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REGULAR COUNCILPRIVATE 


March 21, 2016
Mayor Henry called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.
Clerk made note that Councilmembers Raymond, White, Levi, Haverfield and Skaug were present.  Councilmember Bruner was absent.
Mayor Henry amended the agenda by moving #9 under new business - Appointment of Larry Richardson (1 year), Lawrence Manning (1 year), Douglas Houston (2 years), Jordan Yankovich (2 years), Monique Michel-Duarte (3 years), Brenda Fisher (3 years), and Greg Toolson (3 years) to the Arts & Historic Preservation Commission to #1 under New Business.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by White to approve the Consent Agenda with the above mentioned amendments; Regular Council Minutes of February 16, 2016 and Special Council Minutes of February 11, 2016 and February 16, 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) Carriage Hill North Subdivision No. 4 in an RS-8.5 Zoning District; and authorize the following public hearings: 1) None;  Authorization to Proceed with the Bidding Process: 1) None; and 2015-2016 Licenses: (all licenses subject to police approval): Cost Plus World Market, 16412 North Market Boulevard, on-premise beer and wine; The Dutch Goose, 1125 Caldwell Boulevard, on-premise beer, wine and liquor; Big Smoke #113, 4211 Garrity Boulevard, off-premise beer and wine; Big Smoke #115, 5687 Franklin Road, off-premise beer and wine; Big Smoke #109, 2318 12th Avenue Road, off-premise beer and wine; Tobacco Connection #16, 1107 12th Avenue South, off-premise beer and wine; Tobacco Connection #23, 16429 Midland Boulevard, off-premise beer and wine; Tobacco Connection #12, 197 Caldwell Boulevard, off-premise beer and wine; Tobacco Connection #32, 2918 Greenhurst Road, off-premise beer and wine; Tobacco Connection #1, 323 11th Avenue North, off-premise beer and wine; Monthly Cash Reports; and Correct Irrigation Assessments Pursuant to Idaho Code 50-1807; approval of the agenda.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers present voting YES. The Mayor declared the
MOTION CARRIED
Public Works Director Michael Fuss presented a staff report to update the council on current projects as follows:

Special City Council Meeting – Wastewater Program Phase II/III Decision Update – City Staff and the Wastewater Program Management Team (WPMT) are continuing to identify the best approach for long-term wastewater discharge to meet increasingly stringent National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit limits.  The City has been able to systematically evaluate a number of alternatives using the business case evaluation process, which considers risk and benefit costs as well as capital and operating costs.  A preliminary business case evaluation was presented to City Council in February 2012.  Since the completion of the original analysis, there have been updates to a number of the key inputs including:

· Completion of the Lower Boise River Total Phosphorus Total Maximum Daily Load

· Receiving a draft NPDES permit

· Selection and investigation of infiltration property

City Staff and the WPMT will present the updated analysis at a Special City Council meeting on Wednesday, March 30, from 3:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. in Council Chambers.  The analysis will incorporate the changes resulting from the key inputs noted above, as well as other updated information.  At this meeting Staff will be seeking direction as to the best next steps for the Program.

A number of supporting materials have been developed in support of this decision, many of which are available on the City’s Wastewater Department website.  Staff is available to discuss or provide more information if the Council would like additional information in advance of the March 30th meeting.

State of the Fleet – Citywide Fleet Report 2016 -   By the Numbers - Fleet Services currently maintains 540 on and off-road assets.  Of the 268 Light Duty vehicles (Class 1 and 2) 143 are over 10 years old. By FY2017, 11 more vehicles will be added to that group. (70 are over 15 years old). “Heavy trucks” (63 class 4 vehicles) are in similar condition, but on a smaller scale. 24 are currently over 15 years old, 3 more by FY2017.  The primary limiting factor is age, not accumulated mileage.  Parts procurement becomes substantially more difficult after a vehicle exceeds a certain age.

The state of the fleet is operable, but requires attention:  Repair costs and vehicle downtime are trending upwards; Regular preventive maintenance visits are trending downward; Fleet facilities are at maximum capacity; Fleet Services is currently operating in a reactionary capacity.
Unscheduled Repair Trend
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Annual Unscheduled Repair Snapshot
· Unscheduled repair hours are on a divergent path with total work order count, this indicates repairs are becoming more difficult and time consuming
· Annual unscheduled repair hours – 6435.6 (CY2015)
· Parts and Sublet hard dollar costs - $379,583.44
· Repair cost per hour - $58.98
· Vehicle repairs currently average 75.63% of shop workflow*
*Rolling 12 month, target is <25%
Preventive Maintenance Services
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Annual PM Service Snapshot
· Annually, PM service work currently represents 24.37% shop flow*
· PM service hard dollar costs at current service level - $62,838.73 
· PM service cost per hour - $30.29
· Hours required for recommended PM service compliance – 2,739
· PM service hours performed at current level of service – 2,074 (CY2015)
· Annually deferred PM service hours – 665 (24.28%)
*Rolling 12 month, target is >75% 
Vehicle Shop Operating at Maximum Capacity
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Asset Management – Keep the Good Good

Necessary to Change the way we do Business:
· Increase PM Service Workflows
· Allow broken assets to go unrepaired
· Increase staff 
· Add lube tech, parts person
· Develop citywide fleet asset replacement plan
· Similar to PW model
· Tailored to the mission of individual Departments
National Public Works Week – May 15-21, 2016 – National Public Works Week is celebrated the third week of May every year to call attention to the importance of public works projects, programs and services.  This year’s theme, “Public Works Always There” showcases how the community depends on public works and public works employees.

City Staff is coordinating Public Works Week activities with the Nampa School District (NSD).  The morning of Wednesday, May 18, Iowa Elementary 4th grade students will tour the Wastewater Treatment Plant and engage in a variety of hands on activities and demonstrations at the Street and Fleet Services Division yard.  A coloring contest will be held for all NSD 4th grade students and submissions will be displayed at Nampa City Hall.  In the afternoon, plans are underway for Nampa High School students, who are interested, to attend an interactive public works career fair.

