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REGULAR COUNCILPRIVATE 


April 18, 2016
Mayor Henry called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.
Clerk made note that Councilmembers Skaug, Haverfield, Levi, White, Bruner, Raymond were present.  
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by White to approve the Consent Agenda with the above mentioned amendments; Regular Council Minutes of April 4, 2016 and Special Council Meeting of February 18, 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) Short Plat for Linden Ridgevue Subdivision in an RS-8.5 zoned area east of Madison Rd and adjacent and east of Ridgevue High School (2 non-residential lots on 22.36 acres - .66 and 21.69 acres - A Portion of NE ¼ Section 34 T4N R2W and a portion of Tax 13278) for Gene Ulmer representing the LDS Church; and authorize the following public hearings: 1) Extending the Current Area of City Impact Boundary & Swapping Parts of the Current Impact Boundary with the City of Caldwell;  2) Modification of Annexation/Zoning Development Agreement between Patrick Scheffler/Shady Grove, LLC and the City of Nampa, recorded 05/11/2007 as Instrument No. 2007032293 - Amending Exhibit "B" to incorporate an amended preliminary plat, and amending Exhibit "C" Conditions of Approval deleting conditions #2 and #5 regarding the relief trunk sewer line and the required minimum dwelling size; and Amended Preliminary Plat Approval for Shady Grove Place Subdivision in an RS-7 zoned area on the west side of Chicago Street, north of the Elijah Drain (37 single family residential lots on 8.70 acres, 4.25 dwelling units per acre - A Portion of the NW ¼ Section 35 T3N R2W) for Shady Grove, LLC; 3) Annexation and Zoning to RS-7 for connection to sewer at 2714 East Amity Avenue (A .386 acre or 16,841 sq ft portion of the SE ¼ Section 26 T3N R2W, Tax 40 in SE ¼ less Tax 96662 and less road), for Michael Mccarver; 4) Annexation and Zoning to RA for connection to pressure irrigation at 80 North Sugar Street (A .772 acre or 33,635 sq ft portion of the SE ¼ Section 23 T3N R2W Plat A Tax 69 in Lot 24 in SE ¼ less road) for Lori and Victor Cordell; 5) Comprehensive Plan Amendment Future Land Use Map Amendment from Employment Center to Low Density Residential, and Annexation and Zoning to RA for a parcel split at 1906 South Powerline Road (A 4.683 acre portion of the SW1/4 of Section 35 T3N R2W, north and east of the Aaron Drain less Tax 49, 59, 60 and 69) for Mark and Sheri Murray;  Authorization to Proceed with the Bidding Process: 1) WWTP Drying Bed & Drying Pad Repair Project; 2) Phase I for Midway Park;  and 2015-2016 Licenses: (all licenses subject to police approval): Costco Wholesale, 16700 North Market Place, off-premise beer and wine; Fiesta Guadalajara, 1202 North J Alcott Way, on-premise beer, wine and liquor; Stinker Store #44, 524 12th Avenue South, off-premise beer and wine; Stinker Store #48, 224 Holly Street, off-premise beer and wine; Stinker Store #82, 3319 Garrity Boulevard, off-premise beer and wine; Stinker Store #113, 803 12th Avenue South, off-premise beer and wine; Maverik #287, 2211 North Franklin Boulevard, off-premise beer and wine; Maverik #522, 2516 West Karcher Road, off-premise beer and wine; Maverik #178, 723 12th Avenue Road, off-premise beer and wine; El Tenampa, 248 Caldwell Boulevard, on-premise beer, wine and liquor; Tacos El Ray, 2707 Garrity Boulevard, on-premise beer; Tangos Subs & Empanadas, 337 Caldwell Boulevard, on-premise beer; Nampa Gusher, 324 3rd Street South, off-premise beer and wine; Agurlilla Restaurant, 324 11 Avenue North, on-premise beer; Chicago Connection, 523 12th Avenue Road, on-premise beer and wine;  Tiny’s Lounge, 10 12th Avenue South, on-premise beer, wine and liquor; El Rinconcito, 824 1st Street South, on-premise beer; Prefunk Beer Bar, 1214 1st Street South, on-premise beer and wine; Asian Grocery, 453 Caldwell Boularvd, off-premise beer; Flying M Coffee, 1314 2nd Street South, on-premise beer and wine; JP Thailand Express, 2025 12th Avenue Road #130, on-premise beer and wine; Denny's #6640, 607 Northside Boulevard, on-premise beer, wine and liquor;   approval of the agenda.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers present voting YES. The Mayor declared the
MOTION CARRIED
Gayle Strack, President of Veteran’s Therapeutic Garden.  We are a non-profit 501C3 Caldwell based organization.  We began several years ago and we are a group of people that is our mission and our heart to show our veterans in our Community that we love and care about what they are going through.

To promote community involvement and investment by building gardens for local veterans with an emphasis on helping disabled veterans and their families. To actively seek out individuals and businesses within the targeted community, then organize them into the project by asking for their involvement of time, materials and cash donations to build the garden. Our goal is to be the catalyst that begins the process, organizes the committees, promotes the fundraising to finance and build the garden from the ground up. Then ultimately turn the garden over to a group or organization that will nurture it and continue to maintain the community involvement and investment that has been established in this case it will be turned over to the Boise Rescue Mission.
Building a garden is a great opportunity for all members of the community to show their love and support for our disabled veterans. There are many ways to help. Time, materials or donations are just a few. Even the littlest helper can make a difference and it’s a great way to involve the family on such a great project.
We are here to formally ask for your support and endorsement of the project.  We are having a ground breaking ceremony April 22 which is this Friday at 1:00 p.m.
Family Justice Center Director Criselda De la Cruz explained about the Family Justice Center has a foundation and the foundation is the Family Justice Center Foundation of Idaho.  Even though it is a separate standalone non-profit it is still the fund raising source for victim services of the Justice Center.  We are getting ready to launch a campaign in awareness in domestic violence and Kelly Gibbons with the Family Justice Foundation presented the following report: 
Campaign represents a unified stance that domestic violence is not acceptable in neighborhoods, schools, workplaces, homes, places of worship. The Light in the Window decal lets victims know they are not alone and those displaying the decal are committed to fostering respectful relationships. Participation in the Light in the Window campaign indicates a commitment to work together to create safer homes and communities. 
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A Light in the Window (ALITW) campaign:
•
Decals in the window of community buildings and homes county wide

•
Decals in municipal and county vehicles county wide

•
The decal indicates a safe place

o
Resource information will be available in each place

o
Victims know they are supported

o
Abuse is not tolerated in that location

•
Silent way for entire community to show support and solidarity towards victims

•
Heightens awareness about the prevalence of domestic violence and serves as a reminder that each of us has a role in ending domestic violence
Community outreach and awareness:
•
Three to six month presence in convenience stores with a donation opportunity

•
In October ALITW campaign will have a celebration event for the community
Together we are lighting the way to peace in our hearts, homes, community and in the world.
Director of Building-Safety and Facility Patrick Sullivan said that May was Building Safety Month. Patrick introduces Cashe Olson, senior Plans Examiner and also the current president of the Building, Safety Professionals of Southwest Idaho which is a group of Building Officials and Building Inspectors and design professionals.  The first building safety month was initiated by the International Code Council 36 years ago.

The following proclamation was presented -  Whereas, our City's continuing efforts to address the critical Issues of safety, energy efficiency, water conservation, and resilience in the built environment that affect our citizens, both in everyday life and in times of natural disaster, give us confidence that our structures are safe and sound, and; 

Whereas, our confidence is achieved through the devotion of vigilant guardians-building safety and fire prevention officials,. Architects, engineers, builders, tradespeople, laborers and others In the construction Industry-who work year-round to ensure the safe construction of buildings, and; 

Whereas, these guardians-dedicated members of the International Code Council-use a governmental consensus process that brings together local, state and federal officials with expertise in the built environment to create and implement the highest-quality codes to protect Americans In the buildings where we live, learn, work, worship, play, and; 

Whereas, the International Codes, the most widely adopted building safety, energy and fire prevention codes in the nation, are used by most U.S. cities, counties and states; these modern building codes also include safeguards to protect the public from natural disasters such as hurricanes, snowstorms, tornadoes, wild land fires, floods and earthquakes, and;
Whereas, Building Safety Month is sponsored by the International Code Council, to remind the public about the critical role of our communities' largely unknown guardians of public safety-our local code officials-who assure us of safe, efficient and livable buildings, and; 

Whereas, "Building Codes: Driving Growth through Innovation, Resilience and Safety" the theme for Building Safety Month 2016, encourages all Americans to raise awareness of the Importance of building safe and resilient construction; fire prevention; disaster mitigation, water safety and conservation; energy efficiency and new technologies in the construction industry. Building Safety Month 2016 encourages appropriate steps everyone can take to ensure that the places where we live, learn, work, worship and play are safe and sustainable, and recognizes that countless lives have been saved due to the Implementation of safety codes by local and state agencies, and, 

Whereas, each year, in observance of Building Safety Month, Americans are asked to consider projects to improve building safety and sustainability at home and in the community, and to acknowledge the essential service provided to all of us by local and state building departments, fire prevention bureaus and federal agencies in protecting lives and property.
Now, therefore, I, Robert L. Henry, Mayor of the City of Nampa, do hereby proclaim the month of May 2016 as Building Safety Month, accordingly, I encourage our citizens to join with their communities in participation in Building Safety Month activities.

