REGULAR COUNCIL
June 4, 2018
Mayor Kling called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.
Clerk made note that Councilmembers Skaug, Haverfield, Levi, Hogaboam, Bruner, and
Rodriguez were present
MOVED by Bruner and SECONDED by Rodriguez to approve the Consent Agenda as
presented; Regular Council Minutes of May 21, 2018; Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory
Committee Minutes; Board of Appraisers Minutes; 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) Sonata
Pointe Subdivision No. 2 in an RS-7 (Single Family Residential – 7,000 sq ft minimum lot size)
zoning district on the south side of W Lone Star Rd, west of Lone Star Middle School (45 single
family residential lots on 15.23 acres, 3.66 dwelling units per gross acre – situated in the NE ¼
Section 30 T3N R2W BM), for JUB Engineers representing Trilogy Development; 2) Lost River
Subdivision No. 1, west of the Phyllis Canal on the north side of E Cherry Lane (4 Commercial
lots, 2 Flex lots, 8 Fourplex Residential lots, and 51 Single Family Residential lots – A 24.009 acre
portion of Government Lot 7 and a portion of the SE ¼ of Section 6 T3N R2W BM) for KM
Engineering, LLP representing Nampa North LLC; Authorize Public Hearings: 1) Modification
of Zoning Development Agreement between Greenbriar Estates, LLC and the City of Nampa
recorded 05/12/2005 as Inst. No. 200526040 changing the use from that of exclusive RV Storage
to 5 Residential Lots, 2 RV Storage Lots and 1 Common Lot for access to all, and Subdivision
Short Plat Approval for Greenbriar Estates Subdivision No. 3 in an RP (Residential Professional)
zoning district on proposed W Bayberry Lane for a 1.7 acre portion of the SW ¼ of Section 4 T2N
R2W BM), for John Esposito; 2) Recommended increases to various wastewater and water rates,
fees, and charges for July 16, 2018; Authorize to Proceed with Bidding Process: 1) Authorize
the Engineering Division to proceed with the formal bidding process for the Midland Blvd Supply
& Transmission Pipeline Project; Authorization for execution of Contracts and Agreements:
1) Approve one-year renewal of Agreement, and 2) Authorize Mayor and Public Works Director
to sign Agreement with CH2M Hill Engineers, Inc., for Wastewater Phase 1 Upgrades Project
Group A Liquid Stream Improvements, through December 16, 2018; Monthly Cash Report: 1)
None; Resolutions: 1) None; License for 2018: Alcohol: Flying Pi Pizza, 1021 12th Avenue
South, on-premise beer and wine; Miscellaneous Items: 1) None. Mayor Kling asked for a roll
call vote with all Councilmembers present voting YES. Mayor Kling declared the
MOTION CARRIED
Item #12 – Proclamation - None
Mayor Kling asked if there was anyone wishing to speak on any item that was not on the agenda:
Hubert Osbourne, 4199 E Switzer Way;
• Indian Creek diverted into the Riverside Canal where the water is used for irrigation;
• Head gate on/off for water flow
• Indian Creek May 21, 2018 no water going into the Boise River from Indian Creek;
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Diversion of Indian Creek drain into the Riverside Canal and the amount of water that is
currently going down stream into the Boise River, which is none. The water being diverted
is used to irrigate farm land to west of Caldwell clear to the Oregon border, any run off
which is very minor is drained into the Snake River;
• Virtually all of the phosphorus in the water is absorbed into the ground in the irrigation
process.
• Idaho Power has monitors in place
• Two questions – why we are considering diversion into the Phyllis Canal when we are
already reusing Nampa Wastewater thru the Riverside Irrigation Canal; since our
phosphorus is being reused which is what IDEQ and EPA is suggesting why we are
eliminating the phosphorus thru biological and chemical means at the Nampa Wastewater
Plant when we are already doing what IDEQ and EPA are advocating and have been doing
for many years.
• I would ask for all plans for additional construction at the Nampa Wastewater plant be
reevaluated and the potential savings tens of millions of dollars be left in the pockets of
Nampa citizens and industry
Councilmembers asked questions of Hubert.
Ron Harriman, 329 Creekside Way;
• Problems with Nampa Wastewater Facility upgrade is not a problem created by the present
Mayor, City Council or the Public Works Department. The problem is confusion with the
idea at the EPA over classification erroneously data of water and discharges
• Your choice at this point is to either assume the erroneous documents and continue with
the Nampa Wastewater facility expansion to cure a problem that questionably does not
exist at a great cost to the citizens
• What I discovered in my research is that unknown to the IDEQ the EPA and the /city of
Nampa has been in compliance with the clean water act for at lease 30 years, never in
violation with the way that the water was used
• The city should be given and award by the EPA rather than a penalty
• The water from Nampa wastewater facility except leakage of the gates at the diversion
enters the Boise River for seven months of the year. This has gone on way beyond the
wastewater plant. The water has been collected and taken away since the 1890’s it has
never during the irrigation season ever gone into the Boise River
• It is consumed as irrigation on farmland services by Riverside Canal Company
• Water samples take by Idaho Power will prove this contention – note the Riverside Canal
Company which is corporate that I have heard several times, owns the water rights to Indian
Creek flow – piping influence to the Phyllis Canal can be disputed
• The first official IDEQ reports on the Boise River is unsupported, erroneous data
identifying Indian Creek as a source of pollution year around and none of the water from
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Indian Creek reached the Boise River from 2014 for seven months from the irrigation
system
There was no continuous nexus to U.S water, any surplus, if any enters the river, Snake
River
The identification of the water within the agricultural drain called Indian Creek was
misclassified when the IDEQ classified all service water within Idaho as required by Clean
Water Act. There is not a drop of water within the lower water shed that is not from an
irrigational source
To simplify the body of water known locally as Indian Creek is an irrigation drain not a
creek and should be so designated by the IDEQ
Controlling the water temperature which is one of their demands by the Nampa Wastewater
plant is not only impossible when you consider the factors
All of the water within Indian Creek is seepage, it does not come from a natural source of
cold water, the heat is completely controlled by atmospheric conditions, the temperature of
the ground is slower heating, cooling the water at the facility will not cool the water above
the facility at the supply
Six miles below the facility, the confluence of Wilson Drain which has twice the water
flow and starts out at the Fish Hatchery at 59 degrees Fahrenheit which is barely five
degrees higher than the IDEQ requirement placed on Indian Creek Water
Nampa must correct this demand by demanding the director of the IDEQ Tippets begin the
process to correct both the report on the Boise River

