CITY COUNCIL MEETING
Thursday, March 28, 2019
7:30 p.m.
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS
680 Park Avenue
Idaho Falls, ID 83402
Thank you for your interest in City Government. If you wish to express your thoughts on a matter listed below, please contact
Councilmembers by email or personally before the meeting. Public testimony on agenda items will not be taken unless a
hearing is indicated. Be aware that an amendment to this agenda may be made upon passage of a motion that states the
reason for the amendment and the good faith reason that the agenda item was not included in the original agenda posting.
Regularly-scheduled City Council Meetings are live streamed at www.idahofallsidaho.gov, then archived on the city website. If
you need communication aids or services or other physical accommodations to participate or access this meeting, please
contact City Clerk Kathy Hampton at 612-8414 or the ADA Coordinator Lisa Farris at 612-8323 as soon as possible and they
will accommodate your needs.

1.

Call to Order.

2.

Pledge of Allegiance.

3.

Public Comment. Members of the public are invited to address the City Council regarding matters that are
not on this agenda or already noticed for a public hearing. When you address the Council, please state your name and
address for the record and please limit your remarks to three (3) minutes. Please note that matters currently pending
before the Planning Commission or Board of Adjustment, which may be the subject of a pending enforcement action, or
which are relative to a City personnel matter are not suitable for public comment.
4.

Consent Agenda. Any item may be removed from the Consent Agenda at the request of any member of
the Council for separate consideration.
A. Items from Municipal Services:
1) Quote 19-102, Transformers for Idaho Falls Power
2) Quote 19-103, Power Inventory for Idaho Falls Power
B. Items from Public Works
1) Bid Award – Community Park Pathway Improvements Phase II
2) Bid Award – Rosehill Cemetery Road Improvements
C. Items from the City Clerk:
1) Minutes from the March 11, 2019 Council Work Session; March 14, 2019 Council Meeting; and,
March 14, 2019 Executive Session.
2) License Applications, all carrying the required approvals.
RECOMMENDED ACTION: To approve, accept, or receive all items on the Consent Agenda according
to the recommendations presented (or take other action deemed appropriate).

5.

Regular Agenda.
A. Municipal Services

1) Sole Source Purchase, Complete Portable X-Ray System for Idaho Falls Police Department: The
Municipal Services Department requests authorization to advertise the City’s intent to make a sole
source procurement following a 14-day period, and then to issue a purchase order to the SmartRay
Vision complete portable X-Ray System. The estimate for the purchase is $63,000 and the
procurement will be from SmartRay Vision of Green Bay, Wisconsin. The cost to purchase the
equipment will be equally shared by the Idaho Falls Police Department and the Bonneville County
Sherriff’s Office.
RECOMMENDED ACTION: To advertise the City's intent to make a sole source procurement, and
then to issue a purchase order to purchase a Complete Portable X-ray System from SmartRay Vision of
Green Bay, Wisconsin (or take other action deemed appropriate).
2) Request for Authorization to Purchase Motor Fuel on the Open Market for Municipal Services,
City Equipment Maintenance Facility: The Municipal Services Department is requesting the
authorization to purchase motor fuel on the open market. As stated during the March 14, 2019 City
Council meeting, Section III of Bid IF-19-20 Motor Fuels and Lubricants was rejected based on vendors
recommendations for the City to consider alternative purchasing options to incorporate cost
efficiencies within the fuel purchasing process.
RECOMMENDED ACTION: To give authorization to purchase motor fuel on the open market for the
City Equipment Maintenance Facility (or take other action deemed appropriate).
B. Public Works
1) Revised State/Local Agreement with the Idaho Transportation Department (ITD) for a Pavement
Management System: For consideration is a revised State/Local Agreement with the ITD and
accompanying Resolution with respect to the Pavement Management System project. This project
had an original State/Local agreement that Council approved last November. The revision places the
procurement responsibility on the City and the City will then be reimbursed. ITD requests this change,
as it is not their usual process for procurement. The modification creates no additional cost to the
City.
RECOMMENDED ACTION: To approve the revised State/Local Agreement with the ITD, and
accompanying Resolution, with respect to the Pavement Management System project, and give
authorization for the Mayor and City Clerk to execute the necessary documents (or take other action
deemed appropriate).
C. Idaho Falls Power
1) Paine Substation Naming: Jeff Paine was the chief engineer of Idaho Falls Power from 1970 to
1984. Jeff was known for being organized, competent and having impeccable analytical skills. Jeff was
responsible for the day to day operations of the Electric Division (now Idaho Falls Power), and
instrumental in many critical utility efforts, such as planning, design, and construction of the 161kV tie
line from Sugarmill substation to Westside substation. Many of the major infrastructure
improvements that the City of Idaho Falls now enjoys were installed under his term of service. Of all
of Mr. Paine's projects, the shining gems are probably the Bulb Turbine Project and the Gem State
Project which have been so integral to Idaho Falls Power's low rates, which will continue to be true
treasures for many years to come.
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RECOMMENDED ACTION: To officially name the future substation at the north end of our service
area the Paine Substation (or take other action deemed appropriate).
D. Community Development Services
1) Final Plat, Development Agreement, and Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria and
Standards, 7Synergy Subdivision: For consideration is the application for Final Plat, Development
Agreement, and Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria and Standards, 7Synergy Subdivision. The
Planning and Zoning Commission considered this item at its January 9, 2019, meeting and
recommended approval by unanimous vote. Staff concurs with that recommendation.
RECOMMENDED ACTIONS (in sequential order):
a. To approve the Development Agreement for 7Synergy Subdivision, and give authorization for
the Mayor and City Clerk to execute the necessary documents.
b. To accept the Final Plat for 7Synergy Subdivision, and give authorization for the Mayor, City
Engineer, and City Clerk to sign said Final Plat.
c. To approve the Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria and Standards for the Final Plat for
7Synergy Subdivision, and give authorization for the Mayor to execute the necessary
documents.
2) Final Plat and Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria and Standards, Linden Park Addition,
Division 1, 3rd Amended: For consideration is the application for Final Plat and Reasoned Statement
of Relevant Criteria and Standards, Linden Park Addition, Division 1, 3rd Amended. The Planning and
Zoning Commission considered this item at its October 2, 2018, meeting and recommended approval
by unanimous vote. Staff concurs with that recommendation.
RECOMMENDED ACTIONS (in sequential order):
a. To accept the Final Plat for Linden Park Addition, Division 1, 3rd Amended, and give
authorization for the Mayor, City Engineer, and City Clerk to sign said Final Plat.
b. To approve the Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria and Standards for the Final Plat for
Linden Park Addition, Division 1, 3rd Amended, and give authorization for the Mayor to
execute the necessary documents.
3) Public Hearing – Annexation and Initial Zoning of R1, Annexation and Zoning Ordinances,
Reasoned Statements of Relevant Criteria and Standards, Approximately 0.43 acres, Section 16, T
2N, R 38E: For consideration is the City-initiated application for Annexation and Initial Zoning of R1,
Annexation and Zoning Ordinances, Reasoned Statements of Relevant Criteria and Standards,
Approximately 0.43 acres, Section 16, T 2N, R 38E. This property was part of a larger City-initiated
annexation that was approved by the City Council in August 2018, in the Lincoln Road area. Upon
review of the legal description associated with that annexation it was determined that these parcels
were inadvertently left out of the description that was approved in August 2018, approval action. In
order to correct this discrepancy the City Council will need to take action again regarding annexation
of these parcels. These parcels are associated with an Outside Water Service Contract that consented
to annexation at the time the parcels became contiguous to City Limits. The Planning and Zoning
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Commission considered this item at its June 19, 2018, meeting and recommended approval by
unanimous vote. Staff concurs with that recommendation.
RECOMMENDED ACTIONS (in sequential order):
a. To approve the Ordinance annexing approximately 0.43 acres, Section 16, T 2N, R 38E, under
the suspension of the rules requiring three complete and separate readings and that it be
read by title and published by summary (or consider the Ordinance on the first reading and
that it be read by title, or reject the Ordinance).
b. To approve the Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria and Standards for the annexation for
approximately 0.43 acres, Section 16, T 2N, R 38E, and give authorization for the Mayor to
execute the necessary documents.
c. To assign a Comprehensive Plan Designation of “Lower Density Residential” and to approve
the ordinance establishing the initial zoning for approximately 0.43 acres, Section 16, T 2N, R
38E as R1 (Single Dwelling Residential) Zone, under the suspension of the rules requiring three
complete and separate readings and that it be read by title and published by summary (or
consider the Ordinance on the first reading and that it be read by title, or reject the
Ordinance), that the City limits documents be amended to include the area annexed
herewith, and that the City Planner be instructed to reflect said annexation, amendment to
the Comprehensive Plan, and initial zoning on the Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Maps
located in the Planning Office.
d. To approve the Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria and Standards for the Initial Zoning
of R1 Zone for Approximately 0.43 acres, Section 16, T 2N, R 38E, and give authorization for
the Mayor to execute the necessary documents.
6.

Announcements and Adjournment.

7.

Executive Session.
The Executive Session will be held immediately following the conclusion of the agenda items listed
above. The Executive Session has been called pursuant to the provisions of Idaho Code Section 74206(1)(j) To consider labor contract matters authorized under Idaho Code Section 74-206(1)(a) and
(b). The Executive Session will be held in the City Annex Conference Room. At the conclusion of the
Executive Session the Council will not reconvene into Regular Council Meeting.
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CONSENT
AGENDA:

Honorable Mayor & City Council
Chris H Fredericksen, Public Works Director
March 14, 2019
Bid Award – Community Park Pathway Improvements Phase II
On Tuesday, March 12, 2019 bids were received and opened for the Community Park Pathway
Improvements Phase II project. A tabulation of bid results is attached.
Public Works recommends approval of the plans and specifications, award to the sole bidder, TMC
Contractors, Inc. in an amount of $66,760.00 and, authorization for the Mayor and City Clerk to
sign contract documents.

2-38-29-3-PRK-2018-38
2019-22

City of Idaho Falls
Engineering Department
Bid Tabulation

Project:

Community Park Pathway Improvements Phase II

Submitted:

Kent J. Fugal, P.E., PTOE

Item Number

Reference
Number

Description

SP-1

S0800

Pathway

SP-2

S0910

Repair Sprinkler System
TOTAL

Number:
Date:

Estimated
Quantity

Unit

Engineer's Estimate
Unit Price

Total Amount

2-38-29-3-PRK-2018-38
3/12/2019

TMC Contractors, Inc.
Unit Price

Total Amount

HK Contractors Inc
Unit Price

Total Amount

1450

LF

$60.00

$87,000.00

$41.50

$60,175.00

$49.00

$71,050.00

1

LS

$5,000.00

$5,000.00

$6,585.00

$6,585.00

$6,500.00

$6,500.00

$92,000.00

$66,760.00

$77,550.00

City of Idaho Falls
Project:

Community Park Pathway Improvements Phase II

Submitted:

Kent J. Fugal, P.E., PTOE

Item Number

Reference
Number

Engineering Department
Bid Tabulation

Number:
Date:

Estimated
Quantity

Description

Unit

Knife River Corporation
Unit Price

Total Amount

Depatco Inc

2-38-29-3-PRK-2018-38
3/12/2019

RC Heavy Haul Inc

Unit Price

Total Amount

Unit Price

Total Amount

Idaho Creek Construction
Unit Price

Total Amount

SP-1

S0800

Pathway

1450

LF

$50.00

$72,500.00

$48.40

$70,180.00

$63.00

$91,350.00

$95.90

$139,055.00

SP-2

S0910

Repair Sprinkler System

1

LS

$2,499.00

$2,499.00

$8,000.00

$8,000.00

$3.25

$3.25

$9,900.00

$9,900.00

TOTAL

$74,999.00

$78,180.00

$91,353.25

$148,955.00
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Honorable Mayor & City Council
Chris H Fredericksen, Public Works Director
March 19, 2019
Bid Award – Rosehill Cemetery Road Improvements
On Tuesday, March 19, 2019 bids were received and opened for the Rosehill Cemetery Road
Improvements project. A tabulation of bid results is attached.
Public Works recommends approval of the plans and specifications, award to the sole bidder, HK
Contractors, Inc, in an amount of $56,945.50 and, authorization for the Mayor and City Clerk to
sign contract documents.

2-38-30-2-PRK-2018-39
2019-24

City of Idaho Falls
Engineering Department
Preliminary Estimate
Project:
Submitted:
Item
Number

8.01
8.02

Rosehill Cemetery Road Improvements
Kent J. Fugal, P.E., PTOE
Reference
Number

800
802.4.1.A.1
810.4.1.A.1

Number:
Date:
Description

DIVISION 800 - AGGREGATES & ASPHALT
Crushed Aggregate for Base, Type I
Plant Mix Pavement 1/2", PG 58-28
TOTAL

Estimated
Quantity

Unit

25 CY
593 TON

Engineer's Estimate
Unit Price

$30.00
$80.00

Total Amount

$750.00
$47,440.00
$48,190.00

2-38-30-2-PRK-2018-39
$43,513.00
HK Contractors, Inc
Unit Price

$60.00
$93.50

Total Amount

$1,500.00
$55,445.50
$56,945.50

Depatco, Inc.
Unit Price

$65.00
$97.75

TMC Contractors

Total Amount

Unit Price

Total Amount

$1,625.00
$57,965.75
$59,590.75

$33.00
$115.00

$825.00
$68,195.00
$69,020.00

March 11, 2019 - Unapproved
The City Council of the City of Idaho Falls met in Special Meeting (Council Work Session), Monday, March 11,
2019, in the Council Chambers in the City Annex Building located at 680 Park Avenue in Idaho Falls, Idaho at 3:00
p.m.
Call to Order and Roll Call:
Mayor Rebecca L. Noah Casper
Councilmember Thomas Hally
Councilmember Jim Francis
Councilmember Michelle Ziel-Dingman
Councilmember Shelly Smede
Councilmember Jim Freeman
Councilmember John Radford (arrived at 3:09 p.m.)
Also present:
Brad Cramer, Community Development Services Director
Greg Weitzel, Parks and Recreation Director
PJ Holm, Parks and Recreation Assistant Director
Chris Fredericksen, Public Works Director
Amanda Ely, Targhee Regional Public Transportation Authority (TRPTA)
Darrell West, Bonneville Metropolitan Planning Organization (BMPO)
Jeff Marker, Idaho Transportation Department (by telephone)
Rachel Palister, Idaho Transportation Department (by telephone)
Michael Kirkham, Assistant City Attorney
Randy Fife, City Attorney
Kathy Hampton, City Clerk
Mayor Casper called the meeting to order at 3:01 p.m. with the following:
Acceptance and/or Receipt of Minutes:
It was moved by Councilmember Smede, seconded by Councilmember Freeman, to receive recommendations from
the Planning and Zoning Commission. Roll call as follows: Aye – Councilmembers Smede, Hally, Dingman,
Freeman, Francis. Nay – none. Motion carried.
Calendars, Announcements, and Reports:
March 12, District 91 Supplemental Levy Election
March 13, God Bless America Musical Presentation
March 14, Chamber Legislative Call; and, City Council Meeting
March 21, Chamber Legislative Call
March 25, City Council Work Session
March 27, Eastern Idaho Regional Medical Center (EIRMC) Burn Center Open House; BMPO Policy Board Meeting;
and, Mayor Scholarship Fund Award Ceremony
March 28, Chamber Legislative Call; Idaho Falls Power (IFP) Board Meeting; City Club; and, City Council Meeting
March 30, 2019/20 Budget Kick-Off
April 4, Chamber Legislative Call; and, State of Downtown Annual Meeting
April 8, City Council Work Session
Mayor Casper stated future Work Sessions could be lengthy, there also may be the need for future Executive Sessions.
Following brief discussion, there was consensus to add the Executive Sessions at the conclusion of regular Council
Meetings, pending the timeframe of Council Work Sessions. Mayor Casper briefly reviewed current and pending
House Bills with the State legislators. She also noted, per a recent press release regarding pot holes, Broadway and
Yellowstone Avenue are the responsibility of the Idaho Transportation Department (ITD).
1