Cashe Olson said that the City of Nampa as an agency member insures public safety through education, enforcement of the ICC Building codes which is International Code Council as adopted through the state if Idaho.  There is a lot of education on our behalf or for us we meet bi-monthly as inspectors to go over the building codes.  We do this so we are highly informed of all the situations, building sciences they seem to change on a regular basis.  We try to keep up on those.  We also meet once a year to keep up on our certifications.
Building Safety Month Campaign helps to improve public safety by increasing awareness about how building codes, code officials improve and protect places where we live, learn, work, worship and play.

Public Works Director Michael Fuss presented a staff report to update the council on current projects as follows:

City Engineer Update – Thom Points has accepted the position of City Engineer.  He will start on May 16, 2016. For 14 years he has been at the Idaho Transportation Department up through District III and headquarters.  He comes with a lot of traffic, street, roadway design experience as well as the transportation funding side.
Night Construction – Idaho Transportation Department Projects – Per Nampa City Code 6-7-5, Engineer staff has authorized night time work for the following Idaho Transportation Department (IT’D) construction projects: 

· Key Number 13033 - Modifying intersection of Nampa-Caldwell Boulevard with Karcher/SH- 55 to improve safety. The State of Idaho project will install medians to reduce conflicts between through traffic and left turning traffic and improve right turn movements. Construction will begin approximately June 1 and will entail a great deal of night work due to heavy daytime congestion at this intersection. The project is expected to take approximately 2.5 months to complete. These intersection improvements will be paid with safety funds from the Federal Highway Administration. 

· Key Number 13934 - Enhancing on-ramps at Garrity Interchange on 1-84. One lane will be added from northbound Garrity road and two dual left turn lanes from southbound Garrity Road, resulting in a total of four lanes on the ramp. The two outside lanes will merge at staggered locations along the ramp, resulting in no change to the number of lanes currently entering the interstate. These improvements will address current congestion and safety concerns at this interchange. This project will begin April 18 and continue for approximately two months. It is funded entirely with State funds. All work requiring a lane closure will be conducted between 10:00 p.m. and 5:00 a.m. No work will be performed in the roadway between 6:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m.
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. Staff and the Wastewater Program Management Team (WPMT) have been diligently tracking this project since construction started in early June 2015. 

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 39%

•
The Contract Work Completed is currently at 43%
Key activities and milestones achieved since the update to City Council on February 16, 2016, include:
•
Backfilling around the Primary Effluent Pump Station (PEPS) structure is nearing completion. This work includes installing the large pipes that will distribute flow to the aeration basins

•
Mechanical equipment for PEPS, including three large pumps, have been delivered to the site and are awaiting installation

•
PEPS Electrical Building is approaching final completion. This building will house the electrical systems required for PEPS operation

•
Retrofits to Aeration Basin 2 have begun. These retrofits will change the basin configuration such that it is capable of removing phosphorus

•
Submitted 430 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, 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:
•
Installation of the mechanical equipment for the PEPS. This will include the installation of the three large pumps used to convey flow through the pump station

•
Completion of the PEPS structure and backfilling

•
PEPS start up is currently scheduled for June 2016

•
Retrofits to Aeration Basin 2 are tentatively anticipated for July completion

The following photos show the progression of work at the site.
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Figure 1 - Primary Effluent Pump Station Electrical Building
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Figure 2 - Modifications to Aeration Basin 2
Financial Report

The following table shows current financials for Phase I Upgrades Project Group A:
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Cistern Update – The cistern at well one and two, the oldest wells that we have in the City.  Our engineering division was notified today to come out and take a look. The roof was on it yesterday has now fallen into the cistern.  This is a project that we had planned for demolishing in the next fiscal year but we will have to get to it sooner.  This cistern was built in 1935.  It has been out of service for some time.  We have been working through all of the water rights to make sure we had that secured before we start demolishing.
The following Ordinance was read by title:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO, TO PROVIDE DV (DOWNTOWN VILLAGE) ZONE DESIGNATION FOR CERTAIN LANDS, COMMONLY KNOWN AS 8 10TH AVENUE S., 16 10TH AVENUE S., 1014 1ST STREET S., AND 1012 1ST STREET S., NAMPA, IDAHO, COMPRISING APPROXIMATELY .962 ACRES, MORE OR LESS; DETERMINING THAT SAID ZONING IS IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE CITIZENS AND CONSISTENT WITH THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO; REZONING SAID PROPERTY FROM DH (DOWNTOWN HISTORIC) TO DV (DOWNTOWN VILLAGE); PROVIDING FOR RECORDATION; INSTRUCTING THE CITY ENGINEER AND/OR PLANNING AND ZONING DIRECTOR TO DESIGNATE SAID PROPERTY AS DV (DOWNTOWN VILLAGE) ON THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP AND OTHER AREA MAPS OF THE CITY; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE; AND REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES, RULES AND REGULATIONS, AND PARTS THEREOF, IN CONFLICT HEREWITH.   (Applicant Mike Mussell)
The Mayor declared this the second reading.

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

MOVED by Skaug and SECONDED by Raymond to pass the preceding ordinance under suspension of rules as presented.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with councilmembers Haverfield, White, Bruner, Raymond, Skaug voting YES.   Councilmember Levi voted NO.  The Mayor declared the ordinance duly passed, numbered it 4244 and directed the clerk to record it as required.
The following Ordinance was ready by title:

AN ORDINANCE ENACTED BY THE NAMPA CITY COUNCIL, MODIFYING THE ANNEXATION & ZONING DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT TO WHICH THE REAL PROPERTY COMMONLY KNOWN AS TIMBERCREEK SUBDIVISION, IN NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO, COMPRISING APPROXIMATELY 11.01 ACRES, MORE OR LESS, IS SUBJECT, DESCRIBED IN ORDINANCE NO. 4129 AND RECORDED ON AUGUST 7, 2014, AS INSTRUMENT NO. 2014-028508, RECORDS OF CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO, SO AS TO AMEND THE ORIGINAL CONCEPTUAL LAYOUT AND COMMON AREAS OF SAID SUBDIVISION; DIRECTING THE CITY PLANNING DIRECTOR TO ALTER THE USE AND AREA MAP ACCORDINGLY; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS, ORDERS AND PARTS THEREOF, IN CONFLICT HEREWITH.  (Applicant Horrocks Engineers/Wendy Schrief/Evans Trust)
The Mayor declared this the second reading.

The following Ordinance was ready by title:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO, VACATING THE TWENTY (20) FOOT WIDE ALLEY AND RIGHT-OF-WAY LOCATED BETWEEN LOTS 6 AND 7 OF BLOCK 7 AND LOTS 5 AND 8 OF BLOCK 7, OF GRUMBLING AND FULMER’S ADDITION, IN THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO, MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED BELOW, 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 Lynn Sharp)
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 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 4245 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 THE TWENTY (20) FOOT WIDE ALLEY AND RIGHT-OF-WAY LOCATED IN BLOCK 2 OF YOUNG’S ADDITION AND BLOCK 100-A OF THE AMENDED PLAT OF BLOCK 100 OF GRIFFITH AND KING’S ADDITION, COMPRISING APPROXIMATELY 6,000 SQUARE FEET, MORE OR LESS, AND MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED BELOW, IN THE CITY OF NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, 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 Boise Rescue Mission)
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 presented voting YES The Mayor declared the ordinance duly passed, numbered it 4246 and directed the clerk to record it as required.
Mayor Henry presented a request to award the bid for pressure irrigation quality upgrades project to Irminger Construction.
Michael Fuss presented a staff report explaining that in FY15 SPF Water Engineering (SPF) prepared a Water Quality Report that used the following criteria to evaluate the pump stations:

· Water Quality

· Volume pumped into the system  

· Customer complaints

The report identified the need for flush points in the pipeline system and automated filter units on ditch water pump station. The City bid filter additions at three (3) locations in FY16 to improve water quality in the southwest service area. The pump stations selected based on the criteria are Carriage Hill, Copper River and Raintree Meadows. (See Exhibit A).

In an effort to reduce costs, Waterworks Division is modifying the existing piping at Carriage Hill and Copper River pump stations.

Construction is planned to begin in May 2016.

The City received five (5) bids from (see Exhibit B): 

1) Irminger Construction Inc.

2) American General Construction Inc.

3) Cascade Enterprises, Inc.

4) Challenger Companies, Inc.

5) Star Construction, LLC

The apparent low bidder is Irminger Construction Inc. at $81,500.00 for Carriage Hill and Copper River pump stations. The bid alternate including Raintree Meadows is an additional $40,640. All necessary public bidding requirements appear to be satisfied.

The FY16 Irrigation Water Quality Upgrades budget is $120,000.