Larry Olmstead, 838 West Dallanwood Way
• Why are we interested in this phosphorus EPA and IDEQ in Oregon said that Brownley
Reservoir and Hells Canyon don’t reach their beneficial use because there is too much
algae, I can by that, I fish there, and I want something done
• How do we reduce the algae? They have come up with every tributary to Brownley should
discharge only .07 phosphorus and they do this big study
• What they don’t realize and the put these requirements on Nampa to get down to .1
• We are spending $38M to get down to .5 then to .1
• Nampa phosphorus grows corn not algae
• The EPA and the IDEQ need to back off and recognize what we are doing is innovative
and comply with what they want to do
The City Attorney Aaron Seabble explained about allowing the public to speak outside of a public
hearing.
Mayor Kling asked if there was anyone wishing to speak on any agenda item were:
Kurtis Masued, Canyon Outdoor Media, 6201 North Umer
• We love trees
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The question is how we make it all work together. I own a billboard company, I am all of
the blue billboards in town
• Many of our landowners, we have a petition of over 100 signatures of actual business
owners in the area
• They need visibility, very much so, if they did not need visibility they would probably run
their business out of their home and save the rent, the average business owner spends
between $30 and $50 thousand on their identification sign alone and they don’t spend that
money because they are mad at their money, they spend it because they need to
• We have some pretty significant blockage issues
• What is the solution – there is a safety issue – as the trees get bigger and bigger the limbs
get heavier especially the softer wood variety trees, they will split, and gravity will
eventually rule over all of us, so these things will happen
• If we trimmed them down, then these limbs are not nearly as heavy and if they do fall the
idea is that they won’t do as much damage
• What is the solution – allow property owners/business on adjacent property to trim the trees
as your ordinance says that they can and sticking with the arborist guidelines,
• It also relieves the cost off of the city
James Phehan, tree arborist
• Certified arborist licensed here in Nampa doing business in Boise
• My understanding is that the ordinance allows but the permits are not being issued for
reasons of concern about how the trees would be pruned and making sure that they are
done to standards
• Any of the certified arborist are held to a standard and I have looked at all of the sights that
not all of them but several of them the business owners have and all of the trees not only
just for the signs, but they are need of pruning anyway for the health of the tree, for the
safety, for clear vision triangles, for things like that
• The business would also prosper a little better, I have done a lot of pruning for a lot of
businesses and they have commented on how it has improved business and that is an
important factor
• The other factor is the issuing of the permits, I don’t know the whole process, I was asked
to speak here last minute, but as long as the permit was being issued to someone on the list
and a certified arborist is on the list, I can’t see why anyone would object to that, but that
is not being done to my understanding
Council asked questions.
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David LeRoy
• The specific issues is right of way trees as they pertain to view sheds looking towards
business from the road, looking from exits to the business out for safety of the vision
triangle
• I am looking at elevated signs of where the trees have grown in front of those
• We do have petition with 98 signatures and
• The handouts that you have are the standards related to the A300 that are incorporated into
the city ordinance, your provision 5-2-4 etc. they explain what might be trimmed and what
might be reduced so as to allow signage to predominate
• This runs back to a dialog that began with Canyon Outdoor and the City Forester – March
2, 2016 wherein we simply asked to trim back and shape some trees, so our signs and other
business signs could be seen, and the safe ingress and egress could be had (reducing the
size of trees for sign vision is the practice that can only do if the trees touch or anyway
might damage the sign)
• That is not what the city ordinance says, there is a confusion and your city forester needs
more specific direction as to what and how these standards relate to and can permit
reduction and co-exist peacefully with business
• We have had a dialog with him and fortunately Mr. Moran has come around just a little bit
(he is telling us we believe that we can come up with some kind of compromise or at least
try because business and trees are a vital part of our community and they need to co-exist
somehow, however the forestry department still thinks thatremoving any part of the canopy
is topping, shearing and rounding is prohibited) that is not what the standards say
• The standards that you have in front of you clearly indicate that as long as we are not
addressing either 25% or 33% is what the forester is saying although your written standard
incorporated in the ordinance says 25% as long as we don’t go past that standard vista,
view pruning is permitted under these standards in fact it is specifically permitted and as
the materials in the back show you experts when they appear at national conventions talk
about the fact that we can reduce height and spread, we can improve view and ascetics and
that is exactly what these standards are designed to do.
• What is needed here is clearer specific direction to the forester on how to strike that balance
and how to read these standards, which is what the proposed ordinance structure does
• What I suggest is to simply add a text sub 3 to the section 2 that I have identified there, you
must make application, must be a licensed forester under the city and the proposed action
will be done consistently with the standards and then I picked up what those pruning
objectives are from the ANSI referring to minimizing pruning in the future interference
with traffic, lines of site, infrastructure, etc. and indicating that the forester shall allow an
applicant to do that kind of pruning, rounding off, reducing the spread etc.
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Jeff Harker, General Manager
• It is a widely held misunderstood arrangement many property owners don’t even know that
they are responsible for maintaining the right of way abutting their property but the permit
is required to prune, plant or remove trees within that right of way and that they have to
hire a city licensed private tree company to do the work
• Even those who try to follow the rules are left frustrated and angry when they are denied
• The problem is simple Nampa businesses what more say in what is planted in front of their
property, if it is our responsibility to maintain, it is a state owned right of way, the city
forester should not be denying property owners the right to prune, plant or remove trees
that they deem harmful
• Pictures where shown
• Signs are basically the life blood of their business, it is how they reach their customers
• The city forester has stated the reason that he won’t allow business to prune the trees as
stated, is because of the standard ANSI
• The standard does call for a line of site protection and the institute has adopted this policy
and this gentleman is on the committee, his name is Jeff Kempter, he contributed to the
writing of these guidelines and he says that the potential conflict with utilities, lines of site,
buildings, and other structures should be avoided
• It all sounds like common sense of course
• Part of the solution is selecting the appropriate species for the free space in front of the
business
• Examples were shown
• The business owners assume the costs
• Safety concerns, basically if we are in charge of these responsibilities then we should have
some say
More concerning the above mentioned will be discussed with item #22 on the agenda.
Item #14 – Amy Bowman presented the following staff report:

SEWER REVENUE BOND
PUBLIC OUTREACH EXPENSES SUMMARY
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Item #26 - Mayor Kling presented a request for a decision that was postponed on the May 21st
meeting on annexation and zoning to RS-6 on the south side of Lone Star Road between 2201
and 2117 Lone Star Road for JUB Engineers representing Trilogy Development.
Wendy Schrief with JUB engineers explained what the applicant and staff have worked out
together.
The City Attorney Aaron Seable addressed some of the issues and questions that were had been
brought up.
Comments were made by Mayor and Council that they would like to have all information in the
Council packets.
Councilmembers asked questions of the applicant.
Planning and Zoning Director Norm Holm presented the following staff report that was presented
at the bench:
• General
o The City's water, sewer and pressure irrigation have adequate capacity to serve this
development.
• Roadway
o The development will need to provide a vehicle turn around for vehicles and garbage trunks
at the end of Fairwood Ave. Consider turning a portion of the proposed common
driveway/emergency access for Block 1 into the second leg of a hammer head turn around.
o A no outlet/dead end sign will need to be added to the intersection of Shumway Avenue
and Shoshone Avenue.
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o The sidewalks at the connection point with the existing roadway go outside of the right of
way, either adjust the right of way or provide pedestrian easements over the portion outside
of the right of way.
o Show frontage improvements on Lone Star Road.
o Developer shall install a speed hump in S. Shumway Avenue between Lone Star Road and
W. Shoshone Street at a location determined during final design and approved by the HOA.
The HOA will be given 4 weeks to review and approve the location.
Fencing
o Developer shall install fencing along the north boundary of lots 1 and 3 of Block 3, and
along the east boundary of Lot 2 Block 1.