An appreciation picnic, for all hardworking Public Works Department employees, is scheduled for Thursday, May 19, from 11:30 a.m. to 1:30 p.m. at Lions Park.
The following Ordinance was read by title:

AN ORDINANCE DETERMINING THAT CERTAIN LANDS, COMMONLY KNOWN AS 4305, 0, AND 4321 AIRPORT ROAD, NAMPA, IDAHO, COMPRISING APPROXIMATELY 5.003 ACRES, MORE OR LESS, LAY CONTIGUOUS TO THE CITY LIMITS OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, COUNTY OF CANYON, STATE OF IDAHO, AND THAT SAID LANDS SHOULD BE ANNEXED INTO THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO, AS PART OF THE IL (LIGHT INDUSTRIAL) ZONE; DECLARING SAID LANDS BY PROPER LEGAL DESCRIPTION AS DESCRIBED BELOW TO BE A PART OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO; DIRECTING THE CITY ENGINEER AND PLANNING AND ZONING DIRECTOR TO ADD SAID PROPERTY TO THE OFFICIAL MAPS OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO; REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS, ORDERS OR PARTS THEREOF IN CONFLICT HEREWITH; AND DIRECTING THE CLERK OF THE CITY OF NAMPA TO FILE A CERTIFIED COPY OF THE ORDINANCE AND MAP OF THE AREA TO BE ANNEXED WITH CANYON COUNTY, STATE OF IDAHO AND THE IDAHO STATE TAX COMMISSION, PURSUANT TO IDAHO CODE, SECTION 63-215. (Applicant Lanco, Inc. Representing Mission Aviation Fellowship)

The Mayor declared this the second reading.
The following Ordinance was ready by title:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO, EXCLUDING CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY CURRENTLY WITHIN THE CORPORATE BOUNDARY OF THE CITY; DIRECTING THE CITY ENGINEER AND PLANNING AND ZONING DIRECTOR TO REFLECT SAID EXCLUSION ON THE OFFICIAL MAPS OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO; REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS, ORDERS OR PARTS THEREOF IN CONFLICT HEREWITH; AND, DIRECTING THE CLERK OF THE CITY OF NAMPA TO FILE A CERTIFIED COPY OF THE ORDINANCE AND MAP OF THE AREA TO BE EXCLUDED WITH CANYON COUNTY, STATE OF IDAHO AND THE IDAHO STATE TAX COMMISSION, PURSUANT TO IDAHO CODE, SECTION 63-215. (Applicant Donald and Darla Larson – 24 South Jarom Lane)
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 4237 and directed the clerk to record it as required.
The following Ordinance was ready by title:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO, VACATING A PORTION OF THE E. COMSTOCK AVENUE RIGHT-OF-WAY, SAID PORTION BORDERING THE PROPERTIES COMMONLY KNOWN AS 4104, 4108, 4114 AND 4118 E. COMSTOCK AVENUE, IN THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO, AND DIRECTING THE CITY ENGINEER TO ALTER THE USE AND AREA MAP ACCORDINGLY; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS, ORDERS AND PARTS THEREOF IN CONFLICT HEREWITH. (Applicant Alan Jacobsen Representing Joe Kane/St. Alphonsus Medical Center)
The Mayor declared this the first reading.

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

MOVED by Skaug and SECONDED by Haverfield to pass the preceding ordinance under suspension of rules.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with Councilmembers Levi, Raymond, Haverfield, Skaug voting YES.   Councilmember White RECUSED herself from voting and Councilmember Bruner was ABSENT.  The Mayor declared the ordinance duly passed, numbered it 4238 and directed the clerk to record it as required.
The following Ordinance was ready by title:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO, VACATING TEN (10) FOOT WIDE PORTIONS OF THE ALLEY AND RIGHT-OF-WAY ON THE WESTERN AND EASTERN SIDES, RESPECTIVELY, OF THAT CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY COMMONLY KNOWN AS 1220 S. IVY STREET, IN THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO, AND DIRECTING THE CITY ENGINEER TO ALTER THE USE AND AREA MAP ACCORDINGLY; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS, ORDERS AND PARTS THEREOF IN CONFLICT HEREWITH. (Applicant Zenith Homes)
The Mayor declared this the first reading.

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

MOVED by Raymond and SECONDED by Haverfield 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 4239 and directed the clerk to record it as required.

Mayor Henry presented a request for reconsideration of the denial of annexation and zoning to RS-7 at 8142 West Ustick Road, 17535 Star Road, 17547 Star Road, and three parcels addressed as 0 Star Rd  for Engineering Solutions, LLP Representing Star Development, Inc.
MOVED by Raymond and SECONDED by Haverfield to grant the request for reconsideration of the denial of annexation and zoning to RS-7 at 8142 West Ustick Road, 17535 Star Road, 17547 Star Road, and three parcels addressed as 0 Star Rd  for Engineering Solutions, LLP representing Star Development, Inc.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with Councilmembers Skaug, White, Haverfield, Raymond voting YES.  Councilmember Levi RECUSED herself from voting tonight and in the future public hearing and Councilmember Bruner was ABSENT.  The Mayor declared the

MOTION CARRIED
Mayor Henry presented a request to appoint Larry Richardson (1 year), Lawrence Manning (1 year), Douglas Houston (2 years), Jordan Yankovich (2 years), Monique Michel-Duarte (3 years), Brenda Fisher (3 years), and Greg Toolson (3 years) to the Arts & Historic Preservation Commission.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Levi to approve the appointments of Larry Richardson (1 year), Lawrence Manning (1 year), Douglas Houston (2 years), Jordan Yankovich (2 years), Monique Michel-Duarte (3 years), Brenda Fisher (3 years), and Greg Toolson (3 years) to the Arts & Historic Preservation Commission. The Mayor asked all in favor say aye with all Councilmember present voting AYE.  The Mayor declared the






MOTION CARRIED
Mayor Henry presented a request for adoption of the Program Year 2016 CDBG Application Guidance.

Jennifer Yost presented a staff report explaining that staff is requesting City Council to adopt the application guidelines for CDBG Program Year 2016.  These guidelines address the CDBG programmatic requirements.  The application guidance provides information about expectations for the program to potential applicants.  The guidance helps the City ensure that funds are spent in a timely manner and in compliance with HUD requirements.

In Program Year 2014, we made a significant change in the application procedures by moving to an on-line application program.  While many of the questions remained the same as in previous years, the method of applying for the funds and the reviewing process was different.  This new process allowed for an automatic review of completeness to ensure applicants submitted all necessary forms and answered all pertinent questions. This process saved many hours of staff and volunteer application reviewers. We are continuing with this on-line application program again this year.

There were only minor changes to the guidelines this year from last year’s application guidelines with minor clarification:

· Spelling out the limitation on the acquisition of property with or with-out CDBG funding once an application is submitted.

· Clarification of some expenses that are is considered match.

· Spelling out the allowance for additional information to be considered if specifically requested by staff.

· Spelling out the allowance for specific exemptions to timeline requirements on a case by case basis.

· Update of references to Federal requirements within the Code of Federal Regulations; as it applies to the Uniform Administrative Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements for Federal Awards.

MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Raymond to adopt the City of Nampa’s Community Development Block Grant Program Year 2016 Application Guidelines.   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 appoint Scott Jacobsen and Steve Wilson to the Nampa Golf Commission.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Skaug to approve the appointment of Scott Jacobsen and Steve Wilson to the Nampa Golf Commission.   The Mayor asked all in favor say aye with all Councilmembers present voting AYE.  The Mayor declared the







MOTION CARRIED

Mayor Henry presented a request for authorize the Mayor and Public Works Director to sign a Task Order with J-U-B Engineers, Inc., for Consultant Services to facilitate Connection Fee and Reimbursement Policy Development.
Michael Fuss presented a staff report explaining that at Nampa City Council on January 7, 2016, Staff presented proposed hookup fees as part of the 2016 Domestic and Irrigation Water Cost of Service and Rate Study.
Concern was expressed by legal counsel for the Nampa building community and Snake River Valley Building Contractors Association (SRVBCA) regarding the hookup fees relative to a recent Supreme Court Case with the City of Hayden, Idaho.
Council directed Staff to meet with the SRVBCA to discuss hookup fees, and proposed latecomer policy, and report back on March 7.
Just prior to March 7, the District Court further ruled on the City of Hayden.  The ruling created additional discussion and concerns for next best steps.
Given the need for clarification and lack of agreement between Staff and SRBCA, Mayor Henry created a committee composed of builders, developers, citizens, City Council representation and City staff to attempt to negotiate a solution to hookup fees and reimbursement agreements.
Working from the recent success of the Engineering Policy and Standards Manual, J-U-B Engineers, Inc., was asked to assist in meeting facilitation and policy writing.
City consultant FCS Group was also asked to provide rate and financial technical assistance to the committee process.
City Staff and J-U-B have agreed upon scope of work and fee (see Exhibit A) to provide support services in the amount of $35,855.00 T&M NTE.
Funding is proposed from the water and irrigation fund as an extension of the previous 2016 Domestic and Irrigation Water Cost of Service and Rate Study.

Councilmember Haverfield asked why JUB was being brought into the process at this time. (this is to facilitate meetings between staff and builders)
Councilmember Raymond asked about the cost for hiring the consultants that were used (SPF) ($160,000.) I am not in favor of another study on the fees.
Councilmember Skaug asked if this is not approved can’t we come to a fee agreement.

Michael Fuss said that we can go in any direction that Council wishes.

Mayor Henry generalized the situation and went over some solutions.

Councilmember Raymond asked if the fee was established by a study.
Michael Fuss said we do have the numbers from the study.  If one of the numbers are chosen then how do they relate to the reimbursement agreement.
Mayor Henry said we have a contract that was to be paid by hookup fee and 9.5 % interest.  If council comes back and says that we are not going to have hookup fees, we are never going to pay them back and then the question is how do they get their 3 million dollars at 9.5% interest back.  Is that an obligation that the City accrued and we are going to come up with 7 million dollars.  We have lots of builders out there with credits that they bought for hookup fees.
Councilmember Skaug thought that we were going to have a meeting with the builders and then come up with a number.

Councilmember Haverfield had a question for legal and thought that we were waiting on advice on the Sandpoint issue before we proceed. 

City Attorney Aaron Seable said that his understanding is that our office has communicated with the other Attorney.

Michael Fuss said that the Hayden case will not be likely finished until after October we need to have this resolved before then.  In the end we need a hookup fee that will be tied into the reimbursement policy.

Councilmember Haverfield asked if JUB was to write the policy for the reimbursement.

Councilmember Raymond asked if the hookup fee is greater than what we have now then there is no issue with the latecomers.

Councilmember Levi asked what the funding source is for the $35,000.00.  (from the water fund)

Councilmember White said that the credits and the latecomer’s fees are they two different things. (today they are two different things our goal is to get them to one) It has to be one fee, I think that there might even be credits out that is going to be hard to know who has them because developers have not given but maybe sold credits, our program is transparent enough but it is so convoluted that it is very difficult to wade through it and understand it.  Will this simplify this process? (that is our intention)
Councilmember Haverfield asked if the sub-committee that was put together are they going to be disbanded or are they still going to be meeting with you.  (they will meet with JUB) What Councilmembers are on the committee (Councilmember Bruner) David Bills is on the committee as a developer, Jon Cotner, the builders are Larry Richardson and Tamarack and David Peterson.
MOVED by White and SECONDED by Haverfield to approve this and authorize Mayor and Public Works Director to sign Task Order with J-U-B Engineers, Inc., in the amount of $35,855.00 T&M NTE, to facilitate Connection Fee and Reimbursement Policy Development. 
Councilmember Haverfield said that it is really important to send the right message.

Councilmember Skaug said that he can’t support it because he does not fully understand why we have to spend $35,000.

Councilmember Raymond said that he won’t support it, if he had a chance to sit down and talk with Michael because he is not sure if he understands the difference with latecomers and credits.
Councilmember Levi said that she was not going to support this either.  I do not like the fact that we are spending $35,000.00 additional dollars and we need to facilitate something between adults to adults, we should be able to come up with something better than to have to spend money.

Mayor Henry asked what is the next step.

Councilmembers Skaug and Raymond wanted to have a meeting with Michael.

Councilmember White asked if JUB was firm on the price.  (if we change the scope then the price goes down)

The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with Councilmembers Haverfield and White voting YES.  Councilmembers Skaug, Levi, Raymond voting NO and Councilmember Bruner was ABSENT.  The Mayor declared the







MOTION DENIED
Mayor Henry opened a public hearing for rezone from DH (Downtown Historic) to DV (Downtown Village) 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 Building at 8 10th Avenue South, 16 10th Avenue South, 1012 1st Street South, and 1014 1st Street South for Mike Mussell.
Mike Mussell, 320 11th Avenue South presented the request.

Assistant Planning and Zoning Director Robert Hobbs presented a staff report explaining that the request was for a rezone from DH (Downtown Historic) Zone to DV (Downtown Village) in order to allow Auto Body Repair [and alignment], an [off-site] Storage building, and, Off-Street Parking for the Old Nampa Library Building for Mike Mussell as Applicant and representative on behalf of Ruben’s Auto Body, Owyhee Sheet Metal and in the interest of the Old Nampa Library.

In Order To: allow Auto Body Repair [and alignment], an [off-site] Storage building, and, Off-Street Parking for the Old Nampa Library Building ”

Pertaining to:  A certain assembly of lots and/or parcels addressed as 8 10th Avenue South, 16 10th Avenue South, 1012 1st Street South, and, 1014 1st Street South (comprising a .962 acre or 41,905 sq. ft. portion of the SE ¼ of Section 22, T3N, R2W) – hereinafter, collectively, the “Property”…
History:  In 2005 the City approved rezoning of various properties stretching, generally, from Yale/Northside Boulevard to mid block between 16th and 17th Avenues South and from Front to 4th Street South into three new sub-districts (Downtown Business [DB], Downtown Village [DV] and Downtown Historic [DH]) to define and form a new “Downtown”.  (The DH Zone corresponds to the old Central Business District (CB), the heart of the City’s center.)  Since that time, one effort in 2014 to rezone land from DV to DH along 11th west of the new downtown parking garage failed.  That application argued that the area proposed for rules change was simply, by nature of the buildings therein and the new parking garage built in the DH Zone alongside, really historical in character or appearance.  Counter argument recognized the difference in architecture from the traditional downtown structures largely east of the properties proposed of rezoning, but still noted the land and buildings thereon as historical -- just more contemporary in design.  Some resistance has been perceived in the past to exist to change the Downtown zones’ fairly symmetrical boundaries given the nature of the concept plan’s area development plans that gave origin to the zones themselves. Staff does not fully hold to that concept but believes the DV and DH Zones’ boundaries should be more specific to existing building types on properties within their confines, as well as housing land to be geared toward a certain form of development (i.e., historical -- or not -- in terms of adopted architectural controls, setback rules, landscaping standards and parking regulations).

