

Nate Runyan presented a staff report explaining that on December 7, 2015 Council authorized selection of HDR as the Capital Improvement Projects Program Management Consultant.  

The HDR team includes Murray, Smith & Associates, Inc. for construction inspection.  

HDR has provided a Scope of Work and Labor Estimate for Construction Management and Inspection services on the Madison South of I-84 Domestic Pipeline Project in the amount of $26,888 (Exhibit A)

Council authorized Consent to Bid of the Madison South of I-84 Domestic Pipeline Project on January 19, 2016. 

Engineering recommends approval of this task order.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by White to authorize the Mayor and Public Works Director to sign a Task Order and Contract with HDR Engineering, Inc. for Construction Management and Inspection Services on the Madison south of I-84 Domestic Pipeline Project in the amount of $26,888 (T&M N.T.E.).  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all councilmembers present voting YES.  The Mayor declared the 


MOTION CARRIED

Mayor Henry presented a request to authorize the Mayor and Public Works Director to sign a Task Order and Contract with HDR Engineering, Inc. for Construction Management and Inspection Services on the 6th Street North Rebuild and Waterline Project.  

Nate Runyan presented a staff report explaining that the Engineering, as part of the FY16 Public Works Asset Management Program, identified 6th Street North from 16th Avenue North to 1st Avenue North as a failed roadway and in need of rehab or reconstruction (Exhibit A).
The project includes full roadway reconstruction from 16th Avenue North to 1st Avenue North, asphalt surfacing, ADA pedestrian ramps, miscellaneous concrete curb/gutter & sidewalk, signage, pavement markings and replacement of water and pressure irrigation lines.
For FY16, HDR Consulting was selected to oversee construction engineering and inspection (CE&I) services for City capital improvement projects.
Due to timing (the HDR contract was not yet in place), T.O. Engineers included CE&I in the original Task Order for the project approved by Council in September of 2015.
Staff has negotiated a Scope of Work and fee with HDR (Exhibit B) for CE&I services and a reduction in scope (eliminating CE&I services) with T.O. Engineering.  

The estimated project costs are as follows: 

Roadway Reconstruction





$ 1,401,036.52

Water & Pressure Irrigation Line Replacement


$    657,460.00

T.O. Professional Design Services



 
$    224,219.00

HDR Professional CE&I Services




$    148,744.48

Total






 
$ 2,431,460.00

Funding is from FY16 Pavement Management/Streets and FY16 Water Enterprise. Budget amendment is forthcoming for unspent funds to be rolled over in Streets and unforeseen water/pressure irrigation costs.

Engineering has reviewed the Scope of Work  and recommends authorization of the Task Order.  

MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by White to authorize the Mayor and Public Works Director to sign a Professional Services Task Order and Contract with HDR, Inc. for the 6th Street North Roadway and Waterline Improvements (16th Avenue North to 1st Avenue North) in the amount of $148,744.48 (NTE). The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all councilmembers present voting YES.  The Mayor declared the 


MOTION CARRIED

The following Ordinance was read by title:
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO, ANNEXING A PORTION OF THE BOISE KUNA IRRIGATION DISTRICT INTO THE MUNICIPAL IRRIGATION DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO, AND CHANGING THE BOUNDARIES THEREOF; AND DIRECTING THE CITY ENGINEER TO ALTER THE USE AND AREA MAP ACCORDINGLY. 

The Mayor declared this the first reading.

The Mayor presented a request to pass this ordinance under suspension of rules.

MOVED by Levi and SECONDED by Haverfield to pass the preceding ordinance under suspension of rules and approve the Summary of Publication.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all councilmembers present voting YES.   The Mayor declared the ordinance duly passed, numbered it 4226 and directed the clerk to record it as required.
The following Ordinance was read by title:
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO, ANNEXING A PORTION OF THE NAMPA MERIDIAN IRRIGATION DISTRICT INTO THE MUNICIPAL IRRIGATION DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO, AND CHANGING THE BOUNDARIES THEREOF; AND DIRECTING THE CITY ENGINEER TO ALTER THE USE AND AREA MAP ACCORDINGLY. 

The Mayor declared this the first reading.

The Mayor presented a request to pass this ordinance under suspension of rules.

MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by White to pass the preceding ordinance under suspension of rules and approve the Summary of Publication.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all councilmembers present voting YES.   The Mayor declared the ordinance duly passed, numbered it 4227 and directed the clerk to record it as required.
The following Ordinance was read by title:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO, ANNEXING A PORTION OF THE PIONEER IRRIGATION DISTRICT INTO THE MUNICIPAL IRRIGATION DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO, AND CHANGING THE BOUNDARIES THEREOF; AND DIRECTING THE CITY ENGINEER TO ALTER THE USE AND AREA MAP ACCORDINGLY. 

The Mayor declared this the first reading.

The Mayor presented a request to pass this ordinance under suspension of rules.