Councilmembers asked staff questions.
Mayor made comments on lack of information that was given to council and mayor.
City Attorney Aaron Seable answered questions of councilmembers.
Councilmember Levi read the minutes of the previous meeting and that the public hearing was
closed.
Mayor Kling explained that this is not a public hearing and that this was a continuation for the
decision.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Hogaboam to allow the annexation and zoning to
RS-6 on the south side of Lone Star Road between 2201 and 2117 Lone Star Road for JUB
Engineers representing Trilogy Development with the conditions of approval as stated in the letter
from Daniel Badger on March 19 with the addition that the access on those three or four lots would
be an asphalt surface for fire engine access with a barrier provided and that the connection to Lone
Star should be an asphalt connection and the conditions that were printed in the previous packet
and the revised May 31, 2018 memo.
The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all
Councilmembers present voting YES. The Mayor declared the
MOTION CARRIED
Item #27 - Mayor Kling opened a public hearing for Republic Services Recycling Options.
Rachele Klein, Republic Services presented the request explaining the Idaho Recycling History.
• Why we have curbside recycling
• What is collected
• Who processes it locally and how
• What happens to it when it leaves the U.S.
• Covering Program Costs
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Next Steps
• Leave current program in-tact but increase rates roughly $1.25/household/month
• Collect only economically viable recyclable materials – add $0.90 per household per month
• Add “Recycling Processing Fee” – similar to fuel recovery fee – will vary per month or
billing cycle
• Suspend curbside recycling – reduction of $1 per household per month
• Reduce contamination “Wishful Recycling” – currently 13-15% trash in recycling carts.
This will help reduce program costs
Councilmembers and Mayor Kling asked questions.
Those speaking in favor of it were: LaRita Schrandorff, 1108 South Stanford; Corry Royal, 17395
Solomon Drive; Elizabeth Lee, 17125 Solomon Drive; Arnold Shryock, 1704 Pecan Court.
No one appeared in opposition to the request.
MOVED by Bruner and SECONDED by Hogaboam to close the public hearing. Mayor Kling
asked all in favor say aye with all Councilmembers present voting AYE. Mayor Kling declared
the
MOTION CARRIED
MOVED by Hogaboam and SECONDED by Skaug to leave current program in-tact but
increase rates roughly $1.25/household/month with the proper notification. The Mayor asked
for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers present voting YES. The Mayor declared the
MOTION CARRIED
Item #28 - Mayor Kling opened a public hearing for zoning map amendment from RS 6 (Single
Family Residential - 6,000 sq. ft.) to RD (Two Family Residential) at 935 Sunny Lane (A .48 acre
part of Lot 10 of Hilty's Subdivision, according to the plat thereof filed in Book 3 of Plats at Page
6, lying North and East of the Phyllis Canal, being a portion of the N 1/2 of the SW 1/4, Section
21, T3N, R2W, BM) for Arnold and Sondra Shryock (ZMA 101-18). On May 8, 2018 the
Planning and Zoning Commission recommended approval.
Arnold Shryock, 1709 Pecan Court presented the request
Norm Holm presented the following staff report explaining that the request is for zoning map
amendment from RS-6 (Single Family Residential – 6,000 sq ft) to RD (Two Family Residential)
to make the property marketable for construction of two duplex dwellings located at 935 Sunny
Lane for Arnold and Sondra Shryock.
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Size & Description of Property: A .48 acre part of Lot 10 of Hilty's Subdivision, according to
the plat thereof filed in Book 3 of Plats at Page 6, lying North and East of the Phyllis Canal, being
a portion of the N 1/2 of the SW 1/4, Section 21, T3N, R2W, BM. Existing Land Use: Single
family dwelling on the east side of the parcel with vacant area to the west. Proposed Land Use:
Possible site supporting the construction of two duplexes.
General Information
Planning and Zoning Commission Recommendation: Approval, subject to below stated
conditions of approval. Planning & Zoning History: As far as staff can determine the subject
property has never been zoned commercial nor enclaved by the city limits of Nampa as the
applicant professes. Surrounding Land Use and Zoning: North- Sunset Cove Subdivisionsingle family dwellings and two-unit townhome dwellings; RD PUD (Two-Family
Residential/Planned Unit Development); South- R A Warnock Subdivision-single family
dwellings; RS 6; East- Hilty’s Sub-single-family dwellings; Rural Residential; RA then RS 6 to
RP and BC; West- Zeyer Funeral Chapel and grounds; RP (Residential Professional).
Comprehensive Plan Designation: Medium Density Residential. Applicable Regulations:
Section 10-2-3 outlines the procedure and process for Zoning Map Amendments. Rezones or
zoning map amendments must be reasonably necessary, in the interest of the public, further
promote the purposes of zoning, and agree with the adopted comprehensive plan for the area.
Special Information
Public Utilities: 8” Sewer main available in Sunny Lane. 8” Water main available in Sunny Lane.
8” Irrigation main available in Sunny Lane. Public Services: All present. Transportation and
Traffic: The parcel has frontage on and access from Sunny Lane. Environmental: The rezone
should have little effect on the adjoining properties. Citizen Input: As of the date of this staff
report no expressions of opposition or support have been received from any area property owners,
residents, or businesses.
Staff Findings and Discussion
The requested zoning map amendment is appropriate. The parcel is designated as Medium Density
Residential on the Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map and the requested zoning map
amendment from RS 6 to RD appropriately conforms with this designation.
If the City Council accepts the Planning and Zoning Commission recommendation and votes to
approve of the rezone, the following findings are suggested:
1. Rezone of the subject parcel as proposed is reasonably necessary to make the property more
marketable for resale.
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2. Rezone of the subject parcel as proposed is in the interest of the property owner and conforms
to the adopted comprehensive plan designation of Medium Density Residential and adjacent
designations of Public on the south, High Density Residential on the north and east, and
General Commercial further east.
3. The anticipated residential and/or professional use of the subject property will be compatible
with existing residential, professional, and commercial uses on W. Greenhurst Rd. and 12th
Ave. Rd.
4. The use of a development agreement to establish any conditions for the rezone of the parcel
serves no purposes.
Recommended Condition(s) of Approval
If the City Council accepts the Planning and Zoning Commission recommendation and votes to
approve of this zoning map amendment City Engineering requests the following conditions of
approval:
1) Full frontage improvements a) Curb, gutter, and sidewalk
b) Landscaping as required
c) Pavement widening as required
2) Annexation into the Municipal Irrigation System.
3) Access will be required to meet the City’s adopted Access Policy.
4) Site plans required to show extents of the Pioneer Irrigation District’s Phyliss Canal easement.
Required to site buildings and verify none encroach into said easement.
5) Right of Way: Additional seven-feet of right-of-way dedication required for Midland
Boulevard for a forty-foot total right-of-way.
City Engineer Tom Points explained that it is a standard width that we ask for, we are trying to get
consistent width of right of way throughout Midland and these arterials and we are not looking at
today, we are looking at years down the road when we are able to widen and do a full build out on
these roads. We like to get the right of way at this time, so we don’t have to buy it later when we
do come in and do our widening. This is also on a corner, so it becomes even more important, so
we can make sure that we get intersection turning radius.
No one appeared in favor of or in opposition to the request.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Hogaboam to close the public hearing. Mayor
Kling asked all in favor say aye with all Councilmembers present voting AYE. Mayor Kling
declared the
MOTION CARRIED
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MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Bruner to approve the zoning map amendment
from RS 6 (Single Family Residential - 6,000 sq. ft.) to RD (Two Family Residential) at 935 Sunny
Lane for Arnold and Sondra Shryock with conditions of approval unchanged and authorize the
City Attorney to draw the appropriate ordinance. The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all
Councilmembers present voting YES. The Mayor declared the
MOTION CARRIED
Item #29 - Mayor Kling opened a public hearing for annexation and zoning to IL (Light
Industrial) for Industrial Development at 0, 16764, and 16914 Northside Blvd., and 8707 Cherry
Lane (A 75.61 acre parcel located in the NW 1/4 of Section 10 and the NE 1/4 of Section 9, T3N,
R2W, BM) for Kent Brown representing Volante Investments LLLP (ANN 084-18). On May
8, 2018 the Planning and Zoning Commission recommended approval
Brad Miller, Volante Investments LLLP, presented the request
Norm Holm presented the following staff report explaining that the request is for annexation and
zoning to IL (Light Industrial) for industrial development, no specific project is being proposed at
this time located at 0, 16764 and 16914 Northside Boulevard and 8707 Cherry Lane for Kent
Brown representing Volante Investments LLLP.
General Information
Planning and Zoning Commission Recommendation: Approval, subject to the below stated
conditions. Zoning & Planning History: The subject property has been used for agricultural
purposes in the past and the owner is now seeking annexation and zoning to light industrial for
industrial development. Status of Applicant: Property owner representative. Annexation
Location and Size: Addresses 0, 16764, and 16914 Northside Blvd., and A 75.61 acre parcel
located in the NW 1/4 of Section 10 and the NE 1/4 of Section 9, T3N, R2W, BM. Existing
Zoning: AG (County Agricultural). Proposed Zoning: IL (Light Industrial. Comprehensive
Plan Designation: Light Industrial. Surrounding Land Use and Zoning: North- Rural
Residential; County AG (Agricultural); South- Single Family Residential; City IL (Light
Industrial) East- Church and Agricultural; County AG (Agricultural) and MI (Light Industrial);
West- Agricultural and Industrial; County AG (Agricultural) and MI (Light Industrial).
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. The most southerly parcel of this annexation
group adjoins existing city limits on the south where it touches three parcels with front on Birch
Lane. Existing Uses: Agricultural crop land. Applicant Reason for Annexation and Zoning:
To help meet the demands for industrial development in Nampa.
Special Information
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Public Utilities: 12” water mainline in Northside Blvd. and Cherry Lane; No gravity sewer
mainlines presently available to the parcels; 10” irrigation mainline in Madison Rd. to the east.
Public Services: Police and fire already service city incorporated areas surrounding the location.
Physical Site Characteristics: Existing agricultural crop land available for future industrial use.
Transportation: Access to the property is from both Cherry Lane and Northside Blvd.
Correspondence: No written correspondence has been received from any area property owners,
residents or business owners regarding opposition to or support for the requested annexation and
zoning to IL.
Staff Findings and Discussion
From a land use standpoint, the location is shown on the comprehensive plan “future land use
map” as being compatible with the zoning that has been requested. If the Planning & Zoning
Commission votes to recommend approval of the annexation and zoning to the City Council the
following findings are suggested:
1) The requested annexation area adjoins existing city limits on the south adjacent to parcels
which have been annexed on Birch Lane.
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 to the south having been
annexed, zoned, and/or developed for industrial uses.
3) The proposed zoning conforms with the city’s comprehensive plan future land use map for
Light Industrial land use and is reasonably compatible with existing and proposed land uses in
the area.
4) The applicant requests annexation to meet the demands for industrial development in Nampa.
Recommended Conditions of Approval
If the City Council accepts the Planning & Zoning Commission recommendation and votes to
approve the annexation and zoning staff suggests conditions of approval as recommended by City
Engineering, as follows:
1) Right-of-way dedication required.
a) Northside Boulevard: Functional classification Arterial. Right-of-way dedication shall be fiftyfeet (50’) for half of a future one-hundred-foot (100’) right-of-way.
b) Cherry Lane: Functional classification Arterial. Right-of-way dedication shall be fifty-feet
(50’) for half of a future one-hundred-foot (100’) right-of-way.
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c) Dedications will require chamfers at the intersection corner per the attached drawing (arterial
to arterial intersection).
2) With submittal of development plans and or plats, the City will evaluate the development and
determine if a Traffic Impact Study (TIS) is required.
3) At time of development of the site, full frontage improvements are required and will include, but
not be limited toa) Curb, gutter, and sidewalk
b) Pavement widening and striping.
c) Landscaping as required
d) Storm drainage, on-site retention whether public or private.
4) In addition, at time of development, it will be required that all necessary and required public
utilities be extended, at owner’s expense, including but not limited to the domestic water main and
service(s), sewer main and service(s), and pressure irrigation main and service(s) to and through
the project in accordance with current City policy. Any public mains, thorough site will require
dedication of easements to City over and around the utility in accordance with City’s policy, at
widths determined with review and approval of development plans.
No one appeared in favor of or in opposition to the request.
MOVED by Bruner and SECONDED by Haverfield to close the public hearing. Mayor Kling
asked all in favor say aye with all Councilmembers present voting AYE. Mayor Kling declared
the
MOTION CARRIED
MOVED by Bruner and SECONDED by Rodriguez to approve the annexation and zoning to
IL (Light Industrial) for Industrial Development at 0, 16764, and 16914 Northside Blvd., and
8707 Cherry Lane (A 75.61 acre parcel located in the NW 1/4 of Section 10 and the NE 1/4 of
Section 9, T3N, R2W, BM) for Kent Brown representing Volante Investments LLLP with staff
conditions and authorize the City Attorney to draw the appropriate ordinances. The Mayor asked
for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers present voting YES. The Mayor declared the
MOTION CARRIED
Item #30 - Mayor Kling opened a public hearing for reconsideration of City Council denial of
Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map Amendment from Light Industrial and Business
Park to Community Mixed Use for 76.78 acres, Annexation and Zoning to BC (Community
Business) for 10.72 acres and to RP (Residential Professional) for 66.07 acres, and Conditional
Use Permit for a 106 unit Assisted Living Level II Facility with Memory Care on a 2.73 acre
portion of the proposed BC zoned area (A combined 76.78 acre portion of the SE 1/4 of Section
5, T3N, R2W, BM at the northwest corner of the intersection of W. Cherry Lane and Midland
Blvd.) for Jeffrey H. Bernson representing Derk Pardoe, CIF Enterprises, LLC.
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Jeffrey Bernson, 7324 South Union Park Avenue, Midvale, UT presented the request.
Norm Holm presented the following staff report explaining that Mayor and Council, subsequent
to your approving (on May 07, 2018), reconsideration of the above referenced entitlement
applications that were formerly denied, the Developer’s representative submitted to our office a
letter explaining their reconsideration proposals. A copy of that letter is hereafter attached. The
first paragraph outlines their current intent. I have marked that paragraph as being the
“Developer’s proposal”. If you deny that request, then a second proposal is provided – which I
have marked as “Plan B” alongside the second paragraph of the Developer’s letter.
Based on your prior actions on this matter, and, given the proposals by the Developer noted in the
afore-referenced letter, it appears to Staff “at first blush” that you have at least four (4) different,
possible decision tracks. The Council may:
1. Hold to your April 16, 2018 denial of the Developer’s Project and take no further action
on the [entirety of] matter; or,
2. Reverse your April 16, 2018 denial of the whole Project; or,
3. Annex and zone to BC a 10.72-acre portion of the original Project proposed by the
Developer and approve in conjunction with that annexation a Conditional Use Permit
(CUP) for a 106-unit assisted living level II facility with memory care intended to
occupy some 2.73 acres of the 10.72 acres proposed for annexation.
4. Annex only the 10.72 acre portion of the proposed Project and affirm your denial of
the CUP [note -- this is not agreeable to the Developer]…
Council, if you wish to reverse your former decision to deny the whole Project originally proposed
by the Developer, then the Developers’ Representative has advised that they would not be the ones
that would create a master plan for the residential area made a part of the concept plan for the site.
Rather, they would seek out a qualified developer accustomed to having professionals design
projects for them to execute the detailed plan for the property imbedding in their plan those
principles already discussed by Council and mentioned in the Developer’s Representative’s letter
in paragraph one. Thus, the Developer has not provided a detail concept plan for the residential
portion of the Project for your review.
Another note: Should you elect to approve or deny the CUP request (for the assisted living facility)
it would not be necessary to remand that matter back to the Commission as they have already
provided their recommendation concerning its development.
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Finally, please realize that the Developer seeks to only improve those sections of right-of-way (i.e.,
Laster and/or Midland and/or, Cherry Lane) that happen to abut the sections of the Project property
that they (or another party) would be “building-out” at a given point in time. This is different from
the original discussion that Staff remembers respecting emplacement of improvements in that the
Developer was to be tasked with installing full frontage improvements for the whole Project prior
to, or at least in conjunction with, internal site development. Either approach (i.e., installing all
road improvements at once or in phased form) may be used but is normally case dependent, per
code (N.C.C. § 10-1-6), on what property portion [whether whole or in part] is being improved at
any moment.
Those appearing in favor of the request were: Cory Doyle, 17395 Solomon Drive, supports with
some conditions; David Brum, 17400 Midland Boulevard;
Those appearing in opposition to the request were as follows:
Name
Keith Kayeski
Sheri Kayeski
Karen Watson
Sandy Miller
Mike Wielischnig
Leslie Wieltschnig
Tony Vierra
Mike Timson
Bob Silva
Elizabeth Lee