March 11, 2019 - Unapproved
Liaison Reports and Concerns:
Councilmember Hally stated Idaho Falls Police Department (IFPD) positions are being filled. He also recommended
the Council pay attention to Federal legislation as these decisions impact cities.
Councilmember Smede stated there has been recent conversation regarding future annexations although any
annexations have been delayed pending State legislation. She also stated the Library recently received a summer
STEM grant, she briefly reviewed additional events occurring at the Library.
Councilmember Freeman reiterated the pot hole press release. He noted $127,000 has been spent from the $525,000
snow removal budget. Councilmember Freeman also stated David Smith, Wastewater Superintendent, will be retiring
at the end of March; paving will be occurring on the north end of the City due to a State/Local agreement/grant award;
and, the zoo is scheduled to open April 13 with a clean-up day occurring prior to opening day.
Councilmember Francis stated glass recycling is going well, the first shipment is anticipated to be transported in
April. He also stated Alturas Academy has requested a recycle presentation by Councilmembers Francis and Freeman.
Councilmember Radford stated fiber was launched in the previous week, he noted internet service providers are
beginning to advertise for their services. He briefly reviewed State legislation. He recommended, due to the upcoming
Budget Kick-off, the Council be aware of capital projects.
Councilmember Dingman stated Phase 1 of the Airport construction project will be forthcoming, there are no
anticipated closures of the Airport during this project.
Board of Adjustment: Additional Responsibilities Proposal:
Director Cramer stated there is intent to shift some responsibilities from the Planning and Zoning (P&Z) Commission
to the Board of Adjustment (BOA). Changes include variance requests and Conditional Use Permits (CUPs). These
changes are intended to utilize the BOA on a more frequent basis. Brief general comments followed regarding CUPs.
This item will be included within a Zoning Ordinance amendment on the March 13 Council Meeting agenda.
Spray Park Design Study Report:
Mayor Casper reminded the Council that $50,000 has been budgeted for the spray park design study, including
$100,000 for authority to allow for spending in the event of a grant. Director Weitzel reviewed the seven (7) potential
splash pad locations throughout the City – Reinhart Park, Hyland Park, Bel-Aire Park, Poitevin Park, Snake River
Landing, Tautphaus Park, and, Sunnyside Park. He stated some of these locations could potentially replace
playgrounds. There are currently 23 playgrounds, 16 playgrounds potentially needing replaced.
Director Weitzel reviewed Prices and Designs:
Play Now (estimated opening date: July 3)
 Sports Theme – Turn Key Ready = $183,270
 Nature Theme – Turn Key Ready = $206,719
Rain Drop Inc. (estimated opening date: early fall)
 Eagle Rock Theme – no concrete, no holding tank = $101,223
 Reinhart Park Theme – no concrete, no holding tank = $200,332
Splash Zone (estimated opening date: late summer/early fall)
 Basic Splash Pad Them – no holding tank = $221,379
Director Weitzel noted Turn Key Ready means if the spending were authorized the company would handle the entire
project, with the exception of the utility. Director Weitzel presented the conceptual site plan for Reinhart Park, his
recommended location. He reminded the Council of the citizen’s petition in the previous year to turn the former pool
into a splash pad. Assistant Director Holm stated, per conversation with Crosspoint Community Church, the church
would be open to signing an agreement for use of the parking lot. He also stated IFP is willing to assist with the
needed power pole infrastructure changes. The costs for the relocation of the power pole were unknown. Mayor
Casper noted design of the driveway needs to be carefully designed so not to interfere with the power pole. Assistant
Director Holm stated a holding tank of 8,000 gallons for the splash pad could also be used for irrigation. He briefly
explained the water recycling process. Director Weitzel noted the amount of water used will depend on the usage of
the park. He indicated water usage could be up to 8,000 gallons in an hour. To the response of Councilmember
Francis, Director Weitzel indicated the option to install two (2) tanks was discussed and was added as an alternate in
the bid specifications. To the response of Councilmember Hally, Director Weitzel stated there are no grant
applications pending for this project.
2
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Director Weitzel reviewed potential funding options for the $250,000 needed to build a splash pad:
Option 1: Excess snow removal funds ($400,000 reallocated)
Option 2: Use Health and Accident Fund
Option 3: Use General Fund Balance
Option 4: Borrow against Heritage Park ($500,000 for realigning power poles)
Option 5: Cut services, staff and Operations & Maintenance (O&M) in Parks and Recreation (P&R)
Option 1 – Mr. Hagedorn stated there is a $1,000,000 cap of snow removal savings. This cap was reached in 2018.
The current year’s budgeted amount for snow removal was not used, therefore, based on the resolution passed for
snow removal, this money can be reallocated. Option 2 – Mr. Hagedorn stated the City has an agreement with Blue
Cross. Money has accumulated in this fund and was utilized in the previous year to balance the budget. He suggested
using these funds for this project in a similar manner. Mayor Casper expressed her concern and suggested this option
not be considered. Option 3 – Mr. Hagedorn stated use of the General Fund requires that future expenditures be less
than revenues. He stated this fund has been used for previous projects. Mayor Casper again expressed her concern.
Option 4 – Director Weitzel stated P&R has closely reviewed their budget and due to the decreased budget in the
previous year, there is no excess funding in O&M. It was determined the capital fund was the only fund to borrow
from. The money set aside for realigning power poles could be used but then would be returned by fall. Director
Weitzel also noted this money would be requested in next year’s budget. General discussion followed including
eligibility for State grants. Option 5 – Director Weitzel stated this option is simply to cut operations and staff in P&R.
Mr. Hagedorn stated Director Weitzel has typically been under budget due to projects being postponed or not yet
completed, this is why Option 3 was being considered. Director Weitzel stated he has been under budget for the past
5-7 years although he does not believe he will be able to find the needed funds in his department for the current year.
He also stated the P&R recommendation is to use the snow removal funds. Director Fredericken indicated there is an
approximate $400,000 excess of snow removal funds that will be allocated to the General Fund due to the cap. He
stated the cap amount is $1,000,000 with an additional $525,000 budgeted. This results in $1.5 million available for
snow removal each year. He noted the overtime budget in the current year has increased slightly but the contractor
work has been greatly reduced due to equipment purchases. General discussion followed regarding the current and
previous snow accumulations.
Director Weitzel reviewed next steps:
The City Council to approve a funding option
Prepare bid specs for final design
Award a contract – allowing at least 10 to 12 weeks for construction
July 3rd ribbon cutting
Director Weitzel believes there would be corporate sponsors and foundation assistance with the project. He stated a
restroom would also be required noting a standard restroom costs approximately $30,000-$40,000. Councilmember
Freeman believes this projects’ success could provide opportunity for future funding assistance for additional splash
pads. Councilmember Dingman believes Reinhart Park would be the preferred location due to the current
infrastructure and available amenities in place. Councilmember Francis believes Reinhart Park should be considered
separately from the other suggested locations. He requested more information regarding on-going costs, a formal
agreement for parking lot usage, clarification of the power pole relocation cost, the possibility of additional water
storage, re-signage for parking on Washburn Avenue, and, safety on Washburn Avenue. He noted he is in favor of
funding Option 1. Councilmember Dingman believes an itemized ongoing budget is needed for better clarity.
Councilmember Smede questioned if re-directing funds will negatively impact the ongoing and needed projects
elsewhere. Director Weitzel stated this project has been presented at the request of the P&R Council liaisons, this
project is not considered a priority item within P&R. Councilmember Dingman believes this project will provide a
water experience to the citizens at a much smaller cost than a future pool. Councilmember Radford noted the splash
pad would be a replacement asset of the Reinhart Park swimming pool. Mr. Fife clarified this discussion is strictly
conceptual and actual, specific bid conversations should be discussed at another time. Mayor Casper expressed
concern about funding Option 1 stating other City departments might be interested in the these funds. She requested
the Council take consideration and respect the budgets that have been put in place. Councilmember Radford concurs
with Mayor Casper although this project is a highly discussed topic. Councilmember Smede expressed her
3