Estimated expenditures for Carriage Hill and Copper River pump stations are:

Professional Services




$   10,000

Waterworks Division Materials



$   13,365

Construction Estimate 




$   81,500
Total Estimate




$ 104,865

Estimated expenditures are for Carriage Hill, Copper River, and Raintree Meadows pump stations are:

Professional Services




$   10,000

Waterworks Division Materials



$   13,365

Construction Estimate 




$ 122,140
Total Estimate




$ 145,505

Waterworks Division has identified the additional $25,505 funds within their existing budget to proceed with the upgrades to Raintree Meadows pump station.

Engineering and Waterworks Division have reviewed the bid and recommend awarding the base bid and alternate bid to Irminger Construction Inc. for the Carriage Hill, Copper River and Raintree Meadows pump stations improvements in the amount of $122,140.

MOVED by Skaug and SECONDED by Haverfield to award the bid and authorize the Mayor to sign the contract with Irminger Construction for pressure irrigation quality upgrades project in the amount of $122,140.00.   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 authorize the Mayor to sign Subrecipient Agreement for Grant ID-90-X136 with VRT.
Michael Fuss presented a staff report explaining that in 2013, the City, in partnership with Valley Regional Transit and COMPASS, was awarded several Federal Transit Authority (FTA) grants to design and construct transportation and multimodal improvements. 

In the Treasure Valley, Valley Regional Transit (VRT) administers the FTA Section 503 grant program.

· The first milestone of which is the execution of the Subrecipient Agreement and the receipt of Pre-award Authority.

On December 2, 2013, Council approved Subrecipient Agreement Number ID-90-X136 between the City and VRT for the following projects (see Exhibit A, Vicinity Map):
· 12th Ave, & S. Valley Dr, Signal and Pedestrian Improvements (Project Complete)

· Pedestrian Hybrid (HAWK) Signal at Amity Ave. and Chestnut St. (Design Complete)

· Bike and Pedestrian Network Improvements Near Downtown (Enhancements to the current Bike and Walk to Downtown Project currently under construction on Front Street)
· Another project, the 11th Ave. Underpass/1st Street South Improvements, was included in the original subrecipient agreement. 

· Council authorized a Task Order with CH2M Hill for design services in August 2014.

· However, due to FTA delays, the contract was not signed/executed.

· Funding for this project will be reallocated to the Bike and Pedestrian Network project in order to address funding needs.  A request will be sent to COMPASS to amend the Transportation Improvement Program. 

The initial Subrecipient Agreement (ID-90-X136) expired December 31, 2015 due to delays in the obligation of funding outside of Nampa’s control.

The attached Subrecipient Agreement Amendment for Grant ID-90-X136 is necessary to continue to secure funding for the identified projects. 

Total funding for all projects under this grant is $891,000 with the federal allocation being $713,000 (80%) and the City’s match portion being $178,000 (20%).  

The projects have met the FTA “Pre-Award Authority” milestone, confirming project expenditures are grant reimbursable following funding obligation.

FTA funding obligation is anticipated by September, 2016 

The City’s match is included in the FY16 Streets Budget.

Engineering is requesting authorization, under a separate Council item, to approve a professional services contract with Paragon Consulting to begin design for the Bike and Pedestrian Network Improvements near Downtown Project.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Levi to authorize the Mayor to sign Subrecipient Agreement for Grant ID-90-X136 with VRT.    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 for Professional Services between the City of Nampa and Paragon Consulting for the Bike and Ped Network Improvements near downtown Project.
Michael Fuss presented a staff report explaining that the City, in partnership with Valley Regional Transit and COMPASS, was awarded Federal Funds to design and construct improvements to enhance multimodal access to the downtown.

Funding is through the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) grant program administered by Valley Regional Transit (VRT) under a subrecipient agreement presented concurrently for authorization at this Council meeting titled “SUBRECIPIENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT FOR DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION BETWEEN THE CITY OF NAMPA AND VALLEY REGIONAL TRANSIT (VRT).”

The project builds upon the existing Bike and Walk to Downtown Project, currently under construction, by improving Front Street from 15th Ave to 17th Ave., adding street lighting, bike boulevard facilities and pedestrian ramps. (see Exhibit A, Vicinity Map).

Total available funding through the VRT subrecipient agreement is $891,000, which includes a 20% match requirement by the City of Nampa.

Estimated cost for this project is $492,000. Funding is as follows

FTA 5307 Grant Funding (80%)


$   394,000
City Match FY16 Approved Funding (20%)

$     98,000

Total





$   492,000

The remaining $399,000 in the VRT Subrecipient Agreement 1) was used to fund the 12th and S. Valley Intersection Improvements and 2) will be used to complete the Amity Ave. Chestnut St. HAWK Pedestrian Signal. 

While City and VRT Staff have met the requirements of “Pre-Award Authority” with funding obligation anticipated by September, 2016, in the interest of full disclosure funding from FTA is not guaranteed until it is obligated at the federal level. VRT reports that to date they have not had a Pre-Award fall through for any Subrecipient.

· However, if the design is not well underway by the funding obligation milestone, total funding could be at risk.

Engineering selected Paragon for professional services consulting from the City’s Term Agreement List based on their familiarity with the project requirements, skill set, and understanding of the FTA/VRT funding requirements.  

Paragon Consulting, Inc. has provided a Scope of Work and Labor Estimate to provide the above referenced services, for the amount of $49,750.00 (see Exhibit B).

Upon federal funding meeting obligation authority the City will request reimbursement of 80% as identified in the grant.

Engineering Division has reviewed the Scope of Work and Labor Estimate and recommends approval.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Skaug to authorize the Mayor and Public Works Director to sign a Task Order and Contract for Professional Services between the City of Nampa and Paragon Consulting for the Bike and Ped Network Improvements near Downtown Project   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 the Subrecipient Agreement with VRT for the Nampa High School/Lake Lowell Avenue Roadway & Pedestrian Improvements, Skyview High School/Greenhurst Road Multimodal Improvements, Skyview High School/Powerline Road Multimodal Improvements, Centennial Elementary/Lake Lowell Avenue Multimodal Improvements, and Iowa Elementary/Iowa Avenue Multimodal Improvements.
Michael Fuss presented a staff report explaining that in 2014 and 2015, the City, in partnership with Valley Regional Transit and COMPASS, was awarded several Federal Transit Authority (FTA) grants to design and construct transportation and multimodal improvements.

Valley Regional Transit (VRT) administers the FTA Section 503 grant program.

The projects have met the FTA “Pre-Award Authority” milestone, confirming project expenditures are grant reimbursable following funding obligation.

FTA funding obligation is anticipated by September, 2016.

The individual project descriptions are as follows:
· Nampa High School/Lake Lowell Ave. Roadway & Pedestrian Improvements (Key # 18977) - Street and frontage improvements including a multiuse pathway, Rapid Flashing Beacon (RFB) crossings, parking lot modifications, access management enhancements, lighting, pedestrian ramps and bike shared use lanes.

· Skyview High School/Greenhurst Rd. Multimodal Improvements (Key # 19069) - Greenhurst Rd. RFB crossing (entrance to Skyview H.S.), pedestrian ramps, lighting and signage.

· Skyview High School/Powerline Rd. Multimodal Improvements (Key # 19590) - Powerline Rd. RFB crossing at Blakeslee Ln., pedestrian ramps, lighting, signage and Bike Boulevard facilities.

· Centennial Elementary/Lk. Lowell Ave. Multimodal Improvements (Key # 19590) - Lake Lowell RFB crossing at Mason Ln., pedestrian ramps, lighting, signage and a bike shared-use lane.

· Iowa Elementary/Iowa Ave. Multimodal Improvements (Key # 19590) - Iowa Ave. RFB crossing at Iowa Elementary, lighting, pedestrian ramps, signage and bike shared use lanes. 

Two additional projects (Key# 18718 & Key# 14261) were included in the original grant applications. Funding for each will be reallocated (pending COMPASS approval) to the Nampa High School/Lake Lowell Roadway and Pedestrian Improvements (Key #18977):
· CWI Railroad Pedestrian Crossing (Key # 18718) - further UPRR negotiations are necessary. The project will be considered for future grant funding opportunities. 

· Stanford St. Culvert/Sidewalk Extension (Key # 14261) - improvements are expected to be installed as part of an adjacent future development.

Total available funding through the VRT subrecipient agreement is $1,368,750. Federal allocation is $1,095,000 (80%) and city match is $273,750 (20%). 

The City’s match is included in the FY16 Streets budget.

The Subrecipient Agreement (see Exhibit B) must be executed between the City and VRT. Key elements of the Agreement are summarized below:

· Maximum federal allocation is $1,095,000 and the City is responsible for all overages.

· The City shall comply with FTA rules, regulations and certifications.

· The City shall keep project records, monitor progress and adhere to procurement requirements.

Engineering is requesting authorization, under a separate Council item, to approve a professional services contract with Paragon Consulting to begin design for the Nampa High School/Lake Lowell Roadway and Pedestrian Project (Key # 18977) and Skyview High School/Greenhurst Rd. Multimodal Improvements (Key # 19069).