The Nampa City Planning and Zoning Commission, during their regularly scheduled public hearing of February 09, 2016, after receiving testimony and reviewing your application, voted to recommend to the City Council that they approve the above referenced rezone request.  The Commission made their recommendation contingent on developer/development compliance with the following condition(s):

“Generally:

1.
That the Applicant, as Owner/Developer, [shall] enter into a Development Agreement with the City of Nampa.  The Agreement 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 requests.  Inclusively, the Agreement shall contain any/the concept development plans proposed by virtue of this application [Project] submittal as accepted, or accepted with required changes, by the City’s Council…

Having decided on the rezone question, the Commission subsequently voted to approve the above referenced Conditional Use Permit application request.  The Commission made their approval contingent on developer/development compliance with the following condition(s): 

Generally:

1. Owner/Applicant shall comply with all applicable requirements [including obtaining proper permits] as may be imposed by City departments or outside agencies appropriately involved in the review of this request (e.g., Nampa Fire, Building, Planning and Zoning and Engineering Departments, etc.) as the CUP approval does not, and shall not, have the effect of abrogating requirements from those agencies…

Specifically:

2.
The Conditional Use Permit sanctions only the general acceptability of the use and the affiliated concept site plan reviewed and approved by the City in the location identified by City reporting as the Property.  Accordingly, the Applicant shall develop/construct the auto body repair shop, storage building and parking lot as authorized by the Conditional Use Permit approval in accordance with the City’s Design Review and Commercial Building Permit Review processes’ conditions (as based in zoning, building, engineering, and fire codes and standards adopted by the City of Nampa)…”

A copy of the minutes from/of the Planning Zoning Commission’s hearing is hereto attached at the end of this report.  Testimony provided during the Commission’s hearing provided both positive, and limited negative, perspective on the proposed application.
Annexation/rezoning Conclusions of Law
10-2-3 (C) Annexations and/or Rezones/Zoning assignments must be reasonably necessary, in the interest of the public, further promote the purposes of zoning, and be in agreement with the adopted Comprehensive Plan for the neighborhood.

Annexation/rezoning Findings of Facts

(Pertaining to the Approximately .962 acres of land requested to be REZONED):

Zoning: Regarding Applicant’s Proposed/Desired Rezone Request, Staff finds:

1.
Surrounding Zoning: That City DH zoning encompasses the land north, east and south of the Property, City DV zoning overlays lots to the west of the Property (see attached Vicinity Map); and,


2.
Immediately Surrounding Land Uses: On the west: Roller Drome [alternatively “Rollerdrome”], to the east: Owyhee Sheet Metal (across the alley) and Gym State, to the south: Downtown Fire Station (No. 1) and Pioneer Title, to the north: Graybill Wholesale; and,


3.
Reasonable: That it may be variously argued that consideration for rezoning the Property is reasonable given that: a) the City has received an [acceptable] application to amend its official zoning map by the Property owner; and, b) rezoning is a legally recognized legislative act long sanctioned under American administrative law; and, c) within the City of Nampa, rezoning is a long standing (and code sanctioned) practice; and, d) the Property is eligible by law for rezoning; and, e) that the Property adjoins mixed uses on its sides; and, f) City utility services are available to the Property; and, g) emergency services are available to the Property; and, h) the rezone request is supported by the City’s adopted Comprehensive/Master Plan setting of “Downtown”; and, g) it may be argued that there is not much of historical value (e.g., buildings worth preserving) in the current build-out (or lack thereof) of the Property and that a strong probability of the Property re-developing to house structures architecturally designed to appear early 20th Century does not seem to exist given the lack of building momentum in the area immediately surrounding the Property; and,



4. Public Interest: That Nampa has determined that it is in the public interest to provide commercial development opportunities.  Expressions of that policy are made in Nampa’s adopted Comprehensive/Master Plan as well as embodied in its decisions to date regarding similar applications.  General commercial land use types are allowed or allowed with a Conditional Use Permit within the DV Zone.  The proposed Auto Body Repair shop is one such use as is the storage proposal (via 10-3-2.B. as an “undefined use” and the automobile standalone parking lot, again by CUP; and,


5.
Promotion of Zoning Purpose(s): Among the general (and Nampa endorsed) purposes of zoning is to promote orderly, systematic development and patterns thereof which preserve and/or enhance public health, safety and welfare.  Included in our zoning regulations, therefore, are development standards governing allowable land uses, building architecture, building setbacks, building heights, provision of parking and service drives, property landscaping, signage controls, street lighting regulations, etc.  We find that the Project proposes an ordered development plan meant as an improvement to present Property circumstances – varying details of the same will be, in the future, addressed through the design review and building permit review processes subsequent to any zoning land entitlement; and,


6.
Comprehensive Plan: The currently adopted Comprehensive Plan designates the Property as being within a “Downtown” setting which entertains at least three commercial styled land use districts, to include the DV Zone proposed for imposition on the Property by the Applicant.  The Property also lies (at its northeast corner) kitty-corner from an area covered by a setting of “Light Industrial”; and,


7.
Services: Utility and emergency services are or can be made available to the Property.  Current fire flow at the location is better than 2,000 gallons per minute per City Engineering…

In summary, the Property may be zoned DV, but nothing forces the Council to do so as it acts in its quasi-judicial capacity to decide on the proper land use zone/district to assign to the Property.  Given the findings noted above, however, DV zoning is certainly an “entertainable” zone...

Public/Agency/City Department Comments: Any correspondence from agencies or the citizenry regarding this application package [received by noon March 16, 2016] is hereafter attached to this report.

Note: Any relevant, recommended department/agency requirement(s) are customarily imbedded into the recommended Conditions of Approval made a part of this report…
Recommended Conditions of Approval
Should the Council vote to approve the requested Rezone, Staff would then suggest that the Council consider imposing the following minimal Condition(s) of Approval against the requested Project/Developer:

Rezone/Development Agreement Related:

Generally:

1.
[Optional] That the Applicant, as Owner/Developer, [shall] enter into a Development Agreement with the City of Nampa.  The Agreement 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 requests.  Inclusively, the Agreement shall contain any/the concept development plans proposed by virtue of this application [Project] submittal as accepted, or accepted with required changes, by the City’s Council…

(The Council will remember that the Commission already imposed conditions against the Conditional Use Permit request [as noted previously in this report] that will be of force and effect if the Council approves the rezone request.)
Councilmember Haverfield asked if the developer would need to meet with the Historic Commission and meet their guidelines. (I don’t know as far as the design review committee yes) Is a development agreement required as part of the conditions.