March 11, 2019 - Unapproved
appreciation for collaboration and inclusion of multiple departments. Councilmember Francis believes the July 3 date
is too soon. Councilmember Freeman noted this project will not use the entire $400,000 of snow removal funding.
Report to Council – TRPTA Director and Public Transit – BMPO and ITD:
Mayor Casper and Councilmember Dingman reminded the Council of the previous request for a TRPTA presentation
prior to release of the quarterly funding. Ms. Ely represented the following with general discussion throughout:
Services TRPTA provides in Idaho Falls: Fixed Routes – 4 routes (within Idaho Falls); 3 Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA)/para transit (within Idaho Falls); and, 1 route between Idaho Falls/Rexburg. Demand Response – 5-6
buses within Idaho Falls, Ammon, Ucon, Iona (Bonneville County); Rigby into Idaho Falls; Rexburg into Idaho Falls;
Shelley into Idaho Falls; and, Ammon into Idaho Falls. Ms. Ely stated these buses provide Medicaid services which
is the biggest portion of revenue received. She also stated the number of passengers on fixed routes and demand
response are similar.
Who TRPTA serves: seniors; disabled; veterans; students; Medicaid; and, general public.
Cost to Operate in Idaho Falls: Fixed Routes - basic operations cost = approximately $343,509; Complimentary
paratransit service mandated by ADA - basic operations cost = approximately $192,836. This does not include
administration or maintenance costs. Ms. Ely indicated without Medicaid, there are no paratransit buses. Demand
Services basic operations cost = $317,560. Maintenance cost = approximately $90,500. Administration cost =
approximately $266,052 (urban only). Total cost estimate for Idaho Falls = $1,210,000, total local match estimate
needed = $424,000.
Urban revenues vs expenses in Idaho Falls:
Local Match –
 Urban local government contributions: $140,000 City of Idaho Falls, $35,000 Bonneville County, $1000 City
of Ammon, $1500 City of Ucon. Total = $181,500
 Contract Services - $235,840 as of FY 2018: $168,276 Medicaid, $32,000 Eastern Idaho Community Action
Partnership (EICAP), $10,000 Development Workshop Inc. (DWI) (Festival of Trees donation), $25,564
Misc. (vocational rehab, health and human services). Total = $235,840
 Total Urban Area Local Match = $417,340
Other Revenues –
 Program Income = $50,000
 Fares = $40,000
How to reduce cost in FY19 to date:
 ~$32,000 organizational restructure = approximately $32,000 remainder of FY19 and over $52,000 FY20
forward and, estimated savings of $8000 by splitting position duties
 ~$34,560 reduced operations labor - loss of operations staff can be a loss in revenue
 ~$40,000 no overtime restrictions
 ~$40,000 through increased monitoring of Medicaid brokerage processes
 ~$20,000 PERSI/Worker’s Comp reduction
Total = $174,500
Benefits of TRPTA in Idaho Falls: quality transportation services; qualified, licensed and trained bus operators;
minimal cost to ride public transportation; reduce emissions; ability to assist in reducing the number of cars on the
road and conserving pavement; and, ability to move the community and visitors in large numbers.
Ms. Ely stated the Federal Grant does not provide for administration costs, some funds from the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) are received for administration costs, although these are not fully covered. She also stated
TRPTA does not have a State level funding, there is only Medicaid, local cities and counties; and, federal match. Ms.
Ely stated an audit was performed in June 2018, with 11 items needing corrections. Those corrective items are being
finalized and will be submitted by March 21. Councilmember Dingman questioned why TRPTA is providing services
to Rigby, Rexburg, Shelley when their municipalities do not provide financial services. Ms. Ely stated there are
4
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Memorandum of Understandings (MOUs) with these cities, these cities are Medicaid passengers. Councilmember
Dingman believes the services TRPTA provides outside of Bonneville County may not be legal. Ms. Ely declined to
discuss that matter. Councilmember Smede asked about the equity calculation that is used to determine how much
the participating cities pay. Councilmember Dingman indicated that TRPTA does a presentation to the cities each
year and those cities then decide what they will contribute. She questioned the contribution history of Rexburg, Rigby,
Shelley. Ms. Ely indicated they do not contribute because they are under a Medicaid contract. Councilmember
Dingman stated that Idaho Code states that resolutions must be enacted and elections held to create a transportation
authority outside of the geographical jurisdictional limits that are provided within the TRPTA. At the request of
Mayor Casper, Ms. Ely explained the difference between paratransit and demand response services. She noted
paratransit is partially covered by Medicaid and is set up through a State Broker. Medicaid rates are currently being
reviewed by the State Legislation. Ms. Ely indicated TRPTA has a Department of Housing and Urban Development
(HUD) Grant and will also be applying for other smaller grants. She hopes to put some money aside to start replacing
buses. She stated there are 37 buses and will try to replace 21 buses. Councilmember Freeman questioned if TRPTA
is losing money for the rural routes (Rigby, Rexburg, Shelley). Ms. Ely believes they are not losing money on
Medicaid although if the rural routes were cut they would lose the Medicaid funding. Councilmember Dingman stated
that TRPTA was not set up to function out of Bonneville County although the audit report indicated the rural routes
bring in the most income, but also cost the most. Ms. Ely indicated that all the buses run 3300 miles therefore, all
costs are about the same. Councilmember Dingman believes there are issues with the policy and procedure handbook
and the Bylaws. She stated the Board is currently operating under Bylaws signed in 2017, there are also voting
members on the Board that are from municipalities that are not contributing. Ms. Ely indicated that Rexburg donates
$7,000, Madison County donates $3500 (which is used for rural match), Teton County donates $8000, and the City
of Driggs donates $2500. Mr. Kirkham reviewed State Code regarding public transportation. He stated an initiative
for BMPO was placed on the Bonneville County ballot only in 1994. He stated when it was adopted there was one
way to create a regional authority, and in 1996 the Code was amended to have multi-County jurisdiction including a
legal description that the authority would occupy and residents in that area would be able to vote. Mr. Kirkham stated
no resolutions or election has been located related to TRPTA in any of the counties that TRPTA is servicing outside
of Bonneville County. Brief discussion followed regarding the TRPTA Board Members and the current vacancies.
Mayor Casper believes there may be a problem which has been occurring over the course of time and it is a concern
that tax dollars could be going to an illegitimately run organization. Mr. West believes the letter from FTA requesting
corrective actions by TRPTA is delinquent. He indicated FTA stated TRPTA does not have the technical capacity to
work within the Federal guidelines and this is a very serious matter. Councilmember Hally believes the downfall of
TRPTA may be related to the absorption of the Community and Rural Transportation (CART) system as the cost was
underestimated. He also believes there may be Medicaid broker problems. Councilmember Smede questioned
TRPTA’s ‘why’. Ms. Ely stated TRPTA is to ensure there is public transportation at a low cost. Councilmember
Smede questioned the empty buses. Ms. Ely stated a lot of the empty buses are due to people cancelling.
Councilmember Francis questioned the makeup of the TRPTA board and why Idaho Falls is so under represented.
Mr. Kirkham stated this was set by Code with the jurisdiction and bylaws, the City Attorney’s Office is unable to
find when or how the makeup of the Board was changed. Councilmember Radford stated TRPTA needs to create a
Board that has more continuity and in order to gain his support he’d prefer a different makeup. General comments
followed regarding board members. Mr. West believes that TRPTA decided it could engage other services through
the MOU’s. Councilmember Francis believes TRPTA may need restructured. Ms. Ely stated there has been excess
revenue from Medicaid for several years. When Medicaid went to a Statewide brokerage it became a realization that
there is not enough money being put into the system outside of Medicaid. She believes funding needs to be revisited.
Councilmember Radford questioned the grant process and whether TRPTA can find something similar to the
Pocatello model. Ms. Ely stated she is operating as lean as she can by using the model she has. She believes FY 2019
will break even as a whole, and that does not include depreciation. Ms. Ely stated TRPTA has 13 buses operating in
the urban area, nine (9) for the rural area, and a total of 37 buses. Mayor Casper questioned the unused assets. Ms.
Ely stated the FTA has not responded to her request to sell buses. Mr. Marker stated, per the letter submitted, FTA
and ITD will not be able to provide future grant money for capital projects until satisfactory resolution to the audit
findings are submitted, due to the delinquency of TRPTA’s response. However, they will continue to provide grant
money for current operational costs, provided TRPTA can show satisfactory payment and match. To the response of
Councilmember Dingman, Mr. Marker confirmed the response from TRPTA is now delinquent. Councilmember
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Hally questioned the assets if TRPTA is liquidated. Ms. Palister stated the rural assets are titled in ITD’s name, there
is a specific process for disposition which would depend on the value of the vehicle. If the vehicle value is more than
$5000 FTA would require any excess money go back into public transportation. Councilmember Radford questioned
Pocatello and Boise transportation. Ms. Palister stated they do fund the rural operations outside of the Pocatello area.
Mayor Casper questioned the possibility that TRPTA has been operating as a regional authority but may only legally
be a county authority. Mr. Marker stated they would defer to legal, however money provided for rural operations is
separate from any State Code establishing an authority and is not relevant to distribution of rural dollars. Mayor
Casper questioned if the Federal rules would require that the Board reflect the rural entities. Ms. Palister stated that
would be on the State level. Councilmember Radford questioned the allocation of ITD funds for the rural area of
Pocatello. Ms. Palister is unsure of the funding and clarified Pocatello is not an actual ‘authority’. Mr. Marker stated
something similar to the Pocatello model could be set up. Mayor Casper questioned the alternate providers for
Medicaid riders. Mr. Marker stated there are other places that provide options on a smaller scale. Mr. West stated
TRPTA consulted with a consultant years ago to find new options, however there were so many arguments they had
to cut ties. He believes a fixed route will yield the highest productivity and trips at a lower cost, however, there is no
infrastructure to support the operations in this area (i.e. curb cuts, signage, shelter). He stated fixed routes could be
combined with a deviated fixed route system which would accommodate the paratransit. Mayor Casper questioned a
ride-share program (Uber). Mr. West stated he is only aware of three (3) ride-share programs in the U.S. that can
provide paratransit services. Councilmember Freeman asked if Medicaid would pay for other ride-share programs.
Ms. Ely stated it is possible, Medicaid will use as many people as they can to provide the trips needed. To the request
of Mayor Casper, Mr. West stated BMPO is responsible for programming and planning all federal dollars. He also
stated the BMPO Policy Board makes funding decisions for highway, transit, etc. and works closely with TRPTA.
He expressed his concern with the projects submitted by TRPTA and the fiscal restraint. He believes TRPTA needs
to make sure the revenues are reasonably available and the revenues previously used carry forward. Councilmember
Dingman questioned the Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) that has been presented. Mr. West believes the
$135,000 extra in Medicaid needs a methodology with new riders and new rates being used. He stated a 5-year
average instead of a 1-year average should be used. Councilmember Dingman questioned if there was a shortfall in
dollars. Mr. West stated Federal revenue is fine, although local revenue is questionable with the 125% from Medicaid.
He would prefer to operate a system with current revenue. Ms. Ely stated she is adding in the Medicaid increase,
which is in the second leg of a three-leg legislative process, although the increase is unknown. Mr. West believes
TRPTA is maxed out on Medicaid trips. Councilmember Dingman does not believe the TRPTA Board is concerned
with the problems that TRPTA is facing. She also believes the TRPTA Board needs restructured and the additional
counties should go through the legal process similar to the Bonneville County process. She does not believe it is
responsible to invest general funds into something that is not going well. Councilmember Smede believes TRPTA is
needed, but they need to operate within their means. Councilmember Freeman stated he is willing to give them another
three (3) months and provide the next funding amount to see if TRPTA can straighten the problem. Councilmember
Radford stated he sees concern, but not a solution. Councilmember Francis indicated they have the fiduciary
responsibility not to waste money and if it is going to be sanctioned it needs to be held back. Councilmember Radford
concurs with Councilmembers Freeman and Francis. Councilmember Hally does not believe TRPTA can make it
work even with the money from the City. Brief discussion followed regarding the lack of financial information that
would show how TRPTA was going to move forward. Ms. Ely indicated she will provide the funding information.
Mayor Casper stated future discussion will occur once the FTA sanctions have been cleared, no funding will be
released until that time.
There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 6:32 p.m.
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The City Council of the City of Idaho Falls met in Regular Council Meeting, Thursday, March 14, 2019, in the
Council Chambers in the City Annex Building located at 680 Park Avenue in Idaho Falls, Idaho at 7:30 p.m.
Call to Order:
There were present:
Mayor Rebecca L. Noah Casper
Councilmember Thomas Hally
Councilmember Jim Francis
Councilmember John Radford
Councilmember Michelle Ziel-Dingman
Councilmember Shelly Smede
Councilmember Jim Freeman
Also present:
All available department directors
Randy Fife, City Attorney
Kathy Hampton, City Clerk
Pledge of Allegiance:
Mayor Casper requested Kamryn Roos, a 5th grade student at Rimrock Elementary, accompanied by her father, Josh
Roos, City Treasurer, to lead those present in the Pledge of Allegiance.
Public Comment:
Mayor Casper requested any public comment not related to items currently listed on the agenda or not related to a
pending matter. No one appeared.
Consent Agenda:
Municipal Services requested approval of Treasurer’s Report for the month of January, 2019; Bid IF-19-17, Six
Replacement Mowers for Parks and Recreation Department; and, Bid IF-19-19, Replacement Patch Truck for
Public Works.
Public Works requested approval of Bid Award – Park Avenue and D Street Water Line; Bid Award – 49th South
Water Line from S 15th East to 1900 49th South; and, Bid Award – Elva Street Sidewalk, N Holmes Avenue to
Wabash Avenue (Site Prep).
The City Clerk requested approval of Expenditure Summary for the month of February, 2019; minutes from the
February 28, 2019 Council Meeting; and, license applications, all carrying the required approvals.
It was moved by Councilmember Radford, seconded by Councilmember Smede, to approve all items on the
Consent Agenda according to the recommendations presented. Roll call as follows: Aye – Councilmembers
Freeman, Francis, Hally, Radford, Smede, Dingman. Nay – none. Motion carried.
Regular Agenda:
Idaho Falls Power
Subject: Approve Relicensing Professional Services Consultant Recommendation
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In November 2018, Idaho Falls Power (IFP) advertised a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for consultants to aid in
the development of a relicensing plan for the hydroelectric projects. IFP received five submittals from qualified
firms and through an evaluation/selection process by a panel of IFP staff, Kleinschmidt was selected as the most
qualified to develop a plan within the scope of the RFQ. Kleinschmidt’s proposal for consulting services is a not-toexceed amount of $70,000.
Councilmember Hally stated the City turbines, located in the Snake River, must be relicensed by the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC). The relicensing ensures the turbines are operating at the benefit of the
ratepayers and is for the protection of the environment. Councilmember Hally briefly reviewed the RFQ process.
He stated this item has been reviewed in a previous IFP Board Meeting.
It was moved by Councilmember Hally, seconded by Councilmember Radford, to approve the Professional
Services Agreement with Kleinschmidt, and give authorization for the Mayor to execute the necessary documents.
Roll call as follows: Aye – Councilmembers Radford, Freeman, Smede, Francis, Dingman, Hally. Nay – none.
Motion carried.
Municipal Services
Subject: Bid IF-19-20, Motor Fuels and Lubricants for City Vehicles and Equipment
It is the recommendation of the Municipal Services Department to accept the lowest responsive, responsible bid
from Lynch Oil, Inc. of Burley, Idaho to provide motor oil in the amount of $28,858.96 and the lowest responsive,
responsible bid from Conrad and Bischoff for the fuel dispensing system and the fuel station in the amount of
$12,401.80.
To the request of Councilmember Francis, Municipal Services Director Pamela Alexander clarified the bid is
renewed annually. She stated there are three (3) sections to the bid and when the bid opening occurred various
vendors had suggestions of cost efficiencies. Due to these suggestions, the General Services Administrator held a
re-bid for one of the specific sections.
It was moved by Councilmember Radford, seconded by Councilmember Smede, to accept the lowest responsive,
responsible bid from Lynch Oil, Inc. of Burley, Idaho to provide motor oil, and the lowest responsive, responsible
bid from Conrad and Bischoff for the fuel dispensing system and the fuel. Roll call as follows: Aye –
Councilmembers Smede, Hally, Radford, Dingman, Freeman, Francis. Nay – none. Motion carried.
Public Works
Subject: Local Highway Technical Assistance Council (LHTAC)/Local Agreement for Science Center Drive,
Jefferson to N Boulevard Project
For consideration is an agreement with the LHTAC for a 2019 Local Strategic Initiatives grant covering design and
construction costs of the Science Center Drive; Jefferson Avenue to N Boulevard project. The amount of the grant
is $849,000.00 and no local financial match is required.
Councilmember Freeman stated this stretch of road is one of the most rutted roads in the City. He stated this project
also includes paving sections of various other roads that have never been paved in the past.
It was moved by Councilmember Freeman, seconded by Councilmember Francis, to approve the Local Highway
Technical Assistance Council Agreement for a 2019 Local Strategic Initiatives Program, and give authorization for
the Mayor and City Clerk to execute the necessary documents. Roll call as follows: Aye – Councilmembers
Dingman, Smede, Francis, Freeman, Hally, Radford. Nay – none. Motion carried.
Community Development Services
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Subject: Annexation and Initial Zoning of I&M with T-2 Overlay, Annexation and Zoning Ordinances, and
Reasoned Statements of Relevant Criteria and Standards, 1.519 Acres SW Corner, NE 1/4, T 2N, R 38E
For consideration is the application for Annexation and Initial Zoning of I&M with T-2 Overlay, Annexation and
Zoning Ordinances, and Reasoned Statements of Relevant Criteria and Standards, 1.519 Acres SW Corner, NE 1/4,
T 2N, R 38E. The Planning and Zoning Commission considered this item at its January 8, 2019, meeting and
recommended approval by unanimous vote (or other vote). Staff concurs with this recommendation.
Councilmember Smede stated the area is currently undeveloped and has no street frontage but will have future
street access and future plat. She also stated the majority of the land is vacant with the exception of a Bonneville
County building. She noted the T-2 Overlay currently exists on the surrounding areas. This area is located in a
Higher Education area but the new code changes it to Industrial Zoning.
It was moved by Councilmember Smede, seconded by Councilmember Dingman, to approve the Ordinance
annexing 1.519 Acres SW Corner, NE 1/4, T 2N, R 38E, under the suspension of the rules requiring three complete
and separate readings and that it be read by title and published by summary. Roll call as follows: Aye –
Councilmembers Francis, Dingman, Freeman, Hally, Radford, Smede. Nay – none. Motion carried.
At the request of Mayor Casper, the City Clerk read the ordinance by title only:
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO; PROVIDING FOR THE ANNEXATION OF APPROXIMATELY 1.519 ACRES
DESCRIBED IN EXHIBIT A OF THIS ORDINANCE, AMENDING THE LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE
CITY WITH THE APPROPRIATE COUNTY AND STATE AUTHORITIES; AND PROVIDING
SEVERABILITY, PUBLICATION BY SUMMARY, AND ESTABLISHING EFFECTIVE DATE.
It was moved by Councilmember Smede, seconded by Councilmember Dingman, to approve the Reasoned
Statement of Relevant Criteria and Standards for the annexation for 1.519 Acres SW Corner, NE 1/4, T 2N, R 38E,
and give authorization for the Mayor to execute the necessary documents. Roll call as follows: Aye –
Councilmembers Smede, Hally, Dingman, Radford, Freeman, Francis. Nay – none. Motion carried.
It was moved by Councilmember Smede, seconded by Councilmember Dingman, to assign a Comprehensive Plan
Designation of Higher Education Centers and to approve the ordinance establishing the initial zoning for 1.519
Acres SW Corner, NE 1/4, T 2N, R 38E as I&M Zone with the T-2 Overlay, under the suspension of the rules
requiring three complete and separate readings and that it be read by title and published by summary that the City
limits documents be amended to include the area annexed herewith, and that the City Planner be instructed to
reflect said annexation, amendment to the Comprehensive Plan, and initial zoning on the Comprehensive Plan and
Zoning Maps located in the Planning Office. Roll call as follows: Aye – Councilmembers Hally, Francis, Radford,
Dingman, Smede, Freeman. Nay – none. Motion carried.
At the request of Mayor Casper, the City Clerk read the ordinance by title only:
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO; PROVIDING FOR THE INITIAL ZONING OF APPROXIMATELY 1.519 ACRES
DESCRIBED IN EXHIBIT A OF THIS ORDINANCE AS I&M ZONE WITH THE T-2 OVERLAY AND
PROVIDING SEVERABILITY, PUBLICATION BY SUMMARY, AND ESTABLISHING EFFECTIVE DATE.
It was moved by Councilmember Smede, seconded by Councilmember Dingman, to approve the Reasoned
Statement of Relevant Criteria and Standards for the Initial Zoning of I&M Zone with the T-2 Overlay, for 1.519
Acres SW Corner, NE 1/4, T 2N, R 38E, and give authorization for the Mayor to execute the necessary documents.
Roll call as follows: Aye – Councilmembers Freeman, Radford, Smede, Francis, Dingman, Hally. Nay – none.
Motion carried.
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Public Hearing – Ordinance adopting changes to Title 11, Chapter 6 of the Comprehensive Zoning Code
For consideration is an ordinance amending Title 11, Chapter 6 of the Idaho Falls Comprehensive Zoning Code.
The changes shift responsibility for Conditional Use Permits from the Planning and Zoning (P&Z) Commission to
the Board of Adjustment (BOA) and also adjusts the required interval between submittal of applications that have
been denied from one year to six months. The Planning and Zoning Commission considered this item at its
February 5, 2019 meeting and recommended approval by unanimous vote. Staff concurs with this recommendation.
Mayor Casper opened the public hearing and ordered all items presented be entered into the record.
Community Development Services Director Brad Cramer stated this ordinance change was discussed at the March
11, 2019 Council Work Session. He clarified an erroneous strike-through in the revised ordinance in table 11-6-1,
which should remain ‘PZ’. He noted the P&Z preferred to keep the reviewing authority for Planned Unit
Developments, as this is more appropriate. He also noted this amendment will change the required interval between
failed or denied applications to six (6) months rather than one (1) year. Mayor Casper questioned the ‘ZA’ included
in the key, Director Cramer indicated the ZA (Zoning Administrator) is correct but was inadvertently omitted from
the key table.
Mayor Casper requested any public comment. No one appeared. Mayor Casper closed the public hearing.
Councilmember Smede stated the BOA generally meets on a less frequent basis than P&Z Commission. This
change will allow the BOA to meet more often which will assist in experience and training of those board
members. Public hearings for Conditional Use Permits will not change and final approval will continue to be
presented before the City Council. Councilmember Smede noted this amendment will provide efficient use of the
Boards’ and Commissions’ time, will provide more consistent training opportunities between the two groups, and,
will increase the opportunity to focus on the planning functions of the Commission.
It was moved by Councilmember Smede, seconded by Councilmember Dingman, to approve, with the revision
specified by Director Cramer, the Ordinance amending Title 11, Chapter 6 of the Comprehensive Zoning Code
under the suspension of the rules requiring three complete and separate readings and that it be read by title and
published by summary. Roll call as follows: Aye – Councilmembers Hally, Radford, Francis, Dingman, Smede,
Freeman. Nay – none. Motion carried.
At the request of Mayor Casper, the City Clerk read the ordinance by title only:
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING TITLE 11, CHAPTER 6 OF THE IDAHO FALLS CITY CODE, AMENDING
THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING CODE TO DESIGNATE THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AS THE
INITIAL REVIEWING BOARD FOR CONDITIONAL USE PERMITS AND MODIFY THE TIMEFRAME AN
APPLICANT MUST WAIT TO RESUBMIT AN APPLICATION FOLLOWING DENIAL; PROVIDING
SEVERABILITY, CODIFICATION, PUBLICATION BY SUMMARY, AND ESTABLISHING EFFECTIVE
DATE.
Announcements and Adjournment:
Mayor Casper invited the public to celebrate March 17, St. Patrick’s Day, responsibly. Councilmember Radford
stated the first fiber customer was recently connected. He stated the fiber infrastructure is important for the future.
Mayor Casper indicated the success of the pilot project will determine fiber extension to the rest of the City.
There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 7:59 p.m.
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The City Council of the City of Idaho Falls met in Special Council Meeting (Executive Session), Thursday, March
14, 2019, in the Council Chambers in the City Annex Building located at 680 Park Avenue in Idaho Falls, Idaho at
7:59 p.m.
There were present:
Mayor Rebecca L. Noah Casper
Councilmember Jim Francis
Councilmember Michelle Ziel-Dingman
Councilmember Jim Freeman
Councilmember Thomas Hally
Councilmember John Radford
Councilmember Shelly Smede
It was moved by Councilmember Radford, seconded by Councilman Smede, to move into Executive Session which
has been called pursuant to the provisions of Idaho Code Section 74-206(1)(f) to communicate with legal counsel for
the public agency to discuss the legal ramifications of and legal options for pending litigation, or controversies not
yet being litigated, but imminently likely to be litigated. At the conclusion of the Executive Session the Council will
not reconvene into Regular Council Meeting. Roll call as follows: Aye – Councilmembers Smede, Radford, Hally,
Freeman, Dingman, Francis. Nay – none. Motion carried.
The City Council of the City of Idaho Falls met in Special Council Meeting (Executive Session), Thursday, March
14, 2019, in the City Annex Conference Room in the City Annex Building located at 680 Park Avenue in Idaho Falls,
Idaho at 8:07 p.m.
There being no further business, the Executive Session concluded at 8:34 p.m.
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AGENDA:

Honorable Mayor & City Council
Chris H Fredericksen, Public Works Director
March 14, 2019
Revised State/Local Agreement with the Idaho Transportation Department for a Pavement
Management System
Attached for your reconsideration is a revised State/Local Agreement with the Idaho
Transportation Department and accompanying Resolution with respect to the Pavement
Management System project.
This project had an original state/local agreement that Council approved last November. The
revision places the procurement responsibility on the City and the City will then be
reimbursed. ITD requests this change, as it is not their usual process for procurement. The
modification creates no additional cost to the City and has been reviewed by the City Attorney.
Public Works recommends adoption of the resolution, approval of this agreement; and,
authorization for Mayor and City Clerk to sign the necessary documents.

0-00-00-0-STR-2019-07
2019-23

STATE/LOCAL AGREEMENT
PROJECT NO. A020(627)
PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
IDAHO FALLS
KEY NO. 20627

PARTIES
THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this _________ day of
_________________, ______, by and between the IDAHO TRANSPORTATION
BOARD, by and through the IDAHO TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT,
hereafter called the State, and the CITY OF IDAHO FALLS, acting by
and through its Mayor and Council, hereafter called the Sponsor.

PURPOSE
The Sponsor has requested that the State include in its Idaho
Transportation Investment Program, Federal-Aid Project No.
A020(627), described as Pavement Management System, Idaho Falls.
The purpose of this Agreement is to set out the terms and
conditions necessary to obtain Federal-aid participation in the
work.
Certain functions under this Agreement are to be performed by
the State, involving the expenditure of funds, and since the State
can only pay for work associated with the State Highway System,
the Sponsor is fully responsible for all costs incurred by the
State related to the project for work off the State Highway System.
Authority for this Agreement is established by Section 40317 of the Idaho Code.
The Parties agree as follows:
SECTION I.
1.

GENERAL TERMS

Federal participation in the project is at the rate of
92.66%; local participation is 7.34%. Scheduled funding
for this project is listed on the approved Idaho
Transportation Investment
Program, and subsequent
revisions.
Current estimated cost for development of
the project is $75,000.
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2.

The Sponsor’s match for this project will be provided in
cash in the amount of 7.34 percent of the entire project
(currently $5,505).

3.

Funds owed by the Sponsor shall be remitted to the
State through the ITD payment portal at:
https://apps.itd.idaho.gov/PayITD .

4.

Sufficient Appropriation. It is understood and agreed
that the State is a governmental agency, and this
Agreement shall in no way be construed so as to bind or
obligate the State beyond the term of any particular
appropriation of funds by the Federal Government or the
State Legislature as may exist from time to time. The
State reserves the right to terminate this Agreement if,
in its sole judgment, the Federal Government or the
legislature of the State of Idaho fails, neglects or
refuses to appropriate sufficient funds as may be
required for the State to continue payments. Any such
termination shall take effect immediately upon notice
and be otherwise effective as provided in this
Agreement.

5.

Federal participation is contingent upon ultimate
completion of the project. If for any reason the project
is removed from the program without being completed,
then the Sponsor shall be responsible for One Hundred
Percent (100%) of all project costs, and shall pay back
to the State all costs previously reimbursed. If the
Sponsor’s deposit exceeds project costs, then the State
shall return the unspent balance to the Sponsor.

6.

This Agreement shall become effective on the first day
mentioned above, and shall remain in full force and
effect until amended or replaced upon mutual consent of
the State and the Sponsor.

7.

Upon execution of this Agreement, Agreement No. 6863
entered into on the 15th day of November, 2018 on this
same project shall be null and void.
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SECTION II.

That the State shall:

1.

Authorize the Sponsor to administer the project and make
any necessary changes and decisions within the general
scope of the plans and specifications.

2.

Review and approve the project plans and specifications.

3.

Upon receipt of appropriate documentation showing
expenditure of funds for this project, submit same to
the Federal Highway Administration for reimbursement of
the Federal-aid share at the rate of 92.66%.

4.

Maintain complete accounts of all project funds received
and disbursed, which accounting will determine the final
project costs.

5.

Bill the Sponsor for any federal funds to be repaid by
the Sponsor if the project is terminated prior to
completion, and the Sponsor has been reimbursed with
federal funds for the project.

SECTION III.

That the Sponsor shall:

1.

Acknowledge that they have paid to the State the sum of
One Thousand Dollars ($1,000) towards the State’s
expense for this project. This amount was paid by the
Sponsor under the previously signed agreement for this
project. No funds are due at this time. Upon project
completion, if the estimated expense does not reflect
the true cost of the work performed by the State, the
Sponsor shall remit to the State the additional sum
needed to cover the actual costs incurred by the State.

2.

Provide an environmental determination in accordance
with 23CFR 771.117.

3.

Before advertisement for bids, provide to the State for
review and approval a copy of the Contract Proposal form,
Notice to Contractors, and plans, specifications and
estimate.
After the project is advertised for bids,
provide the State with a copy of the bidding documents.
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4.

Advertise the project, open bids, prepare a contract
estimate of cost based on the successful low bid in
accordance with State laws on procurement procedures for
local governments, and request State concurrence prior
to award.

5.

Award a contract for the project based on the successful
low bid, and provide the State a copy of the contract.

6.

Make timely payment of all invoices throughout the
development of the project.
Periodically the Sponsor
may submit allowable invoices and receipts to the State
showing payment of same. The State will reimburse the
Sponsor for eligible expenses less the Sponsor’s match.

7.

Sponsor warrants that it will repay any federal
reimbursements on this project if the project is
terminated prior to completion.

8.

Provide
written notification
completion of the project.

9.

Comply with Attachment 1 attached hereto and made a part
hereof. By this agreement Sponsor agrees to comply with
and be bound to the Civil Rights provisions of Title VI
of the Federal Code and to generally insert those
provisions in all contracts that it enters into that are
federally funded on this project. If property acquired
for this project with Federal financial assistance is
transferred, the recipient of the property will be
subject to Attachment 1 if the property is used for the
same purpose it was originally acquired or for another
purpose involving similar services or benefits to the
general public. Sponsor should contact the State prior
to disposing of any property acquired under this
agreement.

10.

Maintain
all
project
records,
including
source
documentation
for
all
expenditures
and
in-kind
contributions, for a period of three (3) years from the
date of final acceptance.
If any litigation, claim,
negotiation, or audit has been started before expiration
of the three-year period, the records must be retained
until completion of the action and resolution of all
issues that arise from it.

to

the

State

upon
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11.

Comply with all
regulations.

other

applicable

State

and

Federal

EXECUTION
This Agreement is executed for the State by its Engineering
Services Division Administrator, and executed for the Sponsor by
the Mayor, attested to by the City Clerk, with the imprinted
Corporate Seal of the City of Idaho Falls.
IDAHO TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

________________________________
Engineering Services
Division Administrator

RECOMMENDED BY:

________________________________
District Engineer

ATTEST:

CITY OF IDAHO FALLS

______________________
City Clerk

________________________________
Mayor

(SEAL)

By regular/special meeting
on ______________________.
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RESOLUTION
WHEREAS, the Idaho Transportation Department, hereafter
called the STATE, has submitted an Agreement stating obligations
of the STATE and the CITY OF IDAHO FALLS, hereafter called the
CITY, for development of a pavement management system; and
WHEREAS, the STATE is responsible for obtaining compliance
with laws, standards and procedural policies in the development,
construction and maintenance of improvements made to the
Federal-aid Highway System when there is federal participation
in the costs; and
WHEREAS, certain functions to be performed by the STATE
involve the expenditure of funds as set forth in the Agreement;
and
WHEREAS, The STATE can only pay for work associated with
the State Highway system; and
WHEREAS, the CITY is fully responsible for its share of
project costs; and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED:
1.

That the Agreement for Federal Aid Highway Project
A020(627) is hereby approved.

2.

That the Mayor and the City Clerk are hereby
authorized to execute the Agreement on behalf of the
CITY.

3.

That duly certified copies of the Resolution shall be
furnished to the Idaho Transportation Department.
CERTIFICATION

I hereby certify that the above is a true copy of a Resolution
passed at a regular, duly called special (X-out non-applicable
term) meeting of the City Council, City of Idaho Falls, held on
_____________________, _______.
(Seal)

___________________________
City Clerk
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ATTACHMENT 1
1050.20 Appendix A:
During the performance of work covered by this Agreement, the Consultant for themselves, their assignees and
successors in interest agree as follows:
1.

Compliance With Regulations. The Consultant shall comply with all regulations of the United States
Department of Transportation relative to Civil Rights, with specific reference to Title 49 CFR Part 21,
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 as amended, and Title 23 CFR Part 230 as stated in the ITD
EEO Special Provisions and Title 49 CFR Part 26 as stated in the appropriate ITD DBE Special
Provisions. http://apps.itd.idaho.gov/apps/ocr/index.aspx

2.

Nondiscrimination. The Consultant, with regard to the work performed by them during the term of this
Agreement, shall not in any way discriminate against any employee or applicant for employment;
subcontractor or solicitations for subcontract including procurement of materials and equipment; or any
other individual or firm providing or proposing services based on race, color, sex, national origin, age,
disability, limited English proficiency or economic status.

3.

Solicitations for Subcontracts, Including Procurement of Materials and Equipment. In all
solicitations, either by bidding or negotiation, made by the Consultant for work or services performed
under subcontract, including procurement of materials and equipment, each potential subcontractor or
supplier shall be made aware by the Consultant of the obligations of this Agreement and to the Civil
Rights requirements based on race, color, sex, national origin, age, disability, limited English
proficiency or economic status.

4.

Information and Reports. The Consultant shall provide all information and reports required by
regulations and/or directives and sources of information, and their facilities as may be determined by
the State or the appropriate Federal Agency. The Consultant will be required to retain all records for a
period of three (3) years after the final payment is made under the Agreement.

5.

Sanctions for Noncompliance. In the event the Consultant or a Subconsultant is in noncompliance
with the EEO Special Provisions, the State shall impose such sanctions as it or the appropriate
Federal Agency may determine to be appropriate, including, but not limited to:





6.