Design of the remaining listed projects (19590) will begin at a later date, following Council authorization of future consultant task orders.
MOVED by Levi and SECONDED by Haverfield to authorize the Mayor to sign the Subrecipient Agreement with VRT for the Nampa High School/Lake Lowell Avenue Roadway & Pedestrian Improvements, Skyview High School/Greenhurst Road Multimodal Improvements, Skyview High School/Powerline Road Multimodal Improvements, Centennial Elementary/Lake Lowell Avenue Multimodal Improvements, and Iowa Elementary/Iowa Avenue Multimodal Improvements.   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 the Task Order for Professional Services between the City of Nampa and Paragon Consulting for the Nampa High School/Lake Lowell Ave Roadway & Pedestrian Improvements and Skyview High School/Greenhurst Rd Multimodal Improvements.
Michael Fuss presented a staff report explaining that the City, in partnership with Valley Regional Transit and COMPASS, was awarded Federal Funds to design and construct roadway and multimodal improvements at Nampa High School on Lake Lowell Avenue and Skyview High School on Greenhurst Road.

Funding is through the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) grant program administered by Valley Regional Transit (VRT) under a subrecipient agreement presented concurrently for authorization at this Council meeting titled “SUBRECIPIENT AGREEMENT FOR DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION BETWEEN THE CITY OF NAMPA AND VALLEY REGIONAL TRANSIT (VRT)”.

The consultant’s Scope of Work covers the following specific projects (see Exhibit A, Vicinity Map):

Nampa High School/Lake Lowell Ave Roadway & Pedestrian Improvements (18977) - Street and frontage improvements including a multiuse pathway, Rapid Flashing Beacon (RFB) pedestrian crossings, parking lot modifications, access management enhancements, lighting, pedestrian ramps and bike shared use lanes.

Skyview High School/Greenhurst Rd Multimodal Improvements (Key # 19069) - Greenhurst Rd RFB pedestrian crossing (entrance to Skyview H.S.), pedestrian ramps, lighting and signage.

Total available funding through the VRT subrecipient agreement is $1,368,750. Federal allocation is $1,095,000 (80%) and city match is $273,750 (20%). 

Estimated cost for the project is $1,000,000. Funding is as follows
FTA 5307 Grant Funding 





$   680,000

City Match FY16 Approved Funding




$   136,000

Proposed FY17 Street (Stormwater Improvements)


$   150,000

Total







$   966,000

These projects will utilize $816,000 of the total funding in the subrecipient agreement. The remaining $552,750 will be utilized for multimodal improvements at Skyview High School, Centennial Elementary and Iowa Elementary (Key # 19590).

While City and VRT have met the requirements of “Pre-Award Authority” with funding obligation anticipated by September, 2016, in the interest of full disclosure funding is not guaranteed until obligated at the federal level. VRT reports that to date they have not had a Pre-Award fall through for any Subrecipient.

Engineering selected Paragon Consulting for professional services from the City’s Term Agreement List based on their familiarity with the project requirements, skill set, and understanding of the FTA/VRT funding requirements.

Paragon Consulting, Inc. has provided a Scope of Work and Labor Estimate to provide design, bidding and engineer of record services for the amount of $102,035.00 (see Exhibit B).

Engineering Division has reviewed the Scope of Work and Labor Estimate and recommends approval.

MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Raymond to authorize the Mayor and Public Works Director to sign the Task Order for Professional Services between the City of Nampa and Paragon Consulting in the amount of $102,035.00 for the Nampa High School/Lake Lowell Ave Roadway & Pedestrian Improvements and Skyview High School/Greenhurst Rd Multimodal Improvements.   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 bid award for Video Teleconferencing Equipment to Neurilink.
Assistant Fire Chief Richard Davies presented a staff report explaining that the Fire Department would like to request the Mayor and Council to authorize the bid award for video teleconferencing equipment to Neurilink. This project was funded through a FEMA Assistance to Firefighters Grant award that we received on behalf of multiple fire departments in Canyon and Ada County. Nampa Fire Department is the host department for this grant and so all expenditures and grant funds will go through the City of Nampa. The approved award for this project was $339,075.  90% is funded by FEMA and 10% is a cost sharing by all fire departments involved. The FY 2016 Fire Department budget includes $30,825 as the 10% cost share match, however we will receive revenue from the fire departments who are beneficiaries of this grant and so the Nampa Fire Department portion of this cost share will be approximately 1/7th of this amount. 

We held the bid opening on March 14th. We received two bids, one from Presidio and one from Neurilink. Having evaluated both bids, we have determined that Neurilink is the lowest responsive bid. Their bid includes some options that if exercised would allow us to upgrade our training classroom video teleconferencing infrastructure and possibly add one more fire department to the project. Neurilink's bid without these options came to $333,704.65. The other bid from Presidio came in at $393,083.04 (which is over budget).
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by White to approve the bid and authorize the Mayor to sign a contract with Neurilink in the amount of $339,065.31 for video teleconfrencing equipment  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 authorization for the Family Justice Center to apply for a Grant from the Council on Domestic Violence.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Skaug to grant the authorization for the Family Justice Center to apply for a Grant from the Council on Domestic Violence.   The Mayor asked all in favor say aye with all Councilmembers present voting AYE.    The Mayor declared the


MOTION CARRIED
The following Ordinance was read by title:
City Attorney Aaron Seable presented a staff report explaining that this ordinance is in response to a couple of issues that came up last year.  An ordinance was adopted back in 1966, ordinance 1057 which set forth certain speed limits on certain streets in the City of Nampa.  It was not codified in the City Code but it was an ordinance adopted by the Council.  Our prosecutors ran into some issue with enforcement of that ordinance especially as it pertained to signage on the boundary, the limits of the City, I believe that the signs last year were green.  Some of the Judges correctly noted that they should be white and that was corrected.  
This is another cleanup item, what it is doing; it’s simplifying and codifying in our City code some of the basics with the respect to speed limits in the City.  This just clarifies things.  There will be a slight correction, those signs on the City limits sight ordinance 1057 adopted in 1966.  A plan is in place by the street department to apply a small sticker to correct the citation to this new city code.
AN ORDINANCE ENACTED BY THE NAMPA CITY COUNCIL ENACTING TITLE 7, CHAPTER 1, SECTION 07-01-11, RELATING TO SPEED RESTRICTIONS ON CITY STREETS AND THE PENALTY FOR VIOLATIONS; PROVIDING FOR 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 White and SECONDED by Skaug to pass the preceding ordinance under suspension of rules.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all councilmembers presented voting YES The Mayor declared the ordinance duly passed, numbered it 4247 and directed the clerk to record it as required.

Mayor Henry presented a request to pass the Summary of Publication for the preceding Ordinance.

MOVED by White and SECONDED by Haverfield to approve the Summary of Publication for the preceding Ordinance.  The Mayor asked all in favor say aye with all Councilmembers present voting AYE.    The Mayor declared 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 DISPOSITION OF CERTAIN CITY PROPERTY. (Police)
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Skaug to pass the resolution as presented. The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with Councilmembers present voting YES.  The Mayor declared the resolution passed, numbered it 18-2016 and directed the clerk to record it as required


MOTION CARRIED
Mayor Henry presented a request to authorize the Mayor and Parks & Recreation Director to sign an agreement with Acco Engineered Systems for the amount of $172,500 to complete the Senior Center HVAC and Roofing Project.
Recreation Director Kortnie Mills presented a staff report explaining that in the FY 2016 budget, Nampa City Council approved $155,000 for the replacement of the HVAC system for the Senior Center. The project also addresses a heating and cooling issue in the Lifeguard office located in the main building. The funding comes from the Nampa Recreation Center fund balance reserves. 

Four companies submitted formal bids to the City. Staff is recommending awarding the project to Acco Engineered Systems, the low bidder, for the amount of $172,500. Attached is a Bid Tabulation Sheet giving details from all proposals. 

The amount of the project came in more than budgeted. However, the Nampa Recreation Center will reduce capital expenditures for new fitness equipment and we will not be asking for a budget amendment concerning this item. 

A summary of the scope of work is listed below:
•
Removal of original roofing membrane and installation of a new .60 ml. fleece backed thermoplastic polyolefin (TPO) roof (8700 Sq. ft.)

•
Removal of existing parapet substrate (Drywall) and installation of new substrate (DensDeck)

•
Removal and replacement of 7 original roof top mounted HV AC units complete with new curbs (total of 46 ton cooling)

•
One of the 7 roof top units will be upsized to correct temperature problems. This will require duct work reconfiguration.

•
Removal and replacement of 1 sealed combustion furnace and AC for restrooms (2 ton cooling)

•
Removal and replacement of 2 ductless split systems for the Life Guard offices (variable drive 3-4 tons cooling)
We request City Council action approving the Mayor and Parks and Recreation Director to sign a contract with Acco Engineered Systems for the amount of $172.500 to complete the Senior Center HV AC and roofing project.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Bruner to authorize the Mayor and Parks & Recreation Director to sign an agreement with Acco Engineered Systems for the amount of $172,500 to complete the Senior Center HVAC and Roofing Project.   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 for a subdivision design exception in order to allow a 6’vinyl fence along a waterway in lieu of a 6’ chain link fence as normally required by code.
Planning and Zoning Assistant Director Robert Hobbs presented the request on behalf of our CBH Homes, Trilogy Development would like to request a waiver from the Fall Creek condition of approval #9- Emplace a 6' high chain link fence along the southern side of the Purdam Drain.  In place of the chain link fence we would like approval to install a 6' high vinyl fence.
Councilmembers had questions on the fence materials and where was the waterway located.

MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by White to deny the subdivision design exception request to allow a 6’vinyl fence along a waterway in lieu of a 6’ chain link fence as normally required by code.   The Mayor asked all in favor say aye with Councilmembers Skaug, Levi, Raymond, White, Haverfield voting AYE.   Councilmember Bruner voting NAY.   The Mayor declared the







MOTION CARRIED
Mayor Henry opened a public hearing for reconsideration of City Council Denial of Annexation and Zoning to RS 7 (Single Family Residential – 7,000 sq ft) for 190.36 acres with a modified proposal for Zoning to RS 18 (Single Family Residential – 18,000 sq ft) for 5.34 acres, Zoning to RS 12 (Single Family Residential – 12,000 sq ft) for 6.61 acres, and Zoning to RS 8.5 (Single Family Residential – 8,500 sq ft) for 178.41 acres at 8142 West Ustick Road, 17535 Star Road, 17547 Star Road, and three parcels addressed as 0 Star Road (A total of 190.36 acres located in the NW ¼ of Section 5 and the E ½ of Section 6, T3N, R1W, BM) and a revised preliminary plat for Engineering Solutions, LLP representing Star Development, Inc. 
Councilmember Levi said for point of disclosure after talking with legal, I had originally at the last meeting said that I would probably recuse myself, but after Counsel has spoken to me I will go ahead and listen to the matter.
Becky McKay, Engineering Solutions, 1029 North Rasario, Meridian presented the request.
Robert Hobbs presented the following staff report:

Requested Action Approval(s)/Recommendation(s), and Involved Property:

1. Annexation and Zoning assignment of 190.36 acres of land located at 8142 W. Ustick Road, 17535 Star Road, 17547 Star Road and three (3) parcels addressed mutually as 0 Star Road (hereinafter, collectively, the “Property”) from Canyon County formerly proposed for City zoning assignment to RS 7 (Single-Family Residential 7,000 sq. ft. min. bldg. lot size), now proposed for City zoning assignment to RS 18 for 5.35 acres, RS-12 for 6.61 acres and RS 8.5 for 178.41 acres (Decision Required – Decision); and,

2. Revised Preliminary Plat Approval for Silver Star Subdivision (formerly 240 single-family residential building lots and 23 common lots [263 total], now 234 single-family residential building lots and 23 common lots [257 total] – hereinafter, variously, the “Project”, “Plat”, “Silver Star Subdivision”, the “Subdivision” or the “Development”) on an 85.07 acre portion (east side of Star Road) of the Property listed above 


(Decision Required – Decision)…

History: This application package was formerly reviewed in January of this year in a different format than currently proposed now in April.  Application was originally made to the City of Nampa for annexation and zoning of the Property and zoning assignment of the same to RS 7 in conjunction with a proposal to build on the eastern side of Star Road a single-family residential subdivision with 263 total lots within a portion of the Property to be annexed/zoned.

Respecting the initial application proposal and package, the Applicant’s representative’s project narrative correctly noted the history of attempts to entitle the Property.  “The applicant previously submitted requests for a comprehensive plan amendment, rezone and preliminary plat to Canyon County, which were approved on May 11, 2015.  Canyon County Resolution No. 15-096 changed the designation from Agricultural to Residential, with a rezoning to R-1 approved as Canyon County Ordinance No. 15-012.  The [A]applicant has since determined it would be more desirable to be within the city limits of Nampa for the development.  As the preliminary plat portion of the property is not currently adjacent to the city limits of Nampa, the annexation application includes the adjacent Van Beek properties to provide contiguity.  A conceptual site plan consisting of 300 single-family lots has been provided for the 105.29 acre Van Beek property.”

The City’s Planning and Zoning Commission, during their regularly scheduled public hearing of January 12, 2016, after receiving testimony and reviewing the application, voted to recommend to the City Council that they approve the requested annexation and zoning assignment request.  Subsequently, the Commission voted to approve the preliminary plat approval request associated with the annexation application.  The Commission made their recommendation and plat decision contingent on Developer/Development compliance with varying conditions.

Subsequently, City Council, during their regularly scheduled public hearing of March 07, 2016, after receiving testimony and reviewing the annexation and zoning assignment application voted to deny the same.  The Council apparently based their denial on concerns related to project density and objections from neighbors.  A secondary effect of the Council’s decision to deny annexation/zoning assignment (aside from superseding the Commission’s recommendation on that entitlement request particular) was to effectively nullify the Commission’s conditional approval of the associated preliminary plat.

On March 16, 2016, the Applicant’s representative submitted a letter to the City requesting that the City Council reconsider their former denial of the annexation/zoning request.  After reviewing the letter’s contents, the Council voted to reconsider and authorized and instructed Staff to advertise a new hearing before them to again consider the application package.  

Upon receiving consent to again present the application package, including the Project, to the Council, the Applicant prepared a revised plat for review.  Reflected in the Plat’s design is the Applicant’s reaction to the Council’s former discussions on the matter, including their apparent desire for “transitional zoning” (i.e., bands of striated single-family residential zones across the Property), and in keeping with the premise that some reduction in density was warranted, the Applicant submitted a revised preliminary plat and zoning assignment proposal for Council’s review.  The new zoning foregoes use of the RS 7 Zone in favor of single-family zones with larger minimum lot sizes [again: RS 18 for 5.35 acres, RS-12 for 6.61 acres and RS 8.5 for 178.41 acres].  A new Project narrative from the Applicant’s representative is hereto attached for review.

The Council is at this point tasked, as noted in the “Requested Action Approval(s)/Recommendation(s), and Involved Property” section with deciding again on the propriety of annexation of the Property (with the new zones proposed) and approving, or not, the companion preliminary plat request.  Council has authority to approve the plat without need to remand review the same to the Planning Commission for consideration and a decision.
Attached then to this report is a copy of new narrative noted above, a copy of the letter of reconsideration, a copy of Commission hearing minutes from earlier this year that bear on this matter [Council’s minutes are only reflective of their decision made and also a/the later decision to reconsider this matter] and any new agency/department or citizen items of correspondence received in time to be made a part of this document and the public record.

Annexation/(Re)Zoning Conclusion 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/(Re)Zoning Findings of Fact


Pertaining to the 190.36 acres of land requested to [now] be ZONED RS 8.5, RS 12 & RS 18, Staff finds:

1.
Surrounding Zoning: That City RS 8.5 zoned properties and County parcels most immediately adjoin and/or surround the Property (see attached Vicinity Map); and,

2.
Surrounding Land Uses:
That single-family detached residences and open land surround the Property; and, 

3.
Reasonable: That it may be variously argued that annexation of the Property is reasonable given that the Property is already located within the City of Nampa Impact Area in an area expanding with or expected to contain residential subdivisions; that City utility and emergency services are, or may be made, available to the Property; that the Property is a large section of relatively flat open ground located in such a way as to be readily developed into a housing development and given other factors bearing on the Property, not easily made marketable for commercial or industrial uses; and,

4.  
Public Interest: That Nampa has determined that it is in the public interest to provide a variety of housing products for its citizens and acknowledges the marketing attempts and studies conducted by developers of housing suggesting demand for the same as well as suitable locations for such development – in accordance with City endorsed locations and densities.  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; and,

5.
Promotion of Zoning Purpose(s): That one of the multiple purposes of zoning strives to preserve and protect single-family home property values.  Another aims to ensure orderly, systematic development and patterns thereof which promote public health, safety and welfare.  Included in the regulations therefore governing subdivision development are standards appertaining to housing density, building setbacks, building heights, provision of parking for housing, yard landscaping maintenance, street dimensions and composition standards, street lighting regulations, etc.  We find that the Project proposes an orderly development plan – some details of the same to be iterated hereafter; and,

6.
Comprehensive Plan: That the currently adopted (Feb. 2012) Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map designates the Property as being within, and suitable for, “Medium Density Residential” (4-9 du/a) development.  An area of “High Density Residential” is overlaid on land west of and abutting to, the Property.  The “Medium Density Residential” setting has been deemed as supporting of, and harmonious with, single-family residential zones’ allowed land uses and directly with City RS 8.5, City RS 12 and City RS 18 Zones’ allowed densities (i.e., dwelling units per acre [du/a]); The Project [now] proposes detached single-family houses, one per lot, in a multi-lot subdivision arrangement at a density of approximately 3.59 du/a (gross density) or 2.75 du/a (net density – excludes area devoted to rights-of-way, common space, etc.); and,

In summary, the Property may be zoned RS 8.5, RS 12 and RS 18, but nothing will [ultimately] force the Council to do 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, RS 8.5, RS 12 and RS 18 zoning are certainly “entertainable” zones...