Councilmember Raymond asked does the parking lot and the storage building require a zoning change or can it be done in the zone that it is in.

Councilmember Levi asked what the differences are between the DH (Downtown Historic) and DV (Downtown Village) zoning.  (the DV is a transitional zone a go between the other two zones) if it is rezoned it does allow for the repair of the sidewalks, the curbs and meet ADA compliance. Would it be odd to split the zoning on that block?
Those appearing in favor of the request were: Jeremy Hefner, Ruben’s Body Shop, 211 10th Avenue South; Jerry Dickerson, 3615 South Raintree Drive (did not speak other than to approve).

Those appearing in opposition of the request were: Kris Wear, 1309 1st Street South.
Mike Mussell presented a rebuttal to questions.

Councilmembers asked questions of the applicant representative.

MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Raymond 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
Councilmember Levi said that she is having trouble seeing an alignment shop that far into the Historic Downtown.

Councilmember Raymond said that it is a good area for the change in zone.

MOVED by Skaug and SECONDED by Haverfield to approve the rezone from DH (Downtown Historic) to DV (Downtown Village) 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 Building at 8 10th Avenue South, 16 10th Avenue South, 1012 1st Street South, and 1014 1st Street South for Mike Mussell with conditions as recommended by staff and authorize the City Attorney to draw up the appropriate Ordinance.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with Councilmembers Raymond, Haverfield, Skaug voting YES.  Councilmembers Levi and White voting NO and Councilmember Bruner ABSENT. The Mayor declared the

MOTION CARRIED
Mayor Henry opened a public hearing for a modification of annexation/zoning development agreement between Timbercreek Development LLC and the City of Nampa Amending the Original Approved Conceptual Layout and Common Areas for Timbercreek Subdivision for Horrocks Engineers/Wendy Shrief/Evans Trust.
Wendy Shrief, Horrocks Engineers, 5700 East Franklin presented the request.

Councilmembers asked questions of the applicant’s representative.

Robert Hobbs presented a staff report explaining that the request is for a modification of an annexation and zoning development agreement between Timbercreek Development LLC and the City of Nampa, recorded 8/7/2014 as Instrument No. 2014-028508, & Ord. # 4129 amending the original conceptual layout & common areas (but not adding additional structures) of four-plexes being requested for “Timbercreek Subdivision” -- hereinafter the “revised Project”… for Evans Trust with Horrocks Engineers, Wendy Shrief representing the applicant.

Property Area and Location(s):  Some 11.01 total acres of land located within the NE ¼ of Section 34, Township 3 North, Range 2 W, BM addressed as 1149 S. Powerline in a RML (Limited Multiple-Family Residential) Zone in Nampa (see attached “Vicinity Map”)

History/Commentary: Timbercreek Subdivision, originally comprised of 34 four-plex apartment buildings, was entitled in 2014 after a series of revisions post Council but pre-Development Agreement acceptance.  Having stalled in construction, a new developer is interested in building out the Project but with a revised layout and building plan but in keeping with prior density approval.  (Please refer to the attached exhibits of the proposed general site plan that bear on the application.)

The Nampa City Planning and Zoning Commission, during their regularly scheduled public hearing of February 23, 2016, voted to recommend to the City’s Council that they approve the above referenced request.  The Commission made their [positive] recommendation contingent upon Applicant/Development compliance with the following condition(s):


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 effect of abrogating requirements from those agencies in connection with [re]entitlement of the Property; and,


2.
That the Applicant, as Owner/Developer, [shall] enter into a Modified Development Agreement 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 RML Zone versus its original entitlement(s).  Inclusively, the Agreement shall contain any/the concept development plans proposed by virtue of this [new] application submittal as ultimately accepted, or accepted with required changes, by the City’s Council…
Development Agreement Modification

Criteria to guide the Council in making a determination/decision whether to allow a Development Agreement Modification as sought by an applicant are absent from state statute or City ordinance.  Thus, approving or not in this instance this application becomes a purely subjective matter/decision on the part of the City in reaction to this contract modification application coming now before you/them.  Hereafter attached is a copy of Ordinance 4129 (Instrument No. 2014-028508).

The parts of the Agreement associated with the revised Project that are proposed for modification are, expectedly in this instance, language in the RECITALS Section and substitution of some of the exhibits of the [original] Agreement, to include the site plan, building elevations and berm configuration (see attached letter from Applicant’s representative re: the berm issue).  A copy of the original Agreement, and its associated site plan and building elevations, is hereto attached along with the Applicant’s proposed site plan and building elevations to facilitate comparison and contrasting (see pages 6-9 vs. 10 & 28-31 respectively).

As the process of rezoning and Development Agreement modification is a twostep endeavor, Staff will prepare, if this application is approved, a Development Agreement Modification document for Council’s review prior to the 3rd reading of the ordinance that will/would enact the Development Agreement Modification.

Public/Agency/City Department Comments: Any correspondence from agencies or the citizenry regarding this application package [received by noon March 16, 2016] is hereafter attached.  Staff has not received commentary from any surrounding property owners or neighbors either supporting or opposing this request.  
a. Code Enforcement has no objection(s) to the requested, revised Project (see attached comments – 1 page email printout dated January 26, 2016); and,

b. The Nampa & Meridian Irrigation District has no objection(s) to the requested, revised Project (see attached comments – 1 page letter dated February 24, 2016)…

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

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 consider imposing the following Conditions of Approval on/to the Project/Applicant:

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 effect 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 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 RML Zone versus its original entitlement(s).  Inclusively, the Agreement shall contain any/the concept development plans proposed by virtue of this application submittal as ultimately accepted, or accepted with required changes, by the City’s Council…
Councilmembers asked staff questions.

Those appearing in favor of the request were:  Mark Pridgen, 1223 East Iowa Avenue

No one appeared in opposition to the request.
Wendy Shrief presented a closing statement.

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 White and SECONDED by Levi to approve modification of annexation/zoning development agreement between Timbercreek Development LLC and the City of Nampa Amending the Original Approved Conceptual Layout and Common Areas for Timbercreek Subdivision for Horrocks Engineers/Wendy Schrief/Evans Trust and authorize the City Attorney to draw the appropriate Ordinance.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers present voting YES.  The Mayor declared the
MOTION CARRIED
Mayor Henry opened a public hearing for a fee increase for the Civic Center.
Civic Center Director John Cantlon presented the following staff report:

ISSUE: Prices have not been increased over approximately 10 years, placing financial pressure on the facility’s budget, management, repairs & updates creating a demand for the public’s tax dollars.