Withholding of payments to the Consultant until they have achieved compliance;
Suspension of the agreement, in whole or in part, until the Consultant or Subconsultant is found to be
in compliance, with no progress payment being made during this time and no time extension made;
Cancellation, termination or suspension of the Agreement, in whole or in part;
Assess against the Consultant’s final payment on this Agreement or any progress payments on current
or future Idaho Federal-aid Projects an administrative remedy by reducing the final payment or future
progress payments in an amount equal to 10% of this agreement or $7,700, whichever is less.
Incorporation of Provisions. The Consultant will include the provisions of paragraphs 1 through 5
above in every subcontract of $10,000 or more, to include procurement of materials and leases of
equipment unless exempt by the Acts, the Regulations, and directives pursuant thereto. The
Consultant shall take such action with respect to any subcontract or procurement as the State or the
appropriate Federal Agency may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions, including sanctions
for noncompliance. Provided, that if the Consultant becomes involved in, or is threatened with,
litigation with a subcontractor or supplier as a result of such direction, the Consultant may request the
State to enter into any litigation to protect the interest of the State. In addition, the Consultant may
request the United States to enter into the litigation to protect the interests of the United States.
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1050.20 Appendix E
During the performance of this contract, the Consultant, for itself, its assignees, and successors
in interest (hereinafter referred to as the "contractor") agrees to comply with all non discrimination
statutes and authorities; including but not limited to:

Pertinent Non-Discrimination Authorities:

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•

•
•

•

•

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq., 78 stat. 252), (prohibits
discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin); and 49 CFR Part 21.
The Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, (42
U.S.C. § 4601 ), (prohibits unfair treatment of persons displaced or whose property has been
acquired because of Federal or Federal-aid programs and projects);
Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1973, (23 U.S.C. § 324 et seq.), (prohibits discrimination on the
basis of sex);
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, (29 U.S.C. § 794 et seq.), as amended, (prohibits
discrimination on the basis of disability); and 49 CFR Part 27;
The Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, (42 U.S.C. § 6101 et seq.), (prohibits
discrimination on the basis of age);
Airport and Airway Improvement Act of 1982, ( 49 USC § 4 71, Section 4 7123 ), as amended,
(prohibits discrimination based on race, creed, color, national origin, or sex);
The Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987, (PL 100-209), (Broadened the scope, coverage and
applicability of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, The Age Discrimination Act of 1975 and
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, by expanding the definition of the terms "programs
or activities" to include all of the programs or activities of the Federal-aid recipients, subrecipients and contractors, whether such programs or activities are Federally funded or not);
Titles II and III of the Americans with Disabilities Act, which prohibit discrimination on the basis
of disability in the operation of public entities, public and private transportation systems, places
of public accommodation, and certain testing entities (42 U.S.C. §§ 12131-12189) as
implemented by Department of Transportation regulations at 49 C.F.R. parts 37 and 38;
The Federal Aviation Administration's Non-discrimination statute (49 U.S.C. § 47123)
(prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin, and sex);
Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority
Populations and Low-Income Populations, which ensures discrimination against minority
populations by discouraging programs, policies, and activities with disproportionately high and
adverse human health or environmental effects on minority and low-income populations;
Executive Order 13166, Improving Access to Services for Persons with Limited English
Proficiency, and resulting agency guidance, national origin discrimination includes
discrimination because of limited English proficiency (LEP). To ensure compliance with Title
VI, you must take reasonable steps to ensure that LEP persons have meaningful access to
your programs (70 Fed. Reg. at 74087 to 74100);
Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972, as amended, which prohibits you from
discriminating because of sex in education programs or activities (20 U .S.C. 1681 et seq).

Implementation Procedures
This agreement shall serve as the Sponsor’s Title VI plan pursuant to 23 CFR 200 and 49 CFR 21.
For the purpose of this agreement, “Federal Assistance” shall include:
1. grants and loans of Federal funds,
2. the grant or donation of Federal property and interest in property,
3. the detail of Federal personnel,
4. the sale and lease of, and the permission to use (on other than a casual or transient basis), Federal
property or any interest in such property without consideration or at a nominal consideration, or at a
consideration which is reduced for the purpose of assisting the Sponsor, or in recognition of the public
interest to be served by such sale or lease to the Sponsor, and
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5.

any Federal agreement, arrangement, or other contract which has as one of its purposes, the provision
of assistance.

The Sponsor shall:
1. Issue a policy statement, signed by the Sponsor’s authorized representative, which expresses its
commitment to the nondiscrimination provisions of Title VI. The policy statement shall be circulated
throughout the Sponsor’s organization and to the general public. Such information shall be published
where appropriate in languages other than English.
2.

Take affirmative action to correct any deficiencies found by ITD or the United States Department of
Transportation (USDOT) within a reasonable time period, not to exceed 90 days, in order to
implement Title VI compliance in accordance with this agreement. The Sponsor’s authorized
representative shall be held responsible for implementing Title VI requirements.

3.

Designate a Title VI Coordinator who has a responsible position in the organization and easy access to
the Sponsor’s authorized representative. The Title VI Coordinator shall be responsible for initiating and
monitoring Title VI activities and preparing required reports.

4.

Adequately implement the civil rights requirements.

5.

Process complaints of discrimination consistent with the provisions contained in this agreement.
Investigations shall be conducted by civil rights personnel trained in discrimination complaint
investigation. Identify each complainant by race, color, national origin, sex, or disability; the nature of
the complaint; the date the complaint was filed; the date the investigation was completed; the
disposition; the date of the disposition; and other pertinent information. A copy of the complaint,
together with a copy of the Sponsor’s report of investigation, will be forwarded to ITD’s EEO Office –
External Programs within 10 days of the date the complaint was received by the Sponsor.

6.

Collect statistical data (race and sex) of participants in, and beneficiaries of the Transportation
programs and activities conducted by the Sponsor.

7.

Conduct Title VI reviews of the Sponsor and sub-recipient contractor/consultant program areas and
activities. Revise where applicable, policies, procedures and directives to include Title VI requirements.

8.

Attend training programs on Title VI and related statutes conducted by ITD’s EEO Office.

9.

Participate in an annual review of the Sponsor’s Title VI Program, the purpose of which is to determine
to what extent the Sponsor has complied with Title VI requirements including the ADA. This review is
conducted one year from the date of approval of the Non-Discrimination Agreement and then annually
on the same date. The format for the Title VI review will be provided each year to the Sponsor for
completion. A determination of compliance will be made by ITD’s EEO Office based on the information
supplied in the review. This review of the Sponsor’s Title VI Program may also include an on-site
review in order to determine compliance.

Discrimination Complaint Procedure
Any person who believes that he or she, individually, as a member of any specific class, or in connection with
any disadvantaged business enterprise, has been subjected to discrimination prohibited by Title VI of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, the American with Disabilities Act of 1990, Section 504 of the Vocational Rehabilitation Act
of 1973 and the Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987, as amended, may file a complaint with the Sponsor. A
complaint may also be filed by a representative on behalf of such a person. All complaints will be referred to the
Sponsor’s Title VI Coordinator for review and action.
In order to have the complaint consideration under this procedure, the complainant must file the complaint no
later than 180 days after:
a)
b)

The date of alleged act of discrimination; or
Where there has been a continuing course of conduct, the date on which that conduct was
discontinued.

State/Local Agreement
Pavement Management System, Idaho Falls
Key No. 20627
Page 9

In either case, the Sponsor or his/her designee may extend the time for filing or waive the time limit in the
interest of justice, specifying in writing the reason for so doing.
Complaints shall be in writing and shall be signed by the complainant and/or the complainant’s representative.
Complaints shall set forth as fully as possible the facts and circumstances surrounding the claimed
discrimination. In the event that a person makes a verbal complaint of discrimination to an officer or employee
of the Sponsor, the person shall be interviewed by the Title VI Coordinator. If necessary, the Title VI
Coordinator will assist the person in reducing the complaint to writing and submit the written version of the
complaint to the person for signature. The complaint shall then be handled according to the Sponsor’s
investigative procedures.

Within 10 days, the Title VI Coordinator will acknowledge receipt of the allegation, inform the complainant of
action taken or proposed action to process the allegation, and advise the complainant of other avenues of
redress available, such as ITD and USDOT.
The Sponsor will advise ITD within 10 days of receipt of the allegations. Generally, the following information will
be included in every notification to ITD:
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
g)
h)

Name, address, and phone number of the complainant.
Name(s) and address(es) of alleged discriminating official(s).
Basis of complaint (i.e., race, color, national origin or sex)
Date of alleged discriminatory act(s).
Date of complaint received by the Sponsor.
A statement of the complaint.
Other agencies (state, local or Federal) where the complaint has been filed.
An explanation of the actions the Sponsor has taken or proposed to resolve the issue raised
in the complaint.

Within 60 days, the Title VI Coordinator will conduct an investigation of the allegation and based on the
information obtained, will render a recommendation for action in a report of findings to the Sponsor’s authorized
representative. The complaint should be resolved by informal means whenever possible. Such informal
attempts and their results will be summarized in the report of findings.
Within 90 days of receipt of the complaint, the Sponsor’s authorized representative will notify the complainant in
writing of the final decision reached, including the proposed disposition of the matter. The notification will
advise the complainant of his/her appeal rights with ITD, or USDOT, if they are dissatisfied with the final
decision rendered by the Sponsor. The Title VI Coordinator will also provide ITD with a copy of this decision
and summary of findings upon completion of the investigation.
Contacts for the different Title VI administrative jurisdictions are as follows:
Idaho Transportation Department
Equal Employment Opportunity Office – External Programs
EEO Manager
PO Box 7129
Boise, ID 83707-1129
208-334-8884
Federal Highway Administration
Idaho Division Office
3050 Lakeharbor Lane, Suite 126
Boise, ID 83703
208-334-9180
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Sanctions
In the event the Sponsor fails or refuses to comply with the terms of this agreement, the ITD may take any or all
of the following actions:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Cancel, terminate, or suspend this agreement in whole or in part;
Refrain from extending any further assistance to the Sponsor under the program from which the failure
or refusal occurred until satisfactory assurance of future compliance has been received from the
Sponsor.
Take such other action that may be deemed appropriate under the circumstances, until compliance or
remedial action has been accomplished by the Sponsor;
Refer the case to the Department of Justice for appropriate legal proceedings.

Distribution:
EEO Office
Revised: 03-09, 08-10, 08-17
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Honorable Mayor and City Council
Brad Cramer, Community Development Services Director
March 25, 2019
Final Plat, Development Agreement, and Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria
and Standards, 7Synergy Subdivision

Attached is the application for Final Plat, Development Agreement, and Reasoned
Statement of Relevant Criteria and Standards, 7Synergy Subdivision. The Planning and
Zoning Commission considered this item at its January 9, 2019, meeting and recommended
approval by unanimous vote. Staff concurs with that recommendation. This item is now
being submitted to the Mayor and City Council for consideration.
Attachments:

Vicinity Map
Aerial Photo Final Plat
Staff Report, Jan. 8, 2019
P&Z Minutes, Jan. 8, 2019
Development Agreement
Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria and Standards
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I, Christopher Adams, a licensed Professional Land Surveyor in the
State of Idaho do hereby certify that the survey of this subdivision,
designated as 7Synergy Subdivision, was made under my direction,
and that said subdivision is truly and, correctly surveyed and staked
as provided by law and in accordance with the accompanying plat as
described hereon.

A
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SHEET 1 of 2

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: that the undersigned
7SYNERGY HOLDING, LLC a Utah limited liability company is the
lawful OWNER of the tract of land included within the boundary
description shown hereon and has caused the same to be platted
and divided into blocks, lots and streets and easements, which plat
shall hereafter be known as 7SYNERGY SUBDIVISION, an addition
to the City of Idaho Falls, Bonneville County, Idaho.

I hereby certify that the foregoing plat 7SYNERGY SUBDIVISION was filed in the Office
of the Recorder of Bonneville County, Idaho on the ______day of___________, 201___
at ___________ and recorded as Instrument No.___________________.

____________________________________________________
BONNEVILLE COUNTY RECORDER

BE IT FURTHER KNOWN, that it does hereby dedicate grant and
convey to the public, all streets and right-of-ways shown hereon, that
it also grants and conveys to the City of Idaho Falls all easements
shown on the plat and that it does hereby warrant and shall defend
such dedication and conveyances in the quiet and peaceful
possession of the public or the City, as the case may be, against
said OWNER and its heirs and assigns, and against every person
whomsoever who lawfully holds or who later claims to have lawfully
held any rights in said estate as of the date hereof.

I, the undersigned County Treasurer in and for the County of Bonneville, State of Idaho,
pursuant to the requirements of I.C. §50-1308 of the Idaho Code, do hereby certify that
all County property taxes due for the property included in this project are current.

Date:_________

_______________________________
BONNEVILLE COUNTY TREASURER

OWNER and its heirs and assigns, agree they will construct no
permanent structure within or upon any public utility easement
shown hereon, and the City and its successors, assigns or permitees
shall also have the right, at the OWNER'S or its heirs', successors'
or assigns' expense, to remove, cut or trim any trees, brush,
ornamental shrubbery or plant which may injure or interfere with the
use thereof for its intended purposes.

§

§

The property included in this plat has petitioned for and been removed from all
future irrigation water rights.
DATE:

INSTRUMENT NO. ______________________

I, certify that I am a licensed professional land surveyor in the state of Idaho and that I have
examined this plat and find that it complies with I.C. §50-1305.
Date:____________________________________________________________________
BONNEVILLE COUNTY SURVEYOR, Steve Rounds P.L.S. No. 12640

I, Christopher Adams, a licensed Professional Land Surveyor in the
State of Idaho do hereby certify that the survey of this subdivision,
designated as 7SYNERGY SUBDIVISION, was made under my
direction, and that said subdivision is truly and, correctly surveyed
and staked as provided by law and in accordance with the
accompanying plat as described hereon.

The accompanying plat was duly accepted and approved by the City Council of Idaho Falls adopted this
__________ day of __________________, 201____.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, it has hereunto set its signature this
________day of ____________, 201__.

__________ _______________________
MAYOR

____________________________________
CITY CLERK

7SYNERGY HOLDING LLC, A UTAH LIMITED LIABILITY
COMPANY

__________ _______________________
CITY ENGINEER
KENT J. FUGAL, PE 9247

_____________________________________
CITY SURVEYOR
KENNETH BALDWIN ROBERTS, PLS 9755

By: _________________________________
Ann Quiggle, Managing Member

Pursuant to I.C. § 50-1334, the OWNER does hereby certify that the lots shown on this
plat are eligible to receive water from the City of Idaho Falls municipal water system, and
said City has agreed in writing to provide culinary water service to said lots pursuant to
the provisions of Title 8 Chapter 4, of the Idaho Falls City Code as amended from time to
time.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, it has hereunto set its signature this ________day of
____________, 201__.

7SYNERGY HOLDING LLC, A UTAH LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY
By: _________________________________
Ann Quiggle, Managing Member

STATE OF
COUNTY OF

IDAHO

)
:SS.
BONNEVILLE )

On this_______ day of____________, 20___, before me, a notary
public in and for said state, personally appeared Ann Quiggle,
known or identified to me to be the Managing Member of
7SYNERGY HOLDING, LLC, a Utah limited liability company, and
the person who subscribed said limited liability company's name
to the foregoing OWNER'S Dedication and the Drinking Water
System Certificate and acknowledged to me that she is authorized
to execute the same for and on behalf of said limited liability
company.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed
my official seal the day and the year in this certificate first above
written.
_______________________________________
Notary Public for the State of _______________
Residing in ______________________________
Commission Expiration Date: ________________
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901 Pier View Drive
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Idaho Falls, Idaho
Main: 208-522-1223

IDAHO FALLS PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT
FINAL PLAT
7Synergy Subdivision
January 8, 2019

Community
Development
Services

Applicant: Horrocks
Engineers

Requested Action: To recommend approval of the final plat
to the Mayor and City Council.

Location: Generally south of
W Sunnyside Rd., west of S
Yellowstone Hwy., north of
Enterprise St., and east of the
Snake River

History: The property was annexed into the city in 1971. The
original zone was GC-1. In April of 2018 it was rezoned to
LC. A CUP was sought and approved for a car wash use on
November 6, 2018

Size:

1.599 acres

Lots:

1 Buildable:

Staff Comments: This property has not been platted
previously. Platting is a required for development. This
proposed final plat is located on the South frontage of
Sunnyside Rd and west frontage of Yellowstone Highway.
Both of these roads are state highway. The property is
currently vacant but previously was a part of a Residential
Mobile home park. Access will be approved by the Idaho
Department of Transportation. New approaches are proposed
to come at points more distant from the intersection than the
current existing curb cuts on both the east and the North off of
both Sunnyside and Yellowstone. The proposed final plat is
along a principle arterial and a strategic arterial.