Address
17116 Solomon Drive
17116 Solomon Drive
10132 Cherry Lane
17100 Cherry Lane
17398 Stiehl Creek Drive
17398 Stiehl Creek Drive
10372 Kaylee Way
104 Dunlap Drive
17287 Stiehl Creek
17125 Solomon Drive

City
Nampa
Boise
Nampa
Nampa
Nampa
Nampa
Nampa
Nampa
Nampa
Nampa

Spoke (Y/N)
Spoke at the end
Agreed didn't speak
Spoke
Agreed didn't speak
Agreed didn't speak
Agreed didn't speak
Agreed didn't speak
Spoke
Spoke
Spoke

Jeff Bernson answered questions that were brought forth in testimony.
City Attorney Aaron Seable explained the process on a development agreement.
Norm Holm read the conditions to council.
Michael Fuss commented on the road construction. It seems what everyone is talking about is
following the standard development process. Depending on how the land is divided it is going to
take a subdivision to create the ten acres (it appears to be one large lot) they have to develop that
parcel before they are allowed to get a building permit on that parcel they have to make all public
improvements on that parcel. I don’t think that we need to create all of the different road parts it
will be part of the standard development process.
Councilmembers asked questions of the applicant.
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MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Rodriguez to close the public hearing. Mayor
Kling asked all in favor say aye with all Councilmembers present voting AYE. Mayor Kling
declared the
MOTION CARRIED
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Bruner to approve the Comprehensive Plan
Future Land Use Map Amendment from Light Industrial and Business Park to Community
Mixed Use for 76.78 acres, Annexation and Zoning to BC (Community Business) for 10.72 acres
and to RP (Residential Professional) for 66.07 acres, and Conditional Use Permit for a 106 unit
Assisted Living Level II Facility with Memory Care on a 2.73 acre portion of the proposed BC
zoned area (A combined 76.78 acre portion of the SE 1/4 of Section 5, T3N, R2W, BM at the
northwest corner of the intersection of W. Cherry Lane and Midland Blvd.) for Jeffrey H.
Bernson representing Derk Pardoe, CIF Enterprises, LLC with conditions as stated by the
Planning and Zoning Zommission in our April 16 packet which outline the development
agreement requirements of the RS-12 transitional zoning across the RP zone the ten.72 acres
as BC the balance of it RP with 55 and older community and authorize the City Attorney to
draw up the appropriate resolution and ordinance. The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all
Councilmembers present voting YES. The Mayor declared the
MOTION CARRIED
Item #13 - Public Works Director Michael Fuss presented a staff report to update the council on
current projects as follows:
Response to Citizen – No Parking Request on Lone Star Road –
• At the May 7, 2018, City Council meeting, a citizen requested no parking on Lone Star Road,
between North Midland Boulevard and Blue Stone Drive. The citizen reported that semitrucks are parking overnight in the right-of-way
•

A review of the sign inventory shows that there are five no parking signs eastbound, and one
westbound, within this 0.4-mile segment of roadway. The locations are shown on the graphic
below:
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•

The road is a mix of urban (curb and gutter) and rural (drainage ditch and unimproved shoulder)
sections, with the majority of the widened roadway to the south along Westbrook Subdivision

•

Engineering Division staff will review the signs are placed in the appropriate locations and are
in good condition

•

Engineering staff will also review Nampa City Code regarding parking in the right-of-way and
provide recommendations as needed that may assist with enforcement

•

A summary of findings will be reported in a future staff report to City Council

Response to Citizen – Timeliness to Complete Water Upgrade Project on West Greenhurst
Road at Pascoe Lane • At the May 7, 2018, City Council meeting, a citizen presented concerns that a City water
project (Fiscal Year 2017 Water Upgrades) on East Greenhurst Road at Pasco Lane was not
being completed in a timely manner
•

Engineering Division staff followed up with the citizen to help answer questions and address
his concerns and questions

•

Engineering staff determined the contractor is within the project schedule. The contract
includes five segments, with a completion date of July 9, 2018. If the contractor had been
behind schedule, the City could enforce liquidated damages for each day of delay ($500 per
day). In this instance, liquidated damages could not be enforced, as the contractor was not
beyond the allowable contract days. The contractor was on site and continued to make progress
until the roadway was paved on May 14, 2018

•

The citizen informed staff he was told the project would be completed by May 10, 2018. Staff
is unable to confirm how he received this inaccurate data. It was not on project signs or
communicated to the public

•

Staff conducted a site evaluation following the complaint and did not observe unsafe conditions
needing immediate attention. We did notify the contractor of the concerns in an effort to
expedite the work

•

As with other projects, staff appreciates input from the public and strives to improve project
delivery and customer service. Public involvement and communication is a high priority

•

The project management group will continue to monitor contract time specified in bid projects
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•

It is always a balance between inconvenience to the public and a reasonable construction
window to avoid expedited contract costs

Street Division Chip Sealing Campaign - As previously reported to City Council on May 21, the
Street Division will begin its annual chip sealing campaign in Zone C on June 4 (see Attachment
A). A press release was issued on May 8 notifying Nampa citizens. The Street Division website
will be updated with work progress, along with any weather-related delays. Crews will hang door
hangers to notify individual property owners when chipping is to occur on their street. With mild
weather and a little luck, Street staff hopes to complete chipping, fog sealing, paint and
thermoplastic applications by early August.
Report on Environmental Protection Agency Visit – Mayor Kling, Councilmen Skaug and
Rodriguez, and City staff met and/or presented information to representatives from the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 10 Office, Idaho EPA, and the Idaho Department
of Environmental Quality (IDEQ) on Wednesday, May 23, 2018, to discuss next steps and
compliance measures related to the wastewater treatment plant.
EPA, Idaho EPA, and IDEQ representatives were receptive to the information provided. Staff is
optimistic this meeting is just the beginning of a cooperative effort to developing a sustainable
reuse program where the right water is provided at the right cost.
Performance and Innovation in the State Revolving Fund Creating Environmental Success
(PISCES) - The IDEQ will be submitting the City of Nampa’s wastewater program for national
recognition through the Performance and Innovation in the State Revolving Fund Creating
Environmental Success (PISCES) program. The intent of the program is for the EPA Office of
Wastewater Management to recognize the great work the Clean Water State Revolving Fund
assistance recipients and state programs put into create quality projects. IDEQ has many projects
to choose from and has chosen to submit Nampa’s program as Idaho’s nomination for this
recognition.
Garrity Interchange Water Main Repair –
• At approximately 3:00 a.m. on Friday, June 1, 2018, a 16-inch water main pipe break
occurred under the Garrity Interchange
•

When the Water and Street Division crews arrived on site they observed extensive damage
and erosion on Garrity Boulevard, under the bridge and along the westbound I-84 on-ramp.
The road was not safe to remain open

•

In less than two hours from being notified, Water crews shut off valves in the area to isolate
the water main break and maintain water service to customers. The water system did
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experience loss in pressure around the areas of the Ford Idaho Center, Idaho Center Auto
Mall, and Saint Alphonsus Hospital
•

At a Special City Council meeting on June 1, 2018, an Emergency Declaration was
approved to allow procurement of contractor services to make the necessary repairs

•

Engineering reviewed the damages and called Titanium Excavation for the water main
repair, and Idaho Materials and Construction for the excavation, base and paving repairs

•

The contactors, City staff, and consultant inspection from Paragon and HDR worked
around the clock to complete the repairs

•

Road closure signage and public information messages were provided by City staff and the
Idaho Transportation Department

•

The water main and road was repaired and back open by 7:00 a.m. on Sunday, June 3,
approximately 48 hours from the initial crew mobilization

•

There were approximately 85 loads of asphalt removed over a 600-foot area. Around 90
truckloads of asphalt, nine inches deep, was placed in three lifts

•

SCADA reports show the water system lost more than 812,000 gallons of water in less than
two hours, dropping below 20 psi. Therefore, after the repair was complete, the Water
Division followed regulatory requirements and collected water samples for water quality
verification. First test results showed passing water samples

•

The contractors and consultants have not provided exact costs for the repairs at the time of
this report. Based on the quantities observed by the inspectors, the Engineering Division
estimates the cost to be $350,000 to $500,000

•

The repair work will be paid from the enterprise water fund balance. A project request will
be forthcoming in the next budget amendment