SITUATION: 

1. There is no clear formula or benchmark for current rental prices.

2. The commercial rental pricing in the Valley is running 34 to 40 cents per foot.

a. NCC is priced (on average) at 16 cents per foot.

b. A full facility rental is currently discounted to 6 cents per foot.

3. Heavy discounting is occurring, ranging from 15% to 32% up to 50% for full facility.

PATH:

1. Revise room rental pricing to 20 cents per foot over the facility raising revenue stream 120%.

2. Revise the auditorium rental up 128% from $695 to $960 per day.

3. Establish criteria for rentals into the contract:

a. Cap second room rental less 5%, 3rd room less 10%, full facility at 15%. 

b. Discount (5%) on food & beverage above $7,500

c. Non-profit patron rental rate is less 10% vs current level of 6% to 8%.

4. Equipment rental rates to increase 123% to afford repair and replacement.

5. Terminate free tech time (labor) currently offered at $25 to $50 per hour.

6. Add a 15% senior and military discount plus a 10% group ticket discount.

Councilmembers asked questions of staff.

No one appeared in favor of the request.
Those appearing in opposition to the request were:  Debbie Cling, Chamber of Commerce; Marsha Yipan, 1403 4th Street South.
John Cantlon presented a closing statement.

MOVED by Raymond 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
Councilmember Levi asked questions about grandfathering some of the customers that use the center with the old rates.

Councilmember White asked about phasing the price changes or all at once and how often are we looking at doing price increases.

Councilmember Haverfield asked if the client base had been talked to.

Councilmember Raymond I don’t have a problem with the rate increase but don’t know where the peak of the demand curve is. I would be comfortable with half this year and half next year.

Councilmember Skaug said that we have been brought objective numbers.

MOVED by Skaug and SECONDED by Raymond to approve the floor & equipment rental increases as proposed, and do 10% increase for rental space for one year as proposed and then we will revisit it in one year and authorize the City Attorney to draw the appropriate Resolution.  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 amendment to the 2015-2016 fiscal year budget.
Vikki Chandler presented a staff report explaining that budget amendments during the fiscal year usually capture rollover items that are multi-year projects, new grants, and emergent needs. Rollover projects typically require the use of fund balances, since prior year’s funding should reside in reserves. Generally the items in this amendment already have Council approval based on prior communication or previous year's budgets but need to be appropriated in a new budget ordinance for this year and reviewed in a public hearing. I have given Council spreadsheets that give details for each department. Generally, we are adding about $7.5 million through this amendment for the following functions:
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In the General Fund, we are using $300,000 from what was previously budgeted for Paid Leave Liability and reassigning that to the various expenses identified for the General Fund. We are also using $114,928 of expected revenues from Delinquent Real Property Taxes. This will have no impact on the levy rate. Below is the projected budget for this year compared to the actual FY 2015 property taxes receipts.
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Real Property Taxes $ 15,864,205 $ 28,196,929 $ 28.196,929
Delinquent Real Property Taxes § 304,183 § - $ 114,928
Circuit Breaker $ 186,071 ' § - $ -

Total $ 16,354,460 | § 28,196,929 ' $ 28311857

FY 15 End Bal FY 15 Budget Remainder

Real Property Taxes $ 26,764,796 $ 27,362,096 $ 597.300
Delinquent Real Property Taxes $ 786.171 § - §  (786.171)
Circuit Breaker $ 355,713 § - $  (355,713)

Total $ 27,906,680 § 27,362,096 _




Perhaps the most controversial item within the General Fund is the Civic Center transfer of an additional $148,988. This is due primarily to items in place before the current director was hired, including:
•
an incomplete contract for cleaning

•
insufficient budget for personnel

•
transitional costs in directors
Other items require include investment in improved marketing and software. 

The Library must use their reserves for expenses until a new budget year, as they experience their first full year in their new facility. Parks & Recreation has funding for their items identified as multi-year projects or recently approved items, including Lions Park Playground, Indian Creek Trail Maintenance, Dog Park Pond, and Lloyd Square. Nampa Rec. Center projects are carryover from last year, as is the Midway Park project from Impact Fees.
The Development Services Department is booming and seeking to hire a new plans examiner. Not included in this budget amendment, but will be in the next one, is a new inspector to deal with the increased business in this department. Great news for the City.
The Capital Fund has funding for the Ford Idaho Center paving and Sports Center insulation that must be done within a small window of opportunity. Other items in the Capital Fund were included as a result of negotiations with the new hotel owners. 

Public Works spreadsheet identifies the many projects that are multi-year, matching grant funds, or emergent needs in various funds. Their projects are 43% of the $7.5 million budget amendment, or about $3.2 million.
No one appeared in favor of the request.

Those appearing in opposition to the request were:  Hubert Osborne, 4199 East Switzer Way.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Levi 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 amendment to the fiscal year 2015-2016 budget 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 vacation of the five foot drainage easements on each side of the lot line between 11605 and 11615 W Cross Way for Jim Shervik.
Jim Shervik presented the request.

Planning and Zoning Director Norm Holm presented a staff report explaining that the request is for a vacation of the two 5-foot drainage easements common to the lot line between Lots 18 & 19, Block 1 of North Slope Subdivision addressed 11615 and 11605 West Cross Slope Way to allow one single family dwelling to be built overlapping both lots for Jim Shervik.
Planning & Zoning History: The subject property was originally platted as two single family residential lots. The applicant proposes to combine the lots into one to build one single family dwelling thereon requiring the vacation of the two 5-foot drainage easements common to the lot line between the two lots.

Public Utilities: No City maintained or other public utilities exist within the easement areas proposed for vacation.

Environmental:  Approval of the vacation will have no effect on the immediate neighborhood, other than allowing the two lots to be combined and the easements eliminated.

Correspondence: As of the date of this staff report no objections have been raised by any utility companies or surrounding property owners. Fire, Building, and Engineering Departments do not oppose the easement vacation.

Staff Findings and Discussion

Planning staff sees no reason why the requested easement vacations should not be approved as requested. The easements proposed for vacation are not needed for any public purposes following the combining of the two lots into one.

Recommended Approval Conditions

The Engineering Division does not oppose the granting of the easement vacation, but requests the following conditions:

1) Owner provides City with a copy of the recorded record of survey/lot line adjustment to be attached to the building permit that is currently in review, permit number B12421-16. 

2) Building permit to not be issued until the easement is approved by Council.