Public/Agency/City Department Comments: Any correspondence from agencies or the citizenry regarding this application package [received by noon April 13, 2016] is hereafter attached to this report.  Staff has not received commentary from any surrounding property owners or neighbors either supporting or opposing this request.  Synopsis of former principal comments from agencies or departments that responded to the original plat application and the public hearing notice(s) associated therewith is as follows:

a. City Engineering has no objections to the Project and has provided recommended requirements in the event Silver Star is approved *; and,

b. The City Forester has no objection(s) to the Project and has provided recommended requirements in the event Silver Star is approved; and,

c. The City Parks and Recreation Department has no objection(s) to the Project; and, 

d. The Planning and Zoning Department, long term planning section, has no objection(s) to the requested Project; and,

e. The Community Planning Association of Southwest Idaho has provided comments appertaining to the Project; and,

f. No written correspondence either supporting or opposing the Project has been received by the citizenry, including neighbors surrounding the Property…

* Respecting Engineering comments, who have aside from P&Z Staff the most to do with this kind of matter, no changes to their former comments, per Daniel Badger, are forthcoming.  Thus, all former comments still appertain and they are still recommending approval of the Project with conditions.

Silver Star Subdivision Revised Statistics at a Glance

Note: Per previous report findings, Silver Star Subdivision as drafted was compliant in form with originally proposed RS 7 Zone standards.  The following findings do not reiterate the previous data regarding the Project, they only report findings based upon the new/revised plan submitted to our office….
Overall Platted Site Area-

85.07 acres [still] -- of the 190.36 proposed for annexation

Total, Project Lot Count-

257

Total, Res. Bldg., Lot Count-
234

Total Common Lot Count-

23

Project Density-


~ 3.59 du/a gross; 2.75 du/a net

Regarding “RS 8.5 Residential Building Lots” *:

Min. Allowed RS 8.5 Bldg. Lot Size- 8,500 sq. ft. (N.C.C. § 10-8-6)

Min. Proposed RS 8.5 Bldg. Lot Size-8,567 sq. ft.

Min. Allowed Avg. RS 8.5 Bldg. Lot Size- N/A

Proposed Avg. RS 8.5 Bldg. Lot Size- N/A

Periphery Compatibility Applicability- N/A

Periphery Compatibility Compliance- N/A

Min. Req. St. Frontage RS 8.5 Zone- 22’ (N.C.C. § 10-8-6)

Min. Allowed RS 8.5 Bldg. Lot Widths- 80’ @ 20’ front setback line (N.C.C. § 10-8-6)

Min. Allowed RS 8.57 Bldg. Lot Depths- 80’ (N.C.C. § 10-8-6)
***

Regarding “RS 12 Residential Building Lots” *:

Min. Allowed RS 12 Bldg. Lot Size- 12,000 sq. ft. (N.C.C. § 10-8-6)

Min. Proposed RS 12 Bldg. Lot Size- 12,087 sq. ft.

Min. Allowed Avg. RS 12 Bldg. Lot Size- N/A

Proposed Avg. RS 12 Bldg. Lot Size- N/A

Periphery Compatibility Applicability- N/A

Periphery Compatibility Compliance- N/A

Min. Req. St. Frontage RS 12 Zone- 22’ (N.C.C. § 10-8-6)

Min. Allowed RS 12 Bldg. Lot Widths- 80’ @ 20’ front setback line (N.C.C. § 10-8-6)

Min. Allowed RS 12 Bldg. Lot Depths- 80’ (N.C.C. § 10-8-6)
***

Regarding “RS 18 Residential Building Lots” *:

Min. Allowed RS 18 Bldg. Lot Size- 18,000 sq. ft. (N.C.C. § 10-8-6)

Min. Proposed RS 18 Bldg. Lot Size- 18,176 sq. ft.

Min. Allowed Avg. RS 18 Bldg. Lot Size- N/A

Proposed Avg. RS 18 Bldg. Lot Size- N/A

Periphery Compatibility Applicability- N/A

Periphery Compatibility Compliance- N/A

Min. Req. St. Frontage RS 18 Zone- 22’ (N.C.C. § 10-8-6)

Min. Allowed RS 18 Bldg. Lot Widths- 100’ @ 20’ front setback line (N.C.C. § 10-8-6)

Min. Allowed RS 18 Bldg. Lot Depths- 80’ (N.C.C. § 10-8-6)
Plat Development Data/Notes: See plat sheets - * Note that per 10-27-4.A.3. the above standards may be deemed non-applicable to 20% of the Subdivision’s building lots upon Developer request and proper plat labeling (during preliminary plat design and entitlement phase).  It appears the Applicant is not using the allowance in their Plat’s design.

Findings of Fact & Notes Regarding Plat

Platting of this Project will serve to divide the land.  It must be done in accordance with state law, Nampa City Code § 10-27, Nampa City Code § 10-8, Nampa City Code § 10-33, and, in cooperation with the City’s currently adopted Engineering design and specification manuals.

Accordingly, Plat review was done to analyze the Project’s compliance to code as if this Project having already been annexed and zoned (i.e., in context of bulk regulation controls associated with the RS 8.5, RS 12 and RS 18 Zones where such overlay different portions of the Property).

Regarding the [new] Plat proposal, Zoning Staff finds:

1.
Minimum Lot Areas: No issues; All building lots appear to meet or exceed minimum sizing required…therefore, the Plat is deemed compliant in this regard; and,

2.
Average Lot Size: No issues; As no part of portion of the Plat is [now] proposed be within a RS 6 or RS 7 district, this standard is non-applicable…therefore, the Plat is deemed compliant in this regard; and,

3.
Lot Compatibility: No issues; As no part of portion of the Plat is [now] proposed be within a RS 6 or RS 7 district, this standard is non-applicable…therefore, the Plat is deemed compliant in this regard; and,

4.
Landscaping: A landscape plan was previously submitted for the Project.  Per the plan, internal streets and common areas (including along Star Road, E. Delamar Drive and N. Griffon Avenue) are proposed to be landscaped.  Landscaping layout, material(s), and quantity of elements appear to substantially meet code requirements.  Landscape plan revisions are/will be required based on City Forester comments.  It is unknown if playground equipment is still proposed within the main common area lot (Lot 20, Block 2) although it is both presumed to be so howbeit is not required by code; and,  

6. 
Internal Street Design:  City Engineering has deemed the proposed street sections and design acceptable; and,

7.
Path/Trailway(s): Neither the Parks Department nor our long range planning Staff has noted the need for a pathway in association with Project build-out.  The Applicant is proposing an internal pathway set (Lot 5, Block 6 & Lot 6, Block 10), sidewalks and.  The ground along the Safford Lateral will be fenced off from public access; and,

8.
Misc./Correspondence: Any correspondence from agencies or the citizenry regarding the Project is hereafter attached to this report as already noted above.  Agency comments are usually primarily geared towards recommending conditions for the Project should it be approved.  A Traffic Impact Study (TIS) has been submitted for the Project.  Prior citizen correspondence directed at the Project as originally conceived under a RS 7 Zone and presented in accordance thereto has not been attached to this report as it is now dated.  New notifications were sent out to surrounding property owners, the Property was posted and newspaper notification affording new opportunity to comment on the new annexation/zoning plan and platting proposal.

Recommended Condition(s) of Approval

Should the City Council approve the requested Annexation and Zoning Assignment to RS 8.5, RS 12 and RS 18 for/on the Property, as desired by the Applicant, as well as approve the Preliminary Plat Approval request for a portion thereof, then Staff would recommend that the Council consider imposing the following Conditions of Approval against the entitlement and plat approvals:

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) as the entitlements granted by virtue of the City’s approvals of the requested Annexation, Zoning and Preliminary Plat do not, and shall not have, the effect of abrogating requirements from those agencies in connection with entitlement of the Property; and,

Specifically (as before adopted by the Planning and Zoning Commission):

2. The Developer/Development shall comply with all requirements imposed by City agencies involved in the review of this matter including, specifically the following:

a. The Developer/Development shall comply with requirements listed in the January, 12, 2016 memorandum from the Nampa Engineering Division authored by Daniel Badger (2 pages -- copy hereto attached); and,

b. The Developer/Development shall comply with requirements listed in the December 02, 2015 email printout from the Nampa Forestry Department authored by Tanya Gaona (1 page -- copy hereto attached); and, 

3.  The water system for the development shall be completely installed and able to deliver water prior to any Building Permits being issued within the development.  The water shall be sufficient in volume and pressure to provide sufficient adequate fire suppression for the development in accordance with Fire Department policy or International Fire Code requirements as applicable; and,

4. Developer’s engineer shall correct any spelling, grammar, punctuation and/or and numbering errors that may be evident on the plat face and/or in the proposed plat development notes and include said corrections in a revised preliminary plat; and,

5. Any exceptions to City adopted subdivision design standards shall/will require separate design [exception] approval from the City Council…

Michael Fuss presented a staff report explaining that Mr. Center is part of the 2006 sewer reimbursement agreement.  That agreement covered about 8,400 different residential units.  They expected 8,400 residential units in this general north Nampa area it is call the Birch sewer service area.
The purpose of the reimbursement agreement works is developers did contribute as the applicant stated nearly 3 million to ensure that sewer capacity was available for growth to happen in this area.  Mr. Centers is a signature to this agreement he contributed a $100,000 as the record indicates, so he has been waiting to get this project going. 