MOVED by White and SECONDED by Haverfield to pass the preceding ordinance under suspension of rules and approve the Summary of Publication.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all councilmembers present voting YES.   The Mayor declared the ordinance duly passed, numbered it 4228 and directed the clerk to record it as required.
Mayor Henry presented a request to authorize the purchase of two mowers for Centennial and Ridgecrest Golf Courses.
Parks and Recreation Director Darrin Johnson presented a staff report explaining that the Nampa City Council approved funding for the purchase of two golf course mowers in the FY 2016 budget. The cost of each mower is $24,684.22. The funding for the mowers come from the golf budget which is entirely funded with user fees. 

One mower will be placed at Centennial Golf Course and the other will be placed at Ridgecrest Golf Club. The new equipment will replace mowers that have been in use for 13 years and were purchased in 2003. The purchase is made utilizing the National Joint Powers Alliance (NJPA) Municipal Contract. 

Staff requests Nampa City Council action in authorizing the purchase of two mowers for the amount of $49,368.44.
Councilmember Bruner asked question on the replacement time of the mowers.

MOVED by Skaug and SECONDED by White to authorize the purchase of two mowers in the amount of $49,368.44. The Mayor asked all in favor to say aye with Councilmembers Levi, White, Raymond, Skaug, Haverfield voting AYE.  Councilmember Bruner voting NAY.  The Mayor declared the


MOTION CARRIED

The following resolution was presented:

Nate Runyan presented a staff report explaining that Fleet Services Division has identified outdated diagnostic equipment and obsolete vehicle maintenance items.
Fleet Staff request the following assets be declared as surplus property in order to facilitate disposal:

	Item
	Asset Number
	Estimated Value

	-Washed Engine Air Filters

-Small Engine Parts

-Truck Bed Tool Box

-Fuel Caddy

-Symtech Headlight Aimer

-Sun 450D Analyzer

-Coolant Flush Machine

-R12 Recovery Machine

-Truck Tire Caddy
	N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

25-011720

N/A

21-10410

N/A
	$100.00

$50.00

$50.00

$50.00

$100.00

$500.00

$100.00

$100.00

$50.00


Outdated diagnostic equipment and obsolete maintenance items will be disposed of via public sale.
Disposal falls within Public Works Fleet Services guidelines for funding, acquisition, maintenance, replacement and disposal of City assets.
Fleet Services and disposal team recommend disposal through local auction house.
A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF IDAHO, AUTHORIZING THE DISPOSITION OF CERTAIN CITY PROPERTY. (Fleet)
MOVED by Skaug and SECONDED by White to pass the resolution as presented. The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all councilmembers present voting YES.  The Mayor declared the resolution passed, numbered it 10-2016 and directed the clerk to record it as required

MOTION CARRIED
The following resolution was presented:

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF IDAHO, AUTHORIZING THE DESTRUCTION OF CERTAIN CITY RECORDS. (WWTP)
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Bruner to pass the resolution as presented.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all councilmembers present voting YES.  The Mayor declared the resolution passed, numbered it 11-2016 and directed the clerk to record it as required

MOTION CARRIED
Mayor Henry presented a request to authorize the immediate piggyback purchase of traffic paint from Sherwin Williams for the Street Division.
Nate Runyan presented a staff report explaining that the Public Works Street Division proposes to paint all marked roadways within City limits.  Painting activities include restriping, crosswalks, stop bars, and arrows.
This activity correlates with Public Works Asset Management Program, Zones A1 and A2, and will include the rebuild projects of 6th Street North and 11th Avenue North.
Estimated cost for the purchase of pavement marking traffic paint is $53,000.00.  Staff requests the expenditure be made through the piggyback bidding process.
The piggyback process allows any governmental agency to use the bid of another governmental agency to establish the price for procurement, provided that the initial process satisfied the public bidding rules and the supplier is willing to honor the price.
Sherwin Williams, a traffic paint distributor, was awarded the Ada County Highway Department contract through a bid process this fiscal year.
This selected distributor has stated it will honor the same pricing to the City of Nampa.
This approved expense will be funded from the FY16 Street Division budget.
2,750 gallons of white and 3,250 gallons of yellow traffic paint will be purchased for paint truck application.

MOVED by Bruner and SECONDED by Levi to authorize the immediate piggyback purchase of 6,000 gallons of traffic paint from Sherwin Williams, at an estimated cost of $53,000.00, for the Street Division.   The Mayor asked all in favor say aye with all councilmembers voting AYE.  The Mayor declared the


MOTION CARRIED 

The following Ordinance was read by title:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO, CONFIRMING THE ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR LOCAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO. 159 BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO, AS FOLLOWS: 

The Mayor declared this the first reading.

The Mayor presented a request to pass this ordinance under suspension of rules.

MOVED by White and SECONDED by Raymond to pass the preceding ordinance under suspension of rules.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all councilmembers present voting YES.   The Mayor declared the ordinance duly passed, numbered it 4229 and directed the clerk to record it as required
The Mayor adjourned the meeting at 8:25 p.m.
Passed this 7th day of March, 2016.

____________________________________

 MAYOR
ATTEST:
______________________________________
CITY CLERK  