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 Haverfield and SECONDED by White to approve the vacation of the five foot drainage easements on each side of the lot line between 11605 and 11615 W Cross Way for Jim Shervik 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 a vacation of the public utility and drainage easement along the southerly five feet of 4106 Raintree Drive for David Crawford of B&A Engineers, representing Derek Bartlow.
David Crawford, B & A Engineers, 5505 West Franklin Road, Boise presented the request.
Norm Holm presented a staff report explaining that the vacation of the 5’ public utility easement north of the southerly property line of Lot 20, Block 3, Crystal Cove Subdivision with an  address of 4106 South Raintree Drive to allow the existing dwelling on the lot to be located within the required 5’ setback from the southerly property line (as proposed to be adjusted 1’ foot to the south) for David Crawford representing Derek Bartlow.
Planning & Zoning History: It appears that a portion of the southerly side of the dwelling was erroneously constructed around 1’ into the required 5’ easement and setback area along the southerly side of the lot.

In combination with an adjustment of the southerly lot line 1’ to the south the 5’ easement is proposed to be vacated.

Public Utilities: No City maintained or other public utilities exist within the easement area proposed to be vacated.

Environmental:  Approval of the vacation will have no effect on the immediate neighborhood, other than clearing up the encroachment within the originally platted easement.

Correspondence: As of the date of this staff report no objections have been raised by any utility companies or surrounding property owners. Fire, Building, and Engineering Departments do not oppose the easement vacation.

Staff Findings and Discussion - Planning staff sees no reason why the requested general utility easement vacation should not be approved as requested. That easement proposed for vacation apparently is not needed for any public purposes.

Recommended Approval Conditions

The Engineering Division does not oppose the granting of this easement vacation request with no conditions attached.
Councilmember Haverfield asked questions about the easement and the vacation.
No one appeared in favor of or in opposition to the request.

MOVED by Raymond and SECONDED by White 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 White and SECONDED by Levi to approve the vacation of the public utility and drainage easement along the southerly five feet of 4106 Raintree Drive for David Crawford of B&A Engineers, representing Derek Bartlow and authorize the City Attorney to draw the appropriate Ordinance.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with Councilmembers Haverfield, Raymond, Levi, White voting YES.  Councilmember Skaug ABSTAINED from voting and Councilmember Bruner was ABSENT.  The Mayor declared the

MOTION CARRIED
Mayor Henry presented a request to authorize the Mayor to sign a Rescission of Option to Purchase Right of Way Agreement with Nampa Medical Properties, LLP.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Raymond to authorize the Mayor to sign a Rescission of Option to Purchase Right of Way Agreement with Nampa Medical Properties, LLP.  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 piggyback purchase of chip seal oils from Idaho Asphalt Supply, at an estimated cost of $300,000.00, for Street Division.
Michael Fuss presented a staff report explaining The City’s Street Division proposes to place 535 tons of CRS-2R (chip sealing oil) and 155 tons of CSS-1H-DIL (fog sealing oil), at an estimated cost of $300,000.00 for chip sealing Zones A1 and A2 this year.  The chip/fog sealing process will be applied after all patching, and crack sealing in June.
These activities tie in directly with the rebuild projects of 11th Avenue North and 6th Street North, as well Asset Management maintenance in Zones A1 and A2.
The Street Division requests purchase of oils 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.
Idaho Asphalt Supply, a liquid oil distributor, was awarded the Fremont County contract through the bid process.
This selected distributor has stated it will honor the same pricing to the City of Nampa.
This acquisition will be funded from the Pavement Management fiscal year 2016 budget.
MOVED by Raymond and SECONDED by Haverfield to authorize piggyback purchase of chip seal oils from Idaho Asphalt Supply, at an estimated cost of $300,000.00, for the Street Division.  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 to sign, (1) Agreement to Waive First Right of Refusal and Terminate Lease with William Powers, (2) Land Lease Agreement Two Millers Holdings, LLC, and (3) Memorandum of Lease for Recording Agreement with Two Millers Holdings, LLC for Lot 1140 at Nampa Municipal Airport.
Michael Fuss presented a staff report explaining that on September 1, 2003, William Powers signed a 30 year land lease for Lot 1140.
On February 16, 2016, Airport Staff received a letter from William Powers (Lessee) offering Nampa Municipal Airport first right of refusal.
The Lessee also made known they had received an offer to purchase the land lease, with improvements, from Two Millers Holdings, LLC (Mark Miller).
On February 16, 2016, Two Millers Holdings, LLC submitted a lease application. 

On March 8, 2016, Lessee signed and returned the notarized termination agreement.
· The termination agreement is contingent upon the sale of the land lease with improvements

On March 8, 2016, Two Millers Holdings, LLC signed and returned the notarized Land Lease Agreement. 

On March 14, 2016, the Nampa Airport Commission moved to recommend that City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the Agreement to Waive First Right of Refusal and Terminate Lease with William Powers (see Attachment A) dated September  1, 2003; sign new Nampa Municipal Airport Land Lease Agreement (see Attachment B) and Memorandum of Lease for Recording agreement (see Attachment C) with Two Millers Holdings, LLC effective March 22, 2016, for Lot 1140.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by White to authorize the Mayor to sign the Agreement to Waive First Right of Refusal and Terminate Lease with William Powers, and Land Lease Agreement Two Millers Holdings, LLC, and Memorandum of Lease for Recording Agreement with Two Millers Holdings, LLC for Lot 1140 at Nampa Municipal Airport.  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 to sign Federal Aviation Administration Grant Application and Sponsor Certifications for Airport Improvement Program (AIP-27), Phase I Environmental for the Purchase of Land in the Runway 11 Runway Protection Zone for Nampa Municipal Airport.
Michael Fuss presented a staff report explaining that the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is requesting a grant application and sponsor certifications for AIP-27 (Airport Improvement Program) Phase 1 Environmental for the Purchase of Land in the Runway 11 Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) at the Nampa Municipal Airport.
The AIP-27 project is anticipated to begin in April 2016.  Completion is estimated in July 2016.
The total anticipated project cost is $67,926.22 (pending FAA final approval)

· FAA grant is 90%

$61,133.00

· State grant is 2.5%

$  1,698.30

· City match is 7.5%

$  5,094.92
 

On March 14, 2016, the Airport Commission met to review the grant application  and sponsor certifications for AIP-27.
Recommendation was made to request Nampa City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the FAA Grant Application (see Attachment A) and Sponsor Certifications (see Attachment B) for Grant AIP-27.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Levi to authorize the Mayor to sign a Federal Aviation Administration Grant Application and Sponsor Certifications for Airport Improvement Program (AIP-27), Phase I Environmental for the Purchase of Land in the Runway 11 Runway Protection Zone for Nampa Municipal Airport. 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 authorize the Mayor to sign  a Professional Services Agreement with J-U-B Engineers, Inc., for Engineering Services as required by the Federal Aviation Administration Airport Improvement Program (AIP-27) Grant Funding Program for Nampa Municipal Airport.
Michael Fuss presented a staff report explaining that on March 14, 2016, the Nampa Airport Commission recommended that City Council authorize Airport Staff to submit grant applications and sponsor certifications to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) for Airport Improvement Program (AIP) grant funding.
Staff has received preliminary approval from the FAA of its grant application and sponsor certifications for AIP-27, for the planning portion of the Phase 1 Environmental for the Purchase of Land in the Runway 11 Runway Protection Zone.
· The project is anticipated to begin in April 2016; completion is estimated  in July 2016