The City has been collecting latecomer’s fees of about $630 per building permit in this area for residential building permit.  The most important is, and directly affected this particular parcel of land is paragraph -14. The Developers who have executed this Agreement have done so based upon their ownership and/or rights to develop certain land parcels ("Developers Parcels") that are either located in the Birch Sewer Area or, although located in the Purdam Sewer Area, are entitled to temporary connection to the Birch sewer. The Developers Parcels are identified by tax parcel numbers on Exhibit C, which tax parcels and their locations relevant to the Birch Service Area can be noted on Exhibit A. The Developers acknowledge that the Sewer System Improvements do not, on their own, bring sewer main lines to all of the Developers Parcels; and to the contrary such constructed facilities are limited to the facilities described in this Agreement. In consideration for the Developers' participation in this Agreement, the City consents to the annexation of the Developers Parcels into the City provided any such parcel is contiguous to land that, at the time of the annexation request, is within the City limits, and further consents to the Developers Parcels connecting to the Birch main either permanently or temporarily, regardless whether such Developer Parcel is within City limits, when sewer mains have been extended to the particular Developer Parcel.
In regards to the transportation as part of the development it is going to be required to widen the roads at its frontage and that is consistent with every other development in Nampa.  Star Road is an arterial road, if there is a place to put traffic we put them on arterial roads and that is where they should go.  As to the intersection the only comment I for there is that the intersections are still actually in the county so Cherry Lane and Star are in the county and Ustick and Star and they would both be in the Nampa Highway District.  It would be the Highway Districts responsibility to widening the intersections.
Councilmembers asked questions of staff.

Aaron Seable answered the question of does the City have the obligation to annex this property due to the agreement.  Counsel does have some questions if the City Council of 2006 can contractually obligate a legislative decision of the City Council of 2016.  I cannot tell you 100% certainty that you are contractually obligated to annex.

Those appearing in favor of the request were:  Don Brandt, 203 11th Avenue South.
Those appearing in opposition to the request were:  Paul Turnball, 4924 Golden Spur Drive; Connie Turnball, 4924 Golden Spur Drive (was against but didn’t speak); Doug Franolich, 4868 Golden Spur; Loren Mart, 17358 Copper Spur Avenue; Travis Dirkes, 4859 Golden Spur Drive; Matt Davison, 4960 Golden Spur Drive; Xenon Long, 17392 Copper Spur; Karl Keeler, 4905 Bronze Spur; Meryl Keller, 4845 Bronze Spur Drive; Shawn Birch, 4809 Bronze Spur Drive;
Becky McKay presented a rebuttal to question brought up in testimony.
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
Councilmembers made comments concerning the annexation and the zoning.
MOVED by Haverfield to approve the annexation of for 178.41 acres at 8142 West Ustick Road, 17535 Star Road, 17547 Star Road, and three parcels addressed as 0 Star Road.

City Attorney Aaron Seable explained that the two issues are annexation and the density of the zoning after the annexation is a separate question.  I would advise against annexing in a manner that the applicant is not agreeable to, even though the applicant is here and can respond to that, without seeking their input, I would advise against changing the zoning to a level higher than they requested.
Councilmember Haverfield withdrew his motion.

Mayor Henry did a recap of the request of the applicant.

Councilmember Haverfield made comments on the request.

Aaron Seable said my only caveat, was that the contract if we refer to that, the sentence and the end of a reimbursement agreement appearing to obligate the City to annex not designating at any sense at what zoning.  Itself may or may not be enforceable now that is not advise to annexation or honor what you believe the intent was.  I am simply stating that I can’t tell you a judicial action to attempt to enforce that would be successful.
Councilmember Raymond made comments on the request.

Councilmember Skaug made comments on the request.

Councilmember Bruner made comments on the request.

Councilmember White made comments on the request.

Councilmember Haverfield asked questions of Michael Fuss

Michael Fuss said that we are right in the middle of kicking off another transportation master plan.  This is when we establish the size of the road, the type of roads all of those type of those things and they are based on traffic analysis zones which make assumptions of what the development are going to be.  Those traffic analysis zones take significant factors, such as the comprehensive plan, they are based primarily on the comprehensive plan.  The City of Nampa, previous Councils have identified that this is what they expect Nampa to grow to.  So what those densities are is what then established the growth patterns in the traffic analysis zones which then drives the size of the roads.  It is a giant computer model that identifies the roads.  In that it identifies arterials and collectors, freeways and those types of things.  Star Road is identified as a arterial, it will be a five lane facility sometime in the future.
Mayor Henry asked about the five lanes.

Councilmember Levi made comments on the request.

MOVED by Skaug and SECONDED by Haverfield to approve the Annexation and Zoning to RS 7 (Single Family Residential – 7,000 sq ft) for 190.36 acres with a modified proposal for Zoning to RS 18 (Single Family Residential – 18,000 sq ft) for 5.34 acres, Zoning to RS 12 (Single Family Residential – 12,000 sq ft) for 6.61 acres, and Zoning to RS 8.5 (Single Family Residential – 8,500 sq ft) for 178.41 acres at 8142 West Ustick Road, 17535 Star Road, 17547 Star Road, and three parcels addressed as 0 Star Road (A total of 190.36 acres located in the NW ¼ of Section 5 and the E ½ of Section 6, T3N, R1W, BM) and the revised preliminary plat with staff recommendations for Engineering Solutions, LLP representing Star Development, Inc.    The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with Councilmembers Raymond, Haverfield, Skaug voting YES.  Councilmembers Levi, White and Bruner voted NO. The Mayor voted YES to break the tie.  The Mayor declared the

MOTION CARRIED
Mayor Henry opened a public hearing for an annexation and zoning to RS 6 (Single Family Residential – 6,000 sq ft) for 2208 Sunny Ridge Road (A .66 acre or 28,954 sq ft portion of Section 34, T3N, R2W, BM, SE ¼, Tax 14 in SW ¼ SE ¼ less Road RD) for Nathan Pyles.
Nathan Pyles presented the request.

Planning and Zoning Director Norm presented a staff report explaining that the request is for annexation and zoning to RS-6 with the intent to split the lot and build another single family home behind and to the east of the existing home at 2208 Sunny Ridge Road which us .66 acre or 28,954 square foot lot for Nathan Pyles.
Applicable Regulations:  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 14-parcel approximately 9.6 acre enclaved area along the east side of Sunny Ridge Rd.

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

Public Services:  Police and fire already service city incorporated areas surrounding the location.

Physical Site Characteristics: Existing single family residential home site.
Transportation:  Access to the property is via Sunny Ridge Rd.  Any split of the property for the construction of new home behind and to the east of the existing home will require access by easement through the front property. The applicant presently owns the entire parcel with the intent to split following annexation and zoning. 

The Sunny Ridge Rd right-of-way dedication and annexation adjacent this property was accomplished via Ordinance 3908 in 2010.

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

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 to the City Council approval of this request the following findings are suggested:

1. The requested annexation is part of a 14-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 with intent to split the lot and build another single family home behind and to the east of the existing home.

Recommended conditions of approval

If the Planning & Zoning Commission votes to recommend approval of the annexation and zoning to the City Council the following Engineering Division required conditions are recommended:

1) At time the parcel is split, in preparation for construction of the second residence on the parcel, the owner will be required to provide utility, ingress/egress, and cross access easements as necessary across the front parcel in favor of the new parcel. Copy of which will be required to be submitted with application for a building permit. 

2) Owner(s) enter into a curb, gutter, sidewalk, and road widening deferral agreement with the City.

3) Annexation into the Nampa Municipal Irrigation System at time parcel is split, if owner requests to be connected to the City Pressurized Irrigation System.

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 Haverfield and SECONDED by Levi to approve the annexation and zoning to RS 6 (Single Family Residential – 6,000 sq ft) for 2208 Sunny Ridge Road (A .66 acre or 28,954 sq ft portion of Section 34, T3N, R2W, BM, SE ¼, Tax 14 in SW ¼ SE ¼ less Road RD) with staff conditions for Nathan Pyles.  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 an annexation and zoning to RMH (Multiple-Family Residential) for a 99-bed Skilled Nursing Facility at 820 and a portion of 1002 North Happy Valley Road (A 4.536 acre parcel of land being situated in a portion of Lots 1 and 2 of Orchard Heights in the SW ¼ of the SW ¼ of Section 18, T3N, R2W, BM) for Zoke, LLC – Nate Hosac.
Nate Hosac presented the request.