Average Lot Size: 1.599
Acres
Existing Zoning: LC Tower
overlay
Site: County I&M 2
North: LC Tower overlay
South: LC Tower overlay
East: I&M
West: I&M Tower overlay
Existing Land Uses:
Site: Vacant Land
North: Maverick Yesco
South: Apartments
East: Vacant Land
West: Outlet Flooring

Staff Recommendation: Staff has reviewed the plat and finds
that it complies with the subdivision ordinance. Staff
recommends approval of this Final Plat.

Future Land Use Map:
Commercial
Attachments:
1. Subdivision and Zoning
Ordinance Requirements
2. Comprehensive Plan
Policies
3. Maps and aerial photos
4. Final Plat
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Transportation Plan:
Sunnyside Rd is a principle arterial and Yellowstone Highway is a strategic arterial both will be utilized
to access and depart the vehicle washing facility.
Subdivision Ordinance: Boxes with an “X” indicated compliance with the ordinance
REQUIREMENTS
Requirements listed in Section 10-1:
Building envelopes sufficient to construct a building.
Lot dimensions conform to the minimum standards of Zoning Ordinance.
Lots have full frontage on, and access to, a dedicated street.

Staff Review
X
X
X

Residential lots do not have direct access to arterial streets.
Direct access to arterial streets from commercial or industrial lots shall be permitted only
where it can be demonstrated that:
1) The direct access will not impede the flow of traffic on the arterial or otherwise create
an unsafe condition; 2) There is no reasonable alternative for access to the arterial via a
collector street; 3) There is sufficient sight distance along the arterial from the proposed
point of access; 4) The proposed access is located so as not to interfere with the safe and
efficient functioning of any intersection; and 5) The developer or owner agrees to provide
all improvements, such as turning lanes or signals, necessitated for the safe and efficient
uses of the proposes access.
Adequate provisions shall be made for soil preservation, drainage patterns, and debris
and waste disposal and collection.
Sidelines of lots shall be at, or near, right angles or radial to the street lines. All corner
lots shall have a minimum radius of twenty feet on the property line.
All property within the subdivision shall be included within a lot or area dedicated for
public use.
All corner lots zoned RP through R-3, inclusive, shall be a minimum of ten percent larger
in area than the average area of all similarly zoned lots in the plat or subdivision under
consideration.
All major streets in subdivision must conform to the major street plan of the City, as set
forth in Comprehensive Plan.

NA
X

The alignment and width of previously platted streets shall be preserved unless
topographical conditions or existing buildings or structures required otherwise.

NA

Residential lots adjoining arterial streets shall comply with: 1) Such lots shall have
reverse frontage on the arterial streets, 2) such lots shall be buffered from the arterial
street by any effective combination of the following: lot depth, earth berms, vegetation,
walls or fences, and structural soundproofing, 3) Minimum lot depth shall be 150 ft
except where the use of berms, vegetation, and structures can be demonstrated to
constitute an effective buffer, 4) Whenever practical, existing roadside trees shall be
saved and used in the arterial buffer, 5) Parking areas shall be used as part of the arterial
buffer for high density residential uses, 6) Annexation and development agreement shall
include provisions for installation and continued maintenance of arterial buffers.

NA

Planning Director to classify street on basis of zoning, traffic volume, function, growth,
vehicular & pedestrian safety, and population density.

NA

X
X
X
NA
NA
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Comprehensive Plan Policies:

Form partnerships with private investors to redevelop vacant or deteriorating commercial areas
within Idaho Falls. (Pg 44 & 50)
Access to commercial properties shall be designed to minimize disruptive effects on traffic flow.
(Pg 44 & 50)
Encourage development in areas served by public utilities or where extensions of facilities are
least costly. (Pg 67)
Zoning Ordinance
(C) LC Limited Commercial Zone. This zone provides a commercial zone for retail and service
uses which supply the daily household needs of the City’s residents. This Zone is usually located
on major streets contiguous to residential uses. This zone is characterized by smaller scale
commercial uses which are easily accessible by pedestrians and non-motorized vehicles from the
surrounding residential neighborhoods, although larger scale developments such as big-box
stores may still serve as anchors. Connectivity is provided with walkways that provide access to
and through the development site. Parking for vehicles is understated by the use of landscaping,
location, and provision of pedestrian walkways to the businesses.
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January8, 2019

7:00 p.m.

Planning Department
Council Chambers

MEMBERS PRESENT: Commissioners Joanne Denney, George Morrison, Gene Hicks,
Lindsey Romankiw, Brent Dixon, Arnold Cantu. (6 present 5 votes).
MEMBERS ABSENT: Julie Foster, Darren Josephson, George Swaney, Natalie Black.
ALSO PRESENT: Planning Director, Brad Cramer, Assistant Planning Directors Kerry
Beutler, Brian Stevens, Brent McLane; and interested citizens.
CALL TO ORDER: Joanne Denney called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.
CHANGES TO AGENDA:

None.

MINUTES: Morrison moved to approve the December 4, 2018 minutes, Dixon seconded
the motion and it passed unanimously.
Morrison moved to amend the minutes of December 4, 2018 to indicate that the officers
that were nominated were elected by a unanimous vote, Cantu seconded the motion passed
unanimously.
Business:
5. PLAT 18-029: FINAL PLAT. 7Synergy Subdivision Final Plat. Stevens presented the staff
report, a part of the record. Dixon asked if the plat needs to reflect the access restrictions.
Stevens indicated that the access management plan will govern, but ultimately the State Highway
Department governs.
Applicant: Kaden Fuhrman, Horrocks Engineers, 901 Pier View Drive, Idaho Falls, Idaho.
Fuhrman stated that they have been working with ITD for the access and they have an approach
permit for the approach on Sunnyside that will be shifted to the west and they will shut down one
access on Yellowstone and use the access farther to the South on Yellowstone.
Morrison moved to recommend to the Mayor and City Council approval of the Final Plat
for 7Synergy Subdivision Final Plat, as presented, Hicks seconded the motion and it passed
unanimously.

REASONED STATEMENT OF RELEVANT CRITERIA AND STANDARDS
FINAL PLAT OF 7Synergy Subdivision, located generally south of W Sunnyside Rd., west of S
Yellowstone Hwy., north of Enterprise St., and east of the Snake River.

WHEREAS, the applicant filed an application for a final plat on November 28, 2018; and
WHEREAS, this matter came before the Idaho Falls Planning and Zoning Commission during a duly
noticed public meeting on January 8, 2019; and
WHEREAS, this matter came before the Idaho Falls City Council during a duly noticed public meeting
on March 28, 2019 and
WHEREAS, having reviewed the application, including all exhibits entered and having considered the
issues presented:
I.

RELEVANT CRITERIA AND STANDARDS

1. The City Council considered the request pursuant to the City of Idaho Falls 2013 Comprehensive Plan,
the City of Idaho Falls Zoning Ordinance, the City of Idaho Falls Subdivision Ordinance, the Local
Land Use Planning Act, and other applicable development regulations.
2. The property is an approximate 1.599 acre parcel located generally south of W Sunnyside Rd., west of S
Yellowstone Hwy., north of Enterprise St., and east of the Snake River.

3. The proposed development is consistent with the principles of the City’s Comprehensive Plan.
4. The Idaho Falls Planning and Zoning Commission recommended approval of this Final Plat as
presented.
II.

DECISION

Based on the above Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria, the City Council of the City of Idaho Falls
approved the Final Plat.
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IDAHO FALLS
THIS _______ DAY OF ______________________, 2019
_____________________________________
Rebecca L. Noah Casper, Mayor

Honorable Mayor and City Council
Brad Cramer, Community Development Services Director
March 25, 2019
Final Plat and Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria and Standards, Linden Park
Addition, Division 1, 3rd Amended

Attached is the application for Final Plat and Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria and
Standards, Linden Park Addition, Division 1, 3rd Amended. The Planning and Zoning
Commission considered this item at its October 2, 2018, meeting and recommended
approval by unanimous vote. Staff concurs with that recommendation. This item is now
being submitted to the Mayor and City Council for consideration.
Attachments:

Vicinity Map
Aerial Photo Final Plat
Staff Report, Oct. 2, 2018
P&Z Minutes, Oct. 2, 2018
Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria and Standards

IDAHO FALLS PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT
Final Plat
Linden Park Division 1 3rd Amended
October 2, 2018

Applicant: Jeff Freiberg

Engineering

Location: Generally south of
John Adams Pkwy., west of
Linden Dr., north of E 9th St.,
and east of Tiger Ave.
Size:

Approx. 1.729 acres

Existing Zoning:
Site: R3A
North: R3A, R1
South: R3A, R2
East: R2
West: R1
Existing Land Uses:
Site: Mix of vacant and
storage and commercial
building
North: Commercial
South: Dwellings
East: Dwellings
West: Single Family
Dwellings

Community
Development
Services

Requested Action: To recommend to the Mayor and City
Council approval of the Final Plat for Linden Park Division 1
3rd Amended.
Staff Comments: The plat includes two lots.The parcels are
located west of Linden Dr. This is primarily a cleanup of
previously illegal splitting of land. The parcels currently have
two buildings on them. The Building nearest to Linden Drive
has associated parking. The other building is used for storage.
The remainder of the parcels are vacant land. A property was
originally platted in 1949.
Access to the parcels will come from Linden Dr., shown as a
local street. These lots will each have frontage onto Linden
Dr. The proposed parcels will share the existing approach.
Staff Recommendation: Staff has reviewed the plat and
finds that it complies with the subdivision ordinance. Staff
recommends approval of this Final Plat.

Future Land Use Map:
Low Density and Higher
Density
Attachments:
1. Maps
2. Aerial photos
3. Plat
4. Images
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Subdivision Ordinance: Boxes: with an "X" indicated compliance with the ordinance

•

REQUIREMENTS

Purposes listed in Section 10-1-1 as follows:
Building envelopes sufficient to construct a building.
Lot dimensions conform to the minimum standards of Zoning Ordinance.
Lots have full frontage on, and access to, a dedicated street.
Residential lots do not have direct access to arterial streets.
Direct access to arterial streets from commercial or industrial lots shall be
permitted only where it can be demonstrated that:
1) The direct access will not impede the flow of traffic on the a1terial or otherwise
create an unsafe condition; 2) There is no reasonable alternative for access to the
a1terial via a collector street; 3) There is sufficient sight distance along the arterial
from the proposed point of access; 4) The proposed access is located so as not to
interfere with the safe and efficient functioning of any intersection ; and 5) The
developer or owner agrees to provide al l improvements , such as turning lanes or
signals, necessitated for the safe and efficient uses of the proposes access.
Adequate provisions shall be made for soil preservation, drainage patterns, and
debris and waste disposal and collection.
Sidelines of lots shall be at, or near, right angles or radial to the street lines. All
corner lots shall have a minimum radius of twenty feet on the property line.
All property within the subdivision shall be included within a lot or area dedicated
for public use .
All corner lots zoned RP through R-3, inclusive, shall be a minimum of ten percent
larger in area than the average area of all similarly zoned lots in the plat or
subdivision under consideration.
All major streets in subdivision must conform to the major street plan of the City,
as set forth in Comprehensive Plan.
The alignment and width of previously platted streets shall be preserved unless
topographical conditions or existing buildings or structures required otherwise.
Residential lots adjoining arterial streets shall comply with: 1) Such lots shall have
reverse frontage on the arterial streets, 2) such lots shall be buffered from the
a1terial street by any effective com bination of the following: lot depth, earth berms,
vegetation , walls or fences, and structural soundproofing, 3) Minimum lot depth
shall be 150ft except where the use of berms, vegetation , and structures can be
demonstrated to constitute an effective buffer, 4) Whenever practical , existing
roadside trees shall be saved and used in the a1terial buffer, 5) Parking areas shall
be used as part of the arterial buffer for high density residential uses, 6) Annexation
and development agreement shall include provisions for installation and continued
maintenance of arterial buffers.
Planning Di rector to classify street on basis of zoning, traffic volume, function,
growth, vehicular & pedestrian safety, and population density .

Staff Review

x
x
x

X
NA

x
x
x
NA
NA

x
NA

Linden Dr
Local

Comprehensive Plan Policies:
Encourage development in areas served by public utilities or where extensions of facilities
are least costly.
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Not only is a compact city convenient but the provision of public facilities is less expensive.
Growth does not always occur at the fringe of a community. PG 67
Zoning:
(G) R3A Residential Mixed Use Zone. To provide for a mix of uses in which the primary use of
the land is for residential purposes, but in which office buildings and certain other uses of a semicommercial nature may be located. Characteristic of this Zone is a greater amount of automobile
traffic, greater density, and a wider variety of dwelling types and uses than is characteristic of the
R3 Residential Zone. While office buildings and certain other uses of a semi-commercial nature
may be located in the Zone, the R3A Zone is essentially residential in character. Therefore, all
uses must be developed and maintained in harmony with residential uses. This zone should be
located along major streets such as arterials and collectors.
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October 2, 2018

7:00 p.m.

Planning Department
Council Chambers

MEMBERS PRESENT: Commissioners George Morrison, George Swaney, Gene Hicks,
Joanne Denney, Natalie Black, Arnold Cantu. (6 present 5 votes).
MEMBERS ABSENT: Julie Foster, Margaret Wimborne, Lindsey Romankiw, Brent Dixon,
Darren Josephson.
ALSO PRESENT: Planning Director, Brad Cramer, Assistant Planning Directors, Kerry
Beutler, Brent McLane, Brian Stevens; and interested citizens.
CALL TO ORDER: George Morrison called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. and reviewed
the public hearing procedure.
CHANGES TO AGENDA:

None.

MINUTES: September minutes were not available for approval.
Business:
3. PLAT 18-023: FINAL PLAT. Linden Park Division 1 3rd Amended. Stevens presented
the staff report, a part of the record. Morrison asked if the impromptu shared access with the
convenient store will continue. Stevens stated that either property owner could fence off that
access.
Applicant: Jeff Freiberg, 946 Oxbow, Idaho Falls, Idaho. Freiberg stood for questions.
Black clarified, and staff agreed that this is a clean up of parcels and nothing is intended to be
changed.
Black moved to recommend to the Mayor and City Council approval of the Final Plat for
Linden Park Division 1, 3rd Amended, as presented, Hicks seconded the motion and it
passed unanimously.

REASONED STATEMENT OF RELEVANT CRITERIA AND STANDARDS
FINAL PLAT OF LINDEN PARK DIVISION 1 3RD AMENDED LOCATED
GENERALLY SOUTH OF JOHN ADAMS PKWY., WEST OF LINDEN DR., NORTH
OF E 9TH ST., AND EAST OF TIGER AVE.
WHEREAS, the applicant filed an application for a rezone on August 31, 2018; and
WHEREAS, this matter came before the Idaho Falls Planning and Zoning Commission during a
duly noticed public meeting on October 2, 2018; and
WHEREAS, this matter came before the Idaho Falls City Council during a duly noticed
public meeting on March 28, 2019; and
WHEREAS, having reviewed the application, including all exhibits entered and having
considered the issues presented:
I.