•

The following photos show the progression of the repair work:
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Item #15 – The following Ordinance was read by title:
AN ORDINANCE DETERMINING THAT CERTAIN LANDS, COMMONLY KNOWN AS
2105 N. MIDDLETON ROAD, COMPRISING APPROXIMATELY 3.751 ACRES, MORE OR
LESS, LAY CONTIGUOUS TO THE CITY LIMITS OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, COUNTY OF
CANYON, STATE OF IDAHO, AND THAT SAID LANDS SHOULD BE ANNEXED INTO
THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO, AS PART OF THE BC (COMMUNITY BUSINESS) ZONE;
DECLARING SAID LANDS BY PROPER LEGAL DESCRIPTION AS DESCRIBED BELOW
TO BE A PART OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO; DIRECTING THE
CITY ENGINEER AND PLANNING AND ZONING DIRECTOR TO ADD SAID PROPERTY
TO THE OFFICIAL MAPS OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO; REPEALING ALL
ORDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS, ORDERS OR PARTS THEREOF IN CONFLICT
HEREWITH; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE; AND, DIRECTING THE CLERK OF THE
CITY OF NAMPA TO FILE A CERTIFIED COPY OF THE ORDINANCE AND MAP OF THE
AREA TO BE ANNEXED WITH CANYON COUNTY, STATE OF IDAHO AND THE IDAHO
STATE TAX COMMISSION, PURSUANT TO IDAHO CODE, SECTION 63-215. (Applicant
Hatch Design Architecture, Jeff Hatch Representing Don Vandegrift) (PH was 02-20-2018)