The total anticipated project cost is $67,926.22 (pending FAA final approval)

· FAA grant is 90%

$61,133.00

· State grant is 2.5%

$  1,698.30

· City match is 7.5%

$  5,094.92

As part of the AIP grant funding process, the FAA requires a Professional Services Agreement be put in place.
J-U-B Engineers, Inc., was selected in March 2014 to provide engineering services at the Nampa Municipal Airport for the next five years.
On March 14, 2016, the Nampa Airport Commission met to review the Professional Services Agreement with J-U-B for engineering assistance in the amount of $62,926.22 (see Attachment A).
The Commission moved to recommend that City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the Professional Services Agreement with J-U-B.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Raymond to authorize the Mayor to sign the Professional Services Agreement with J-U-B Engineers, Inc., for Engineering Services as Required by the Federal Aviation Administration Airport Improvement Program (AIP-27) Grant Funding Program.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers voting YES.  The Mayor declared the 







MOTION CARRIED

The following Ordinance was read by title:
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE APPROPRIATION OF FUNDS FOR A TWELVE MONTH PERIOD FROM THE FIRST DAY OF OCTOBER, 2015 TO AND INCLUSIVE OF THE THIRTIETH DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2016 FOR THE TOTAL OF $143,552,781, $136,062,433; REFERENCING SOURCES AND USES OF FUNDS AND APPROPRIATING MONIES; SPECIFYING A PROCESS FOR EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS; AND ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO:

Section 1.  That the following general fund total and enterprise/special revenue fund amounts or so much thereof as may be necessary, are hereby appropriated out of any money in the City Treasury for the purpose of maintaining a government for the City of Nampa, Idaho for the fiscal year beginning with the first day of October, 2015 to and inclusive of the thirtieth day of September, 2016 as follows:

	GENERAL FUND
	
	
	
	ENTERPRISES & SPECIAL REVENUES
	
	
	

	City Clerk
	 $  267,270 
	 $             - 
	
	911 Fees
	
	 $    987,669 
	 $               - 

	Code Enforcement
	 $  466,759 
	 $             - 
	
	Airport
	
	 $    570,644 
	 $    568,044 

	Economic Development
	 $  456,748 
	 $             - 
	
	Cemetery
	
	 $    304,042 
	 $               - 

	Engineering
	$1,707,306 
	 $             - 
	
	Civic Center
	
	 $ 1,166,963 
	 $ 1,003,400 

	Facilities Development
	 $1,153,973 
	 $             - 
	
	Development Services
	 $ 1,989,210 
	 $ 1,691,356 

	Finance
	 $1,129,989 
	 $             - 
	
	Downtown Electric Franchise 
	 $               - 
	 $               - 

	Fire
	$11,585,241 
	 $             - 
	
	Family Justice Center
	 $    251,011 
	 $               - 

	General Government
	 $    803,528 
	 $  651,765 
	
	Idaho Center
	 $ 5,071,390 
	 $               - 

	  Transfer to Family Justice Center
	 $    224,883 
	 $             - 
	
	Library
	
	 $ 2,123,930 
	 $ 2,082,553 

	  Transfer to Civic Center
	 $    494,588 
	 $  345,600 
	
	Nampa Recreation Center
	 $ 3,707,360 
	 $ 3,349,273 

	  Transfer to Idaho Center
	 $    870,351 
	 $             - 
	
	Parks & Recreation
	 $ 3,477,914 
	 $ 3,325,264 

	  Transfer to Parks & Rec
	 $    627,282 
	 $  618,507 
	
	Ridgecrest & Centennial Golf Clubs
	 $ 2,355,146 
	 $               - 

	Human Resource
	 $    378,528 
	 $             - 
	
	Sanitation/Trash Collection
	 $ 8,685,969 
	 $               - 

	Information Systems
	 $ 2,151,486 
	$2,052,084 
	
	Street
	
	$10,808,059 
	$10,149,457 

	Legal
	 $    881,000 
	 $             - 
	
	Utility Billing
	 $    854,037 
	 $    838,706 

	Mayor/City Council
	 $    528,466 
	 $             - 
	
	Wastewater
	
	 $13,931,578 
	 $12,103,629 

	Parks & Rec Admin
	 $    365,786 
	 $             - 
	
	Water
	
	 $11,563,547 
	 $11,083,947 

	Planning & Zoning
	 $    487,559 
	 $             - 
	
	Workers Comp Fund
	 $      63,663 
	 $               - 

	Police
	 $19,408,089 
	 $             - 
	
	SUBTOTAL
	
	 $67,912,132 
	 $63,914,519 

	Public Works
	 $    353,929 
	 $             - 
	
	
	
	
	

	Vehicle Maintenance
	 $ 1,054,443 
	 $1,048,443 
	
	
	
	
	

	SUBTOTAL
	 $45,397,204 
	 $44,982,276 
	
	
	
	
	

	CAPITAL PROJECTS & DEBT SERVICE FUNDS
	
	
	
	Capital Projects
	 $ 1,450,922 
	

	
	
	
	
	Library Major Capital Campaign
	 $               - 
	

	Federal Programs
	 $16,616,606 
	 $ 1,336,073 
	
	Development Impact Fees
	 $ 4,802,142 
	 $ 2,820,400 

	State& Local Programs
	 $ 3,778,921 
	 $ 3,777,807 
	
	GO Bond Debt Service
	 $   2,696,900 
	 

	Private
	 $    897,954 
	 $    771,954 
	
	SUBTOTAL
	
	 $   8,949,964 
	 $   6,414,251 

	SUBTOTAL
	 $21,293,481 
	 $20,751,387 
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	GRAND TOTAL
	 $143,552,781 
	 $136,062,433 


Section 2.  That the amount of money derived from funds or sources created by law for specific purposes is hereby appropriated for such purposes.

Section 3.  That the Finance Department is hereby authorized and required upon presentation of the proper vouchers, approved by the Council as provided by law, to draw checks on the funds stated and against the appropriations as made in the preceding sections of this Ordinance, in favor of the parties entitled thereof.

Section 4.  That this Ordinance shall be in full force and effect upon publication
The Mayor declared this the first reading.

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

MOVED by Raymond and SECONDED by Skaug 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 4240 and directed the clerk to record it as required.

The Mayor adjourned the meeting at 9:12 p.m.
Passed this 4th day of April, 2016.

____________________________________

 MAYOR
ATTEST:
______________________________________
CITY CLERK  