RELEVANT CRITERIA AND STANDARDS

1. The City Council considered the request pursuant to the City of Idaho Falls 2013
Comprehensive Plan, the City of Idaho Falls Zoning Ordinance, the City of Idaho Falls
Subdivision Ordinance, the Local Land Use Planning Act, and other applicable development
regulations.
2. The property is an approximately 1.729 acres located generally south of John Adams Pkwy.,
west of Linden Dr., north of E 9th St., and east of Tiger Ave
3. The Plat includes 2 lots.
4. The Northeast lot contains a building with finished landscape and parking lot.
5. The Southwest lot is primarily vacant with a storage building and some parking lot.
6. The 2 lots will share an access off of Linden Drive.
7. The comprehensive plan designates this area as Low Density and Higher Density.
8. The Idaho Falls Planning and Zoning Commission recommended approval of this Final Plat
II.

DECISION

Based on the above Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria, the City Council of the City of Idaho
Falls Approved the Final Plat.
__________ BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IDAHO FALLS
THIS _______ DAY OF ______________________, 2019
_____________________________________
Rebecca L. Noah Casper, Mayor

Honorable Mayor and City Council
Brad Cramer, Community Development Services Director
March 25, 2019
Annexation and Initial Zoning of R1, Annexation and Zoning Ordinances, Reasoned Statements of Relevant
Criteria and Standards, Approximately 0.43 acres, Section 16, T 2N, R 38E

Attached is the City-initiated application for Annexation and Initial Zoning of R1,
Annexation and Zoning Ordinances, Reasoned Statements of Relevant Criteria and
Standards, Approximately 0.43 acres, Section 16, T 2N, R 38E. This property was part of a
larger City initiated annexation that was approved by the City Council in August 2018, in
the Lincoln Road area. Upon review of the legal description associated with that
annexation it was determined that these parcels were inadvertently left out of the
description that was approved in August 2018, approval action. In order to correct this
discrepancy the City Council will need to take action again regarding annexation of these
parcels. These parcels are associated with an Outside Water Service Contract that
consented to annexation at the time the parcels became contiguous to City Limits. The
Planning and Zoning Commission considered this item at its June 19, 2018, meeting and
recommended approval by unanimous vote. Staff concurs with that recommendation. This
item is now being submitted to the Mayor and City Council for consideration.
Attachments:

Vicinity Map
Aerial Photo
Comprehensive Plan Map
Staff Report, June 19, 2018
P&Z Minutes, June 19, 2018
Annexation Plan
Annexation Ordinance
Zoning Ordinance
Reasoned Statements of Relevant Criteria and Standards

June 19, 2018

7:00 p.m.

Planning Department
Council Chambers

MEMBERS PRESENT: Commissioners George Morrison, George Swaney, Gene Hicks,
Joanne Denney, Natalie Black, Margaret Wimborne, Arnold Cantu, Darren Josephson. (8 present
with 7 votes).
MEMBERS ABSENT: Julie Foster, Brent Dixon, Lindsey Romankiw
ALSO PRESENT: Planning Director, Brad Cramer, Assistant Planning Directors, Kerry
Beutler, Brent McLane, Brian Stevens; Randy Fife, Esq., and interested citizens.
CALL TO ORDER: George Morrison called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. and reviewed the
public hearing procedure.
CHANGES TO AGENDA:

None. (Until later in the meeting)

Public Hearing:
ANNX 18-009: ANNEXATION/INITIAL ZONING of RMH, R1, P and HC. M&B: 89.5
Acres. Beutler presented the staff report, a part of the record. Randy Fife, Esq., added that the
Idaho State Code Title 50-222-5(b)(i) states that the property can be contiguous or adjacent. Fife
indicated that the difference between contiguity and adjacency is contiguity means touching, and
adjacent means near and doesn’t have to meet the technical legal requirement of contiguity. Fife
indicated that you can have a 1 ft wide raspberry patch and the property on the other side would
still be adjacent to the City and for Category B or C requirements it can be annexed. Fife
indicated that if it touches it is contiguous. Black confirmed and Beutler agreed that the City
owned park on Lincoln is in the County. Black confirmed and Beutler agreed that the City will
not annex the roadway until all the area is annexed into the City. Beutler indicated that they work
with the County on how to do that process, but typically it has been when annexation occurs on
both sides of the road, then the City will take over road maintenance. Morrison asked about
access to the large parcel in the proposed commercial area. Beutler stated that the area is under
the same ownership and Applewood Way is not constructed and is only a platted right of way.
Morrison opened the public hearing.
Applicant: City of Idaho Falls
Support: None.
Opposition:
Ron Palmer, 2017 Duchesse Court, Idaho Falls, Idaho. Palmer owns property in Applewood.
Palmer is against the Annexation. Palmer indicated that this is a grasp by the City to make an
island in the County to further their allowance to get more property. Palmer stated that he grew
up in the County, bought a house in the County and thought he would die in the County. Palmer
stated that this annexation is a grab to expand for commercial use for somebody else to make a
profit.
Cherie Halst, 1695 N. Jonathan, Idaho Falls, Idaho. Halst stated that she has spoke with other
property owners on Jonathan and they are against this Annexation. Halst stated that this will raise

her property taxes to over double. Halst stated that there are Spanish people, senior citizens, and
low income and it will be a challenge if their taxes are raised. Halst stated that they see no
benefit from being annexed into the City. Halst stated that the lesser charge on sewer, water and
garbage, will not overshadow the increase in taxes. Halst stated that no one in the area can
handle this annexation well. Halst stated that they see no benefits, only more bills. Halst stated
that they do not want to pay more because the City needs more money, and that is how they feel,
that the City is taking the property because they need more money and that the annexation will
increase the ability for other people to redo and improve. Halst stated that they cannot improve in
their area as they are all mobile homes. Halst stated that the homes do not gain any value, they
only depreciate. Halst stated that the land might gain some value. Halst stated that they are not
stick built homes. Halst stated that when they re-did Lincoln they raised it higher and now the
water drains into their yard. Halst stated that when they moved in, there were no laws that
required them to have permanent foundations. Halst stated that there are only 2 homes in the
area that have basements and permanent foundations. Halst stated that now the law has changed
that they need to have a permanent foundation and now it is difficult to get a loan on a home in
the area if they wanted to sell. Halst stated that they are stuck where they are.
Lloyd Cox, 2174 E Lincoln Rd., Idaho Falls, Idaho. Cox owns 30 acres (storage units and
undeveloped) Cox stated that one reason that was given by the City for the annexation was that
they were providing services to the parcels involved in this annexation. Cox stated that he has no
City services to his property. Cox stated that his property was the plotted lots for the original
Applewood Subdivision. Cox stated that the original owners did the first stage and it was not
successful, and that is where the contract for the City to serve the area was given. Cox stated
that the original owners did agree to be annexed once they were adjacent to City property. Cox
stated that the property he bought was owned by several owners trying to finish the subdivision.
Cox stated that he bought the property from Betty Ritter (Owner of Ranch Homes). Cox stated
that Ritter had tried for 8 years to get the City to let them hook onto services. Cox stated that the
City would not allow it and changed the way they were doing things and did not provide services
unless you were annexed into the City. Cox stated that the renters tried to make the City enforce
the contract to provide services even though they weren’t adjacent, and the matter went to Court,
and the City won, and the contract was considered null and void as the original parties were not
involved, so there were no services provided. Cox stated that when he bought the property it had
been applied for and approved in the County to be commercial property and the plots had been
abandoned and it was one big commercial piece of property. Cox stated that he developed the
storage units. Cox stated that he is not receiving City services and in State Statute 50-222 it
states that one of the things that are necessary for the City to force an annexation is the property
has to be developing and Cox indicated he has not sold any property or attempted to sell any
property. Cox stated that he didn’t plot the two plots to sell, but rather because he had to, to
ensure access off Lincoln Road. Cox stated that there has been mention of the need to be
adjacent or contiguous. Cox stated that he has spent a lot of time on this item. Cox stated that he
went to the Assessor’s Office to find to find out which property had been annexed to make this
property adjacent, it took them a long time to find it because this property was approved in June.
Cox stated that he noticed that there is a gap between the properties. Cox stated that that the gap
is 33’ – 36’ of gap between the properties. Cox indicated that the City does have the ownership
of the canal, but it is not annexed. Cox stated that the State Statute reads in paragraph 2, last
sentence, that the property cannot be annexed using shoe string. Cox stated that he wants the
Commission to live to the State Statute. Cox stated that he called the State Tax Commission to

get their definition of what contiguous and adjacent and what constituted a shoe string. Cox sent
them the parcel numbers and the Tax Commission reviewed the information and called him back
and indicated that it does not meet the Statute and the Tax Commission would deny it. Cox
declared that if he is forced into doing this annexation he will make sure that the City gives him
his rights and he wants the City to give him his rights and he will do everything in his power to
see that he is given those rights. Cox stated that he wants his property to be removed from the
annexation or the fight will continue as it doesn’t meet the criteria of being adjacent or
contiguous and that has been confirmed by the State Tax Commission which has to approve the
annexation before it becomes legal.
Morrison closed the public hearing.
Randy Fife, Esq., addressed Lloyd Cox’s assertion about shoe string. Fife read from the Statute
50-222(2) “Provided further that said City Council shall not have the power to declare such land,
lots or blocks a part of said City if they will be connected to the City only by a shoestring or strip
of land which comprises a railroad or a highway right of way.” Fife indicated that a shoestring is
only considered by the law to be a shoe string if it is a railroad or a city right of way. Fife
indicated that this is not a highway right of way or a railroad. Fife stated that because this is a
category B annexation and not Category A then another assertion would be “connected to the
City” and if it is adjacent it is not required by the State Code to be contiguous because if it is
connected it doesn’t need to be connected and therefore it is still ok.
Morrison re-opened the public hearing.
Lloyd Cox, 2174 E Lincoln, Idaho Falls, Idaho. Cox asked to clarify the sentence that Fife
read. Cox read “Provided for that said City Council shall not have the power to declare such
land, lots, or block a part of said City if they will be connected to such City only by a shoe string
or a strip of land which comprises a railroad or a highway. Cox asserted it cannot have a shoe
string. Cox stated that it doesn’t mean that a shoe string comprises of a highway or railroad, it
just states you cannot have a shoe string, and the State Tax Commission has said that this
annexation will be denied as this is considered a shoe string. Cox stated that he spoke with Zack
Trout from the State Tax Commission. Cox indicated that Zack Trout went to his supervisors and
they met together and that is their conclusion.
Morrison closed the public hearing.
Swaney stated that based upon the presentation by the Staff and the comments by the City Legal
Staff, it appears that there is a proposed Category B Annexation that is appropriate, and the
proposed zones are consistent with the existing zones in the County. Swaney stated that the
direction they have received from City Council is not to gain additional tax revenue, but it is to
share the burden for the benefits that everybody in the community receives. Swaney stated that
the Commission needs to consider recommending approval of the annexation.
Morrison indicated that the Commission represents the entire City and there are many factors
that are taken into consideration.
Black stated that she has mixed feelings about annexations like this because in the City there is a
lot of vacant commercial areas, and it is difficult to annex new areas when there are vacant
commercial areas within the City. Black stated that there is growth in this area, and it was stated
that some of the growth was difficult because they couldn’t get City services, so it is a burden for

some of the property owners who would like to be within the City. Black stated that there is a
burden on the City and the County with the Fire Department and Police Department when they
get a call to dispatch they must figure out which area they are and who to send, so the City is
trying to clean up some of the County island and eliminate some of the problems. Black stated
that the comment about the City doing a grab for commercial profit is not accurate as the
property is commercial now and the County could allow any kind of commercial building. Black
agreed that the Commission has to make decisions for the benefit of the whole City. Black stated
that the City has a park that they have invested in that benefits a lot of this area. Black stated that
if the area becomes annexed into the City the road could be improved with sidewalks and that
would be a benefit to the area residents. Black again indicated that she has mixed feeling. Black
stated that if the State Tax Commission disagrees then they could deny the annexation.
Wimborne added that she has mixed feelings. Wimborne stated that it is clear with the pressure
for development around the area that before long this will become an enclaved property.
Wimborne stated that it does make sense to be proactive with this annexation because of the
development pressure in the area, and the property is within the Area of Impact. Wimborne
stated that the forced annexations are not easy and there are additional costs for the property
owners and it can be hard for the property owners to see where the benefits are. Wimborne
stated that in the long term these kinds of actions are for the best interest of the City as a whole.
Swaney moved to recommend to the Mayor and City Council approval of the Annexation
and Initial Zoning of RMH, R1, P and HC for 89.5 Acres, Sections 9 & 16, T 2N, R 38 E as
described and presented, Denney seconded the motion and it passed unanimously.

IDAHO FALLS PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT
Annexation and Initial Zoning of RMH, R1, P and HC
M&B: Approximately 89.5 Acres, Sections 9 & 16, T 2N, R 38E
June 19, 2018
Applicant: City of Idaho
Falls
Location: Generally south
of N Yellowstone Hwy.,
west of N 25th E, North of
Kearney St., and east of N
Woodruff Ave.
Size: Approx. 89.5 acres
Existing Zoning:
Site: County C-2, M-H,
R-1
North: County RA-1, C-2
South: County RA-1,
City LC
East: County C-2
West: County R-1, RA-1
Proposed Zoning:
HC, RMH, R1, P
Existing Land Uses:
Site:
Commercial,
Residential, Park
North: Agricultural
South: Agricultural
East:
Commercial
West: Agricultural
Future Land Use Map:
Low-Density Residential (a
change is under
consideration to
Commercial, Higher
Density, Industrial)
Attachments:
1. Maps
2. Aerial photos
3. Annexation Plan
4. Subdivision Plats in
the area