The Mayor declared this the first reading of the Ordinance.
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Mayor Kling presented a request to pass the preceding Ordinance under suspension of rules.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Bruner to pass the preceding Ordinance under
suspension of rules. Mayor Kling asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers present voting
YES. The Mayor declared the ordinance duly passed, numbered it 4377 and directed the Clerk to
record it as required.
MOTION CARRIED
Item #16 – The following Ordinance was read by title:
AN ORDINANCE ENACTED BY THE NAMPA CITY COUNCIL, TO MODIFY THE
ANNEXATION & ZONING DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT TO WHICH THAT
CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY GENERALLY DESCRIBED AS LOT 4, BLOCK 1 OF BELLA
COMMONS SUBDIVISION PHASE 1, IN NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO,
COMPRISING APPROXIMATELY .567 ACRES, MORE OR LESS, AND RELATED
PROPERTY, ARE SUBJECT, DESCRIBED IN ORDINANCE NO. 3725, APPROVED ON
AUGUST 6, 2007, AND RECORDED ON AUGUST 15, 2007, AS INSTRUMENT NO.
2007056433, RECORDS OF CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO, SO AS TO ALLOW FOR A
MODIFICATION IN ZONING FOR LOT 4, BLOCK 1 FROM BN-PUD (NEIGHBORHOOD
BUSINESS WITH A PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY) TO RMH-PUD
(MULTIPLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL WITH A PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT
OVERLAY); DETERMINING THAT SAID ZONING MODIFICATION IS IN THE BEST
INTEREST OF THE CITIZENS AND CONSISTENT WITH THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO; ZONING APPROXIMATELY .567 ACRES, MORE OR
LESS, OF SAID PROPERTY FROM BN-PUD (NEIGHBORHOOD BUSINESS WITH A
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY) TO RMH-PUD (MULTIPLE-FAMILY
RESIDENTIAL WITH A PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY); PROVIDING FOR
RECORDATION; INSTRUCTING THE CITY ENGINEER AND/OR PLANNING AND
ZONING DIRECTOR TO DESIGNATE SAID PROPERTY AS RMH-PUD (MULTIPLEFAMILY RESIDENTIAL WITH A PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY) ON THE
OFFICIAL ZONING MAP AND OTHER AREA MAPS OF THE CITY; PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY; AND REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS, ORDERS AND
PARTS THEREOF, IN CONFLICT HEREWITH. (Applicant Summit Development Representing
Conquest Properties LLC) (PH was 3-19-2018)
The Mayor declared this the first reading of the Ordinance.
Mayor Kling presented a request to pass the preceding Ordinance under suspension of rules.
MOVED by Bruner and SECONDED by Rodriguez to pass the preceding Ordinance under
suspension of rules. Mayor Kling asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers present voting
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YES. The Mayor declared the ordinance duly passed, numbered it 4378 and directed the Clerk to
record it as required.
MOTION CARRIED
Item #17 – The following Ordinance was read by title:
AN ORDINANCE ENACTED BY THE NAMPA CITY COUNCIL, TO MODIFY THE
ANNEXATION & ZONING DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT TO WHICH THOSE
CERTAIN PARCELS OF REAL PROPERTY, COMMONLY KNOWN PHEASANT
MEADOWS SUBDIVISION, OF NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO, COMPRISING
APPROXIMATELY 1.187 ACRES, MORE OR LESS, ARE SUBJECT, DESCRIBED IN
ORDINANCE NO. 3847 AND RECORDED ON NOVEMBER 7, 2008, AS INSTRUMENT NO.
2008059426, RECORDS OF CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO, SO AS TO INCLUDE
ADDITIONAL ANNEXED PROPERTY (DESCRIBED HEREINBELOW) TO EXPAND THE
SUBDIVISION TO 101 BUILDABLE LOTS AND 10 COMMON LOTS ON A TOTAL OF
29.81 ACRES, MORE OR LESS; DIRECTING THE CITY PLANNING DIRECTOR TO
ALTER THE USE AND AREA MAP ACCORDINGLY; DETERMINING THAT CERTAIN
ADJACENT LANDS, LYING ON THE EAST SIDE OF S. GRAYS LANE, WEST OF S.
HAPPY VALLEY ROAD AND NORTH OF E. AMITY AVENUE, COMPRISING
APPROXIMATELY 16.52 ACRES, MORE OR LESS, LAY CONTIGUOUS TO THE CITY
LIMITS OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, COUNTY OF CANYON, STATE OF IDAHO, AND
THAT SAID LANDS SHOULD BE ANNEXED INTO THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO, AS
PART OF THE RS 7 (SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL – WITH A “REQUIRED PROPERTY
AREA” OF AT LEAST 7,000 SQUARE FEET) ZONE; DECLARING SAID LANDS BY
PROPER LEGAL DESCRIPTION AS DESCRIBED BELOW TO BE A PART OF THE CITY
OF NAMPA, CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO; DIRECTING THE CITY ENGINEER AND
PLANNING AND ZONING DIRECTOR TO ADD SAID PROPERTY TO THE OFFICIAL
MAPS OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO; PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE;
PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS,
ORDERS OR PARTS THEREOF IN CONFLICT HEREWITH; AND, DIRECTING THE
CLERK OF THE CITY OF NAMPA TO FILE A CERTIFIED COPY OF THE ORDINANCE
AND MAP OF THE AREA TO BE ANNEXED WITH CANYON COUNTY, STATE OF
IDAHO AND THE IDAHO STATE TAX COMMISSION, PURSUANT TO IDAHO CODE,
SECTION 63-215. (Applicant Matt Schultz Representing Second Chance Equity Partners and Rocky Mountain
District of Christian Missionary Alliance) (PH was 4-2-2018)
The Mayor declared this the first reading of the Ordinance.
Mayor Kling presented a request to pass the preceding Ordinance under suspension of rules.
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MOVED by Hogaboam and SECONDED by Bruner to pass the preceding Ordinance under
suspension of rules. Mayor Kling asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers present voting
YES. The Mayor declared the ordinance duly passed, numbered it 4379 and directed the Clerk to
record it as required.
MOTION CARRIED
Item #18 – The following Ordinance was read by title:
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF NAMPA, IDAHO TO PROVIDE RS 6 (SINGLE FAMILY
RESIDENTIAL – WITH A ″REQUIRED PROPERTY AREA″ OF AT LEAST 6,000 SQUARE
FEET) ZONE DESIGNATION FOR CERTAIN LANDS, LYING TO THE SOUTH AND EAST
OF THE INTERSECTION OF MIDLAND BOULEVARD AND SMITH AVENUE,
COMPRISING APPROXIMATELY .487 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 RA (SUBURBAN RESIDENTIAL) TO RS 6 (SINGLE FAMILY
RESIDENTIAL – WITH A ″REQUIRED PROPERTY AREA″ OF AT LEAST 6,000 SQUARE
FEET); PROVIDING FOR RECORDATION; INSTRUCTING THE CITY ENGINEER TO
DESIGNATE SAID PROPERTY AS RS 6 (SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL – WITH A
″REQUIRED PROPERTY AREA″ OF AT LEAST 6,000 SQUARE FEET) ON THE OFFICIAL
ZONING MAP AND OTHER AREA MAPS OF THE CITY; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY;
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE; AND REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES, RULES
AND REGULATIONS, AND PARTS THEREOF, IN CONFLICT HEREWITH. (Applicant Blake
Wolfe Representing Norm and Debbie Peck) (PH was 5-7-2018)
The Mayor declared this the first reading of the Ordinance.
Mayor Kling presented a request to pass the preceding Ordinance under suspension of rules.
MOVED by Hogaboam and SECONDED by Rodriguez to pass the preceding Ordinance under
suspension of rules. Mayor Kling asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers present voting
YES. The Mayor declared the ordinance duly passed, numbered it 4380 and directed the Clerk to
record it as required.
MOTION CARRIED
Item #19 - Pending Ordinances – (Postponed Due to Lack of Supporting Documentation)
a) 1st Reading of Ordinance for Annexation and Zoning to IL for Self-Storage at 908 W. Karcher
Rd. for Civil Site Works Representing Charles and Carmela Ham (PH was 3-19-2018)
b) 1st Reading of Ordinance for Vacation of the 40 ft Right-of-Way Running South 628.62 ft from
Wagon Rd Along the Eastern Boundary of Canyon County Parcel R24705000; and Vacation of
the Westerly 110 ft of the 40 ft Right-of-Way of Wagon Rd Traversing Canyon County Parcel
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R24705000, for Matt Schultz of Schultz Development, Representing Rocky Mountain District
Christian Missionary Alliance (PH was 4-2-2018)
c) 1st Reading of Ordinance for Resolution for a Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map
Amendment from Light Industrial to High Density Residential at 1010 Southside Blvd. for
Mason and Associates Representing Mark Sparrow (PH was 4-16-2018)
d) 1st Reading of Ordinance for Annexation and Zoning to RML at 1010 Southside Blvd. for
Mason and Associates Representing Mark Sparrow (PH was 4-16-2018)
e) 1st Reading of Ordinance for Annexation and Zoning to RS7 at 0 Ventura Drive for Connection
to City Water for Mihaela Teodorescu (PH was 5-7-2018)
f) 1st Reading of Ordinance for Modification of Zoning Development Agreement Between
Eldorado Development, Inc. and the City of Nampa Recorded 3/9/2006 as Inst. No. 200616758
Changing the Concept Plan and Approval Conditions for a Revised Fourplex Development, at
2507 Sunny Ridge Rd for JUB Engineers Representing TG Development, LLC (PH was 5-212018)
g) 1st Reading of Ordinance for Annexation and Zoning to IL at 9546 Cherry Lane for Daniel
French (PH was 5-21-2018)
h) 1st Reading of Ordinance for Annexation and Zoning to RA for Connection to City Sewer at
8250 Cherry Lane for Boone Seal (PH was 5-21-2018)
Item #22 - Mayor Kling presented the request for discussion and direction on City of Nampa
Tree Ordinance.
Parks and Recreation Director Darrin Johnson presented a staff report explaining that beginning
in the summer of June 2017, Mr. David Leroy expressed concerns about trees blocking advertising
signs in the City Right of Way (ROW). Attached are the emails and correspondence received
from Mr. Leroy. In short, Mr. Leroy’s request appears to be - change the City of Nampa Tree
Ordinance or have Nampa City Council overrule the decision of the Nampa City forester to allow
“topping” of trees in the ROW so advertising signs will be more visible.
The current tree ordinance expresses that the City Forester will promote and protect our ROW
trees and follow best practices to maintain the trees. The City of Nampa has been recognized as a
Tree City USA for 20 years and it is important to our Parks and Recreation Department to preserve
and protect trees when possible. Cutting the top from a tree or rounding a tree is not considered a
best practice. The City of Nampa Forester does not approve such pruning methods because it can
create health issues for the tree which lead to a risk of public safety. Generally, trees can be pruned
away from a sign that prevents the tree from damaging the sign.
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We believe Nampa Parks and Recreation manages the tree ordinance with the best interests of our
community and local businesses. We encourage the Nampa City Council to support our efforts of
tree management that follow ANSI best practices.
Background
We have had conversations with Mr. LeRoy (Earl has) about topping trees. I do think that there
could be some confusions on what topping trees means to a forester and what topping trees means
to just a business owner. Those could mean a couple of different things to different people.
Topping trees to a forester or a arborist is basically is cutting and rounding off the tree. We don’t