Robert Hobbs presented a staff report explaining that the request is for annexation and zoning to RMH of and upon certain land addressed as 820 and a portion of 1002 North Happy Valley Road comprising a 4.536 acre parcel of land in order to facilitate construction/development of a 99-bed skilled nursing facility on the afore-captioned Property (hereinafter the “Project”)… Per the Application narrative, the facility is intended to, “…house people who require full-time care as they transition from a hospital environment to a more self-sustaining situation.  The building will house a rehabilitation center, staff offices, resident rooms, a full-size kitchen, dining areas, and other amenities designed to enhance the experience of the people staying at the facility.  Eventually, the facility is intended to employ in excess of 100 people who will provide all of the services required to house up to 99 residents” for Zoke LLC, Nate Hosac.
History:  No prior land use/entitlement history has been discovered in association with the Property intended for development as noted in this report.  The Nampa City Planning and Zoning Commission, during their regularly scheduled public hearing of March 22, 2016, voted to recommend to the City Council that they approve the above referenced annexation and zoning assignment, contingent on Developer/Project compliance with the following conditions:

 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) as the entitlements granted by virtue of the City’s approvals of the requested Rezone and Development Agreement and Conditional Use Permit do not, and shall not have, the affect of abrogating requirements from those agencies in connection with entitlement of the Property; and,

Specifically:

2. That the 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 Developer 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 annexed and zoned RMH.  Inclusively, the Agreement shall contain any/the concept development plans proposed by virtue of this composite application submittal as accepted, or accepted with required changes, by the City’s Council.  (Note: the Commission recommended that, as part of the Agreement’s conditions, the following stipulations be made against the Project:

a. That all on-site building and any parking lot lighting be boxed/shielded, down directed and that foot-candle output of fixtures [particularly on the east and south sides of the building(s)] be kept to a minimum; and,

b. That a six foot (6’) high vinyl fence be placed around the perimeter of the Project on its north, east and south sides; and,
c. That a “good screen” producible in the “near future” by use of landscape materials (particularly trees) to buffer the Property from the neighboring residential properties to the east and south of the Property be provided.  
Following their taking action on the annexation and zoning assignment request, the Commission voted to approve the Conditional Use Permit aspect of the entitlement application package – see attached Commission hearing minutes, pages 25-31.  (Notwithstanding, the Conditional Use Permit will only be of force and effect if the Property is annexed and zoned as proposed by the Applicant(s).

Annexation/(Re)Zoning 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/(Re)Zoning Finding of Facts


Pertaining To The 4.536 Acres Of Land Requested To Be Annexed and Zoned RMH, Staff Notes That It May Be Found:

1.
Surrounding City Zoning: That City RMH zoned land adjoins the Property to the west (across Happy Valley Road) and City BC zoning overlay parcels to the north of the Property across Stamm Lane (see attached Vicinity Map); and,

2.
Surrounding Land Uses: That a hospital, commercial shopping center, standalone businesses, car lots, single-family detached residences and open land surround, or are in proximity to, the Property; Most directly abutting the Property is a newly approved/developing 256-unit apartment project (across Happy Valley); and, 

3.
Reasonable: That it may be variously argued that annexation of the Property is reasonable given that the Property is already located within the City of Nampa Impact Area in an area expanding with or expected to contain commercial and residential uses (including transitional varieties of the same); that an annexation pathway exists providing a chain of connectivity between land already in the City’s limits and the Property so that a “shoe string” connection is not forced/caused by virtue of this application; that City utility and emergency services are, or may be made, available to the Property; that the Property is a large section of relatively flat open ground located in such a way as to be readily developed into a skilled nursing facility development, and, given other physical factors bearing on the Property (i.e., pre-developed residential parcels to the immediate north, east and south, the Property’s location across Stamm an intervening parcel from the Gateway Shopping Center, the Property’s position directly across Stamm Lane from a high density residential development site, and, yet at the same time the juxta positioning of the Property against a high-traffic arterial right-of-way while lacking size and depth adequate for a small subdivision with a hammerhead design), said Property is not easily made marketable for single-family, commercial, or especially, industrial uses; and,

4.
 Public Interest:  That Nampa has determined that it is in the public interest to provide a variety of housing products for its citizens and acknowledges the marketing attempts and studies conducted by developers of housing suggesting demand for the same as well as suitable locations for such development – in accordance with City endorsed locations and densities. 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.

5.
Promotion of Zoning Purpose(s): That one of the multiple purposes of zoning strives to ensure orderly, systematic development and patterns thereof which promote public health, safety and welfare.  Included in the regulations therefore governing subdivision development are standards appertaining to housing density, building setbacks, building heights, provision of parking for housing, yard landscaping maintenance, street dimensions and composition standards, street lighting regulations, etc.  We find that the Project proposes an orderly concept development plan – some details of the same to be iterated hereafter; and,

6.
Comprehensive Plan:  That the currently adopted (Feb. 2012) Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map designates the Property as being within, and suitable for, “Community Mixed Use” development.  An area of “High Density Residential” is overlaid on land west of, and abutting, the Property.  An area of “Highway Commercial” is overlaid on land north of, and nearby the Property.  Land to the east and south of the Property is also established in a setting of “Community Mixed Use” according to the currently adopted City Master Plan.  


According to the City’s Comprehensive Plan, the “Community Mixed Use” setting districts, “…are recommended locations for development of activity centers that are specifically planned to include commercial uses, would focus on more communitywide needs and services.  These areas should be sited along major transportation corridors.  Community Mixed Use Principles: a. Provide an interconnection circulation system that is convenient for automobiles, pedestrians and transit; b. Located on major transportation corridors; c. May include higher densities residential; and, d. Landscape areas.”


The “Community Mixed Use” setting has been deemed as supporting of, and harmonious with, residential zones’ allowed land uses and directly with City RMH allowed densities (i.e., dwelling units per acre [du/a]); the Project proposes a singular skilled nursing home facility, conceptually built in three linked sections…

7.
Further, that:  The Property is currently within Canyon County’s jurisdiction and zoned RR (Rural Residential); and,

a. The area within which the Property lies has been established by the City’s Comprehensive Plan as being slated for “Community Mixed Use” residential -- or noted as a location where such is anticipated to be developed; and,

b. The Applicant has requested the Property be rezoned to RMH in conjunction with proposing that development of a skilled nursing [home] facility, which also requires Conditional Use Permit approval to be allowed; and,

c. Besides other relevant applications, a complete CUP application for a skilled nursing home facility has been submitted to the City by the Applicant, reviewed and approved by the City contingent on annexation and RMH zoning assignment to the Property; and,

d.
Agency/City Department comments have been received regarding this matter.  Such correspondence as received from agencies or the citizenry regarding this application package [received by noon April 13, 2016] is hereafter attached to this report.
1. City Engineering has no objection(s) concerning the annexation/zoning or Conditional Use Permit applications, and has provided recommended requirements in the event that Property is annexed/zoned and the proposed Project entitled for development; and,

2. City’s Building Department has no objection to the Project and has provided a recommended requirement in the event that Property is annexed/zoned and the proposed Project entitled for development; and,

3. The Nampa Highway District has no objection to the Property being annexed/zoned and the Project entitled for development; and,

4. Pioneer Irrigation District has no objection to the Property being annexed/zoned and the Project entitled for development…

e.
The Planning and Zoning Commission received commentary from surrounding property owners or neighbors (either supporting or opposing this request) during their regularly scheduled public hearing of March 22, 2016 when this matter was last heard by that body.  A copy of the hearing minutes from that meeting is hereto attached that contains a summary of their comments. 

Recommended Condition(s) of Approval

Should the City Council vote to approve the requested Annexation and related proposed Zoning Assignment application to incorporate the Property into the limits of the City of Nampa and assign the Property RMH zoning as requested (providing thereby de facto vestment of the Commission’s approved Conditional Use Permit associated with this matter), then Staff would suggest that the Council impose the following Conditions of Approval against the Development/Applicant as part of the Annexation/Zoning Assignment’s conditions set:

Generally:


1. 
Developer(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) as the entitlements granted by virtue of the City’s approvals of the requested Rezone and Development Agreement and Conditional Use Permit do not, and shall not have, the effect of abrogating requirements from those agencies in connection with entitlement of the Property; and,

Specifically:


2.
That the 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 Developer and agreed to and conditioned by the City through its Council or executive departments or outside agencies properly involved in the review of the Developer’s request for the Property to be zoned RMH.  Inclusively, the Agreement shall contain any/the concept development plans proposed by virtue of this composite application submittal as accepted, or accepted with required changes, by the City’s Council…

Unknown resident came forward and asked about his property being annexed into the City.
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 Levi to approve the annexation and zoning to RMH (Multiple-Family Residential) for a 99-bed Skilled Nursing Facility at 820 and a portion of 1002 North Happy Valley Road (A 4.536 acre parcel of land being situated in a portion of Lots 1 and 2 of Orchalara Heights in the SW ¼ of the SW ¼ of Section 18, T3N, R2W, BM) with staff conditions for Zoke, LLC – Nate Hosac.  The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers present voting YES.  The Mayor declared the

MOTION CARRIED
The Mayor adjourned the meeting at 9:09 p.m.
Passed this 2nd day of May, 2016.

____________________________________

 MAYOR
ATTEST:
______________________________________
CITY CLERK  