like to do that because when you don’t prune a tree properly it becomes diseased, it does grow
properly, and the branches weaken causing safety concerns those are simply real issues about
pruning trees.
In the packet I did include all of the emails that have been back and forth with David LeRoy and I
put together our ordinance and then I put together some information from the National Arbor Day
Foundation.
The ordinance does explain that our primary responsibility is to protect trees in Nampa. We
manage that ordinance with that particular effort. It is to keep trees healthy in Nampa. We have
a process when it comes to pruning trees.
The process is:
• Fill out application
• Once application is received there is a site visit for that particular tree
• Meet with a certified licensed arborist that is approved in the City of Nampa
• They look at the tree and talk about it
• That application is either approved or denied
It is my understanding that the whole conversation that has been taking place has not been toward
a particular tree. It has been a wide broad range of just trees in general. Can we top trees in the
City in general? We do not know of the specific trees that they are talking about (examples were
given)
Some of the trees that were shown in the presentation are in the ITD right of way.
If an application was submitted, we would go back and look at our GIS system and locate that tree
and see if it was a City of Nampa tree that is part of the ordinance or isn’t it. If it is not in our
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jurisdiction we would simply move on and try to lead them to the authorities that would manage
that.
When you look at going down Garrity there was extreme disappointment years ago on the entrance
on coming into Garrity. Years ago the city had the foresight of lining that area with trees. Where
that is lined with trees the city mows it, the city maintains those trees that is actually city property,
it is not right of way. If you cut down that tree it is no different than cutting down a tree at city
hall, we own those particular trees. I understand that we need to be respectful with business and I
think that we do that. I think that business in general appreciate trees and the value that they bring
to business
Illustration and examples of trees were shown
I think that we are closer to working out a situation on a tree by tree basis if they fill out an
application. We can go and look at that particular tree and see where it is at
Councilmembers asked questions on the signs before they are built what department looks at that
Darrin Johnson said that he thought that it was Planning and Zoning
When a tree goes into right of way Earl Moran does a consultation each time
Councilmembers asked questions of staff and made comments
Forester Earl Moran addressed questions of Council
Mayor Kling asked questions about policy and alternatives
We have educations classes on trees, proper pruning, fruit trees or canopy trees, education is the
only thing that we can do. We can manage the trees on our park land and our city owned property
and in our right of way but other than that I don’t know what authority we would have. We would
have to meet with the ITD and see if they would adopt out policies or we would have to take care
of them, so all of the trees would have the same standards
If trees are privately owned, they can cut it down
Mayor Kling said in the case of this evening, there is a proposed change to the ordinance and it
sounds like there could be the possibility that an application hasn’t come forth on any given tree
related to a given sign. The question is what we should do tonight. I am almost feeling like we
would have reviewed any change in our ordinance language. One of the things that I understand
is that this issued has been here for a couple of years and it has not gotten anywhere. The hope
tonight would be to make progress on this issue. I would like to suggest two things:
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1) On the particular trees that are of issue with your company, that you actually touch basis,
lets look at the specific trees because that is the given issue today and look and see who’s
area of right of way they are in and then you can identify what the proposed solution is
2) Then if we want to look at ordinance and language, we can look at some ordinance
language and possibly come back with something.
There is the opportunity if there is a tree that is a problem, to actually remove the tree and replant
another tree there. I think that there is some language in our existing ordinance that provides for
that or does that language have to be updated.
Darrin Johnson said if in fact that there is a tree in front of a sign and needs to be removed, that
tree would be appraised, the tree would be removed if they agreed to the price of the appraisal.
The owner of the sign would get $10,000, the city would then plant in that area or another area
trees to accommodate the forestry and the city, this is what other cities do. This should be done
on a case by case basis.
Mayor Kling said that we just received our 20-year recognition of being a Tree City USA and it is
something. Garrity Boulevard looks so nice in the spring with the flowering trees and that is
certainly an area that we need to improve and at the same time we understand the need of the sign
owners regarding visibility. My recommendation is that you guys meet outside of council, let’s
look at the individual trees, let’s identify where they sit in right of way and then I would like for
you to come back with a recommendation on an ordinance, what do we do and what is in the best
interest, because tonight I don’t see us able to look at an ordinance and make any decision.
City Attorney Aaron Seable said that you can certainly allow them to speak and allow staff to go
ahead and incorporate into the product that they come back to you with.
There was discussion on the ITD right of way on 12th Avenue South and on 11th Avenue North.
Councilmembers made comments and asked questions.
An item was read into the record from the web site of the most frequently asked questions. Does
the City of Nampa Forestry Division prune the trees in the right of way or is that the property
owner’s responsibility? (ANSWER) the owner of the abutting property, at the owner’s expense,
shall prune all trees located within the public right of way.
They are being denied, there has maybe been a couple of permits issued but we have 100 signatures
of people that have been denied.
#2 question – My street tree has a broken branch, who do I call? (ANSWER) if a tree has a broken
branch in the right of way you may call the City Forester at 468-5723 to obtain a permit. There is
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no fee for the permit. The City Forester can give guidelines on proper procedures to care for the
tree or give you information to contact a licensed tree company to perform the work.
Item #23 - Mayor Kling presented the request to authorize the purchase of a playground
equipment for Midway Park using Impact Fees.
Darrin Johnson presented a staff report explaining that in the FY 2018 Budget, funding was
allocated for the continued development of Midway Park. Midway Park is funded through impact
fees and phase 1a is currently under construction.
To choose the proposed playground, illustration attached, our department put out an RFQ and top
companies were invited to give a presentation. Big T Recreation was selected by the committee
to provide the playground. The playground is purchased through the GSA which is a Cooperative
Purchasing Program. The playground will be funded through impact fees and the cost is
$368,640.74.
Action Requested:
Authorize Nampa Parks and Recreation to purchase the described playground, using impact fees,
for Midway Park for the amount of $368,640.74.
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Skaug to authorize Nampa Parks and Recreation
to purchase the described playground, using impact fees, for Midway Park for the amount of
$368,640.74 . The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all Councilmembers present voting YES.
The Mayor declared the
MOTION CARRIED
Item #20 - Mayor Kling presented the request to authorize the Mayor and Public Works Director
to sign Task Order and Contract with ACS to provide professional services for the Pressure
Irrigation Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition Project FY18.
Michael Fuss presented a staff report explaining that as part of the City’s Asset Management
program, Engineering and Waterworks are developing Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition
(SCADA) improvements for the City-wide Pressure Irrigation (PI) system.
The project will add SCADA to critical PI sites to remotely monitor and record pump operations
and water use data. The PI SCADA improvements will mirror the domestic water system SCADA
already in operation.
The SCADA system will be implemented over several years. The first phase improvements include
a radio study (between 16 stations) and the upgrade of two irrigation stations (See Exhibit A).
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The radio study will determine the infrastructure required to communicate between facilities. Two
pump stations will be upgraded with control panels, antenna, cables, and radios to begin collection
of data.
ACS Engineering provided an initial Scope of Work and labor estimate to complete the radio study
and the design, installation, programming and commissioning of two sites. (Exhibit B, Scope of
Work)
The negotiated contract amount for consulting services is $42,406.00.
The project has an approved FY18 Water Division budget of $100,000.
Design will begin immediately, and construction will take place in the Summer of FY18.
Engineering recommends authorization of the SOW and Task Order with ACS for the SCADA
Projects (FY18).
MOVED by Haverfield and SECONDED by Rodriguez to authorize the Mayor and Public
Works Director to sign Task Order and Contract with ACS to provide professional services
for the Pressure Irrigation Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) Project
(FY18) in the amount of $42,406.00 (T&M N.T.E.). The Mayor asked for a roll call vote with all
Councilmembers present voting YES. The Mayor declared the
MOTION CARRIED
Item #21 - Mayor Kling presented the request to authorize the Mayor and Public Works
Director to sign a contract with Hawkeye Construction to complete the University Multimodal
project.
Michael Fuss presented a staff report explaining that this project is part of a continuing effort to
invest in safe and efficient street, pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure in the City of Nampa,
especially near schools.
The City, in partnership with ITD and COMPASS secured Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
Section 5339 funds to design and construct the following (see exhibit “A”):
o Roosevelt Avenue/Pine Street ADA Ramp Improvements—install four ADA
pedestrian ramps.
o Sherman Avenue/Nectarine Street ADA Ramp Improvements—install four ADA
pedestrian ramps.
o Sherman Avenue Shared Use Bike Lanes (12th Ave. South to Chicago Street)—
striping and signage.

Page 34

Regular Council
June 4, 2018
o Canyon Street/Pine Street/10th Avenue South Shared Use Bike Lanes—striping and
signage.
The City received two (2) formal bids for the project. Hawkeye Construction was the low bidder
at $216,283. The bids are summarized below:
o Hawkeye Builders
$216,283
o Paul Construction
$296,393
FY18 approved Streets and Federal Budget for the entire project is $347,695. Estimated costs are
summarized below:
Estimated project costs:
Design
Construction
Construction Inspection
Total

$ 51,205
$ 216,283
$ 21,830
$ 289,318

Project funding available:
FTA 5339 Grant Funding (80%)
City Match (20%)
Total

$ 278,156
$ 69,539
$ 347,695

Precision Engineering, the consultant, and the Engineering Division recommend awarding the bid
to Hawkeye Construction.
MOVED by Bruner and SECONDED by Rodriguez to authorize the Mayor and Public Works
Director to sign a contract with Hawkeye Construction to complete the University District
Multimodal project (Key # 19235) in the amount of $216,283. The Mayor asked for a roll call
vote with all Councilmembers present voting YES. The Mayor declared the
MOTION CARRIED
Item #24 - Mayor Kling made comments on the following:
• Livestreaming the Council meetings
• VRT Dues Increase of $70,000
• Employee Handbook Letter
• Downtown Local Business Closing Doors because of the construction
Item #25 – Councilmembers made comments on the following:
• The City Mission and Vision Statements would like to see it used more
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•
•

•

•
•

Harriman Report Council members would like to verify some of the information
NDC Update
• Property swap of two parking lots – 3rd Street South and 12th Avenue South and 10th
Avenue South and 2nd Street South (please move forward with the process)
Hispanic Committee Members
• Dr. Bobby Sanchez – Chief of Staff City of Nampa
• Councilmember Bruce Skaug – (Attorney) Skaug Law Firm Nampa
• Councilmember Victor Rodriguez – Retire Law Enforcement Nampa
• Rojelio Valdez - Dep. Director Workforce and Field Services Idaho Dept. of Labor
• Irma Valdivas - Owner Jalapenos Nampa/Boise
• Humberto Fuentes - Director Idaho Hispanic Cultural Center Nampa
• Ivan Castillo - President Idaho Hispanic Chamber of Commerce and Real Estate
Nampa
• Irma Morin - Community Council of Idaho Nampa
• Mari Ramos - FCRC Community Resource Coordinator Nampa School District
• Mitch Minnette - CEO Nampa Chamber of Commerce
• Kenny Wroten-Mtn West Bank Nampa
• Dr. Drey Campbell NNU
Library Reading Program
Restaurants Council gave good ratings
• Happy Teriyaki
• Asian Grill

MOVED by Hogaboam and SECONDED by Rodriguez to adjourn the meeting at 10:27 p.m.
The Mayor declared the
MOTION CARRIED
Passed this 18th day of June 2018.
____________________________________
MAYOR
ATTEST:

____________________________________
CITY CLERK
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