Community Development
Services

Requested Action: To recommend to the Mayor and City Council annexation and
initial zoning of RMH, R1, P and HC for M&B: Approximately 89.5 Acres, Sections 9
& 16, T 2N, R 38E.
Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends approval of the annexation and
recommends an initial zoning of RMH, R1, P and HC as identified because the parcels
are associated with outside user agreements, receive services, are within the area of
impact and will allow the orderly development and efficient, equitable and economical
delivery of municipal services within the urbanizing area.
History: In early 2014 staff was directed to study the effects of the city’s past policy to
extend utilities outside city limits. Staff found that approximately 300 properties
receive city services outside city limits. Some of these properties have agreements to
annex once contiguous, but annexation has not occurred as those properties became
eligible. In consultation with staff, the City Council adopted a policy to annex eligible
properties receiving services and to begin with Category “A” annexations. The city has
since been systematically processing annexations for these parcels. With exception of
Lincoln Park, a city owned parcel the other properties are associated with an agreement
for city services.
Annexation: This area is being considered for annexation because it is part of the 300
properties that were initially identified as having city services or agreements for
services. This area became contiguous and eligible for annexation in May of this year
as the result of an annexation that took place to the south and west.
Additionally, property owners to the northeast of this area have approached the city and
requested annexation in order to take advantage of city utilities existing within Lincoln
Road. These properties would otherwise not be contiguous to city limits and would not
be eligible for annexation. State Statute 50-222 declares and determines that it is the
policy of the State of Idaho that cities should be able to annex lands which are
reasonably necessary to assure the orderly development of cities to allow efficient and
economically viable provision of tax-supported services, to enable the orderly
development of private lands which benefit from the cost-effective availability of
municipal services in urbanizing areas and to equitably allocate the cost of services in
management of development on the urban fringe.
The city’s comprehensive plan also encourages development in areas served by public
utilities or where extensions of facilities are least costly. Water and sewer mains are
already present in Lincoln Road and have provided service in this area since the early
80’s. Since the city modified its policy regarding extending services outside city limits
this area has seen slow growth because of the difficulty for properties to become
contiguous and be eligible for annexation.
(Continued Next Page)
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Previously the city has been initiating, as part of its annexation policy, the annexation of parcels which
are enclaved or surrounded by the city. This area is not yet enclaved and has only just become contiguous
recently. Staff is recommending being proactive in pursuing annexation because the parcels are
associated with outside user agreements, receive services, are within the area of impact and will allow the
orderly development and efficient, equitable and economical delivery of municipal services within the
urbanizing area. Part of the city’s reasoning in implementing a policy which does not allow for the
extension of services outside city limits is because it discourages orderly growth and allows for leapfrog
development and the creation of urban islands within undeveloped areas of the county. This development
is created at great expense to both the property owner and the city for long term maintenance. It creates
inequities and inefficiencies in the delivery of services. If the city were to delay in seeking annexation
until this area was enclaved it would result in the expansion of the urban island in the county, while
delaying and preventing development within the city. Property owners and the city would be exposed to
additional costs in seeking annexation at a later date.
Annexation will also allow Lincoln Park, a city owned and maintained park into the city limits. This also
adds to the efficient delivery of municipal services.
This is a Category “B” annexation. A Category “B” annexation requires the preparation and publication
of an annexation plan (attached) as well as a public hearing. Properties can be classified as a Category
“B” annexation when the area is contiguous or adjacent to the city and is within the city’s area of impact.
The properties are contiguous at the southwest corner. State statute does not allow the city to annex land
only by a shoestring or strip of land which comprises a railroad or highway right-of-way. It’s not
uncommon for properties to only be contiguous at a single point and there are multiple examples of this in
the city. The properties are within the city’s area of impact, refer to the attached zoning map.
Properties are also eligible for a Category “B” annexation when the properties have been subdivided into
lots or parcels of five acres or less or the owner has sold or begun to sell land in parcels of five acres or
less. This is evident by the several subdivisions created in the area which have included division of
properties into tracts of less than five acres. The first subdivision in the area was Applewood Place, see
attached, which was platted in 1980 and included 101 lots on approximately 39 acres. Only one division
of Applewood Place was completed and includes the area along Duchess Drive and Jonathon Avenue.
There have been two amendments to the Applewood Pace plat that have included the residential lots
along Lincoln Road, east of Jonathan Avenue. Additional phases of this development were outlined in a
preliminary plat for Parkside Addition in 2001, but none of the division of Parkside Additions were
constructed. Subsequently the remaining divisions of Applewood Place were vacated by the county in
2004 and there have been additional plats of the property along Applewood Way with two plats identified
as Liberty Park Divisions 1 and 2, attached. Some existing parcel configurations in this area are larger
than five acres, but it is clear that the original parcel which included 39 acres has been sold or begun to be
sold in parcels of five acres or less. The remaining parcels include residential parcels along Lincoln
Road, Lincoln Park and the four parcels that make up Pinewood Estates. Staff, along with the City
Attorney’s Office have reviewed the parcel divisions and have determined that they qualify and are
eligible for annexation.
Zoning:
The area is proposed to have an initial zoning of RMH, R1, P and HC.
RMH, Residential Mobile and Manufactured Home Zone: It’s proposed that the Pinewood Estates
Manufactured Housing Community on the north side of Lincoln Road be zoned RMH. This property
includes four parcels and has been developed as a housing community with private management, roads
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and amenities. The RMH Zone is consistent with the development and the zoning of similar
developments within the city.
R1, Single Dwelling Residential Zone: This includes individual parcels along Lincoln Road that are
currently being used for single dwelling residential units. This also includes the Applewood Place
subdivision. It was commented in the neighborhood meeting that an RMH Zoning might be more
appropriate. The properties are currently zoned MH Manufactured Home within Bonneville County and
the subdivision was developed as a manufactured home development. The RMH Zone has a larger side
yard setback (10-feet) than the R1 Zone which is 6-feet. Applying the RMH Zone would make several of
the structures nonconforming whereas the properties can meet the side setback of the R1 Zone without
being nonconforming. The MH Zone in the county does have a reduced rear setback of 8-feet. Both the
R1 and RMH Zone have a rear setback of 25-feet so both would cause nonconforming issues. Any
nonconforming structures that have been permitted by the county would be allowed to remain at their
current location. Staff continues to recommend that this area be zoned R1 because it will create less
nonconformities. Lot sizes and frontage onto platted streets also match up with an R1 designation.
P, Parks and Open Space Zone: Lincoln Park is an existing developed park that includes tennis courts,
playground, open space, shelters and restrooms. This designation is consistent with other city owned and
maintained park facilities.
HC, Highway Commercial Zone: This area includes the properties off of Applewood Way, east and
south of Applewood Place. One of the parcels has been developed within the county as storage units with
outside storage. HC is the first zoned that allows for the outside storage and is necessary so the property
is not made nonconforming. Additionally the county has currently zoned this area as C-2. The HC
zoning is consistent with the C-2 and is consistent with proposed changes to the comprehensive plan to
identify this area as commercial.
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Comprehensive Plan Policies:
Residential development should reflect the economic and social diversity of Idaho Falls.
New and existing developments should foster inclusiveness and connectivity through mixed housing
types and sizes and neighborhood connections through paths, parks, open spaces, and streets. Page 40.
Residential lots adjacent to arterial streets shall have reverse frontage and deeper lots than typical
lots within the subdivision. Such lots shall have larger rear yard, or side yard setbacks, if
applicable.
The zoning ordinance should be modified to require greater setbacks from arterial streets on residential
properties. The subdivision ordinance should be modified to require a landscape buffer and uniform
fencing along arterial streets. This buffer should be maintained by a homeowners’ association. Page 41
Limited neighborhood services shall be provided at the intersection of arterial streets and collector
streets. Access to such services shall only be from collectors.
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Convenience stores, dry cleaners, and other small retail stores designed to serve the immediate
neighborhood should be located at an entrance of the neighborhood to be served by such development.
Page 41
Arterial corners shall support higher density housing, quasi-public services, or
community/neighborhood commercial services.
Lots at the corners shall be of sufficient size to assure any access to the arterial, if permitted, shall be in
accordance with the guidelines of 2012 Updated Access Management Plan prepared by the Bonneville
Metropolitan Planning Organization. Page 41
Higher density housing should be located closer to service areas and those streets designed to move
traffic, such as arterial streets and collectors, with access only to the collector street.
Apartments and townhouses are located adjacent to arterial and collector streets for two reasons. Larger
lots necessary for higher density housing offer opportunities for building layout, setbacks, and buffering
with berms and fences to minimize the impact of street noise. If apartments and townhouses are located
close to arterial streets, traffic from apartments will not move through neighborhoods. However, higher
density housing should still be clustered: it should not be used to line arterial streets. Page 42
Require perimeter landscaping for new commercial development.
Perimeter landscaping is not required for heavier commercial and industrial zones. Perimeter landscaping
in all zones along our major highways will reduce the visual impact of parking areas and create more
attractive entrance ways. To be effective, perimeter landscaping twenty to thirty feet in width is needed.
The Urban Land Institute notes landscaping at least ten percent of the total site and twenty percent of the
parking area is reasonable for commercial development. Page 47
To reduce land use conflicts, existing land uses are recognized as starting points for future land use
patterns. Page 59
Encourage development in areas served by public utilities or where extensions of facilities are least
costly.
Not only is a compact city convenient but the provision of public facilities is less expensive. Growth does
not always occur at the fringe of a community. Vacant lands or underutilized parcels may redevelop to
more intensive uses which use existing utilities. In the Broadway-Utah Avenue area between I-15 and
Snake River Parkway, 42 properties redeveloped in the period from 1989 to 2013, over 1,800 jobs were
created, and assessed valuations increased by $141 million. The City should continue programs which use
private/public partnerships to redevelop the land inside the City’s boundaries. Page 67
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Annexation Plan

Lincoln Road Area

I.

The Manner of Providing Tax-Supported Municipal Services to the Lands Proposed to be
Annexed
a. Fire Protection Services: Fire protection and emergency medical services for the City of
Idaho Falls and parts of Bonneville County, including this area, are provided by the Idaho
Falls Fire Department. The ratio of firefighters to 1,000-population is above average for
communities with similar populations. Within the area proposed for annexation there are
six fire hydrants connected to the city’s water system. See the attached Fire Stations and
Service Boundaries Map.
b. Parks and Recreation Services: The Idaho Falls Parks and Recreation Division maintains
the city’s parks, properties, golf courses, zoo, cemeteries and other recreation facilities as
well as the city’s landscaped medians, rights-of-way, grounds for public buildings, and
storm water retention ponds. They also plant and maintain all trees, plants, and flowers
on city property and take care of playground equipment and monuments. Lincoln Park, a
city owned and operated park facility is within the proposed annexation. The properties
in this annexation also are within close proximity of other Idaho Falls park facilities. See
the attached Park and Recreation Map.
c. Street Services: The 2013 Background Study of the Comprehensive Plan identifies that
the Public Works Department also maintains over 300 miles of city roadways. As part of
this maintenance the Streets Division also provides snow removal. Applewood Way,
when constructed, Duchess Drive and Court, and Jonathon Avenue will become the
responsibility of the city to maintain and provide snow removal. Lincoln Road, for the
time being, will continue to be maintained by Bonneville County as only segments of the
right-of-way are within the annexation boundaries. Lincoln Road, between Woodruff
Avenue and E 25th Street is within the city’s area of impact and could become city rightof-way once the surrounding properties annexed.
d. Library Services: Public libraries began in Idaho Falls in 1884 when a public reading
room containing three to four hundred volumes was opened by the Baptist Church. In
1908, this library was turned over to the City of Idaho Falls. The City created a library
board and set a property tax levy exclusively earmarked for library purposes. In 1980, the
Bonneville County Commissioners formed a Bonneville County Library District. One
year after formation, the Board contracted with the Idaho Falls Public Library to provide
free services in Bonneville County outside the City of Idaho Falls. Small library branches
supported by the library district are located at the Iona City Hall and the Swan Valley
Elementary School. As part of the annexation the properties will no longer be assessed
the Bonneville County Library District tax levy.
a. Police Protection Services: The City of Idaho Falls Police Department provides police
services within the corporate limits of Idaho Falls. The police department operates out of
a central facility located at 605 North Capital Avenue, which also houses the Bonneville
County Sheriff’s operations. The department also operates an animal control center which
was built in 1999-2000 as well as the dispatch center that serves all public safety agencies
in the City of Idaho Falls, and Bonneville County.

II.

The Changes in Taxation and Other Costs Which Would Result if the Subject Lands Were to be
Annexed (See attached Cost Differential Comparison sheet)

III.

The Means of Providing Fee-Supported Municipal Services, if any, to the Lands Proposed to be
Annexed
a. Water Services: The Idaho Falls Water Division provides water service within the
corporate limits of the City of Idaho Falls. This service consists of water supply, storage,
and distribution. There are city maintained waterlines located in Lincoln Road, Jonathon
Avenue, Duchess Court and Duchess Drive. Many of properties included in this
annexation already use the city’s water system and the ones that do not will have the
ability to connect to the city’s water system if the owners decide to. Those who currently
have the city’s water service will see a rate reduction as they are annexed.
b. Sanitary Sewer Services: The Idaho Falls Sewer Division provides wastewater service
within the corporate limits of the City of Idaho Falls. This service consists of collection,
conveyance, treatment, and disposal. Wastewater management also includes storm water
collection. There are city maintained sewer lines located in Lincoln Road, Jonathon
Avenue, Duchess Court and Duchess Drive. Many of properties included in this
annexation already use the city’s wastewater system and the ones that do not will have
the ability to connect to the city’s wastewater system if the owners decide to. Those who
currently have the city’s wastewater service will see a rate reduction as they are annexed.
c. Garbage Collection Services: The proposed properties currently contract their own
sanitation service. Following annexation they will be served by the city’s Sanitation
Division at the standard rates.
d. Recreation Services: The Parks and Recreation Department is responsible for the
development and implementation of leisure activities for participants of all ages and
interests. These program activities take place throughout the city. They manage the Idaho
Falls Zoo, three golf courses, the Aquatic Center, the Wayne Lehto Ice Arena, the
Activity Center, and the Recreation Center. City rate discounts where applicable will be
available to the annexed properties for the recreation programs offered by the department.
e. Electric Power Services: The City of Idaho Falls has provided electrical energy services
to the residents and businesses of the City since 1900. Currently, the electric utility
service area is approximately 20 square miles and provides services to approximately
22,500 residential customers and 3,700 commercial and industrial customers. The city
owns and operates four hydroelectric generating facilities located on the Snake River.
The annexed properties that are not currently on Idaho Falls Power service will have the
option to request to switch providers. Such requests must be coordinated through Idaho
Fall Power

IV.

The Proposed Future Land Use Plan and Zoning Designation, Subject to a Public Hearing
a. Comprehensive Plan: The properties located within this annexation area are currently
designated as Low Density residential in the Comprehensive Plan. The city and county
Planning and Zoning Commission have just recently completed area of impact discussion
regarding comprehensive plan designations in this area. The joint Planning and Zoning
Commissions have recommended that the city amend its comprehensive plan in this area
to show commercial uses as is shown in the county’s comprehensive plan. The city is
processing a comprehensive plan amendment in this area that is proposed to change the
designation from predominately low density residential to a mix of low and high density

residential, commercial and highway related industrial. These designations better reflect
current land uses and county zoning in the area.
b. Zoning: The proposed zoning for each parcel is identified in the attached Zoning Map.
These zones include:
R1 Single Dwelling Residential Zone. This zone provides a residential zone
which is representative of a less automobile-oriented, more walkable development
pattern, characterized by somewhat smaller lot widths; and a somewhat denser residential
environment than is characteristic of the RP Residential Park Zone. The principal uses in
the R1 Residential Zone shall be single detached and attached dwelling units. This zone
is also generally located near limited commercial services that provide daily household
needs.
RMH Residential Mobile and Manufactured Home Zone. This zone provides a
residential zone which is characterized by a medium density residential environment. A
manufactured or mobile home subdivision, mobile home park, or travel trailer park are
special facilities specifically designed to accommodate mobile or recreational vehicles
which may not conform to the requirements for permanent location within other
residential Zones within the City are allowed within this zone.

HC Highway and General Commercial Zone. This zone provides a commercial
zone for retail and service uses serving the traveling public. Characteristics of the
Zone are buildings set back from the right-of-way line to promote safety on the
highway and maintain maximum use of highway right-of-way for travel purposes,
and a wide variety of architectural forms and shapes. This Zone should be located
at specific locations along highways leading into the City.
P Parks and Open Space Zone. This zone provides a park zone and protects open space
within the City for preservation and recreational use. Another purpose of this zone is to
identify the appropriate location and efficient layout of public parks and playgrounds.
This zone will harmonize the various features and facilities of parks and playgrounds
with the surrounding area. This zone also interconnects park and open space systems
linked by trails, greenways, or other public corridors.

Map 23: Fire Stations & Service
Boundaries

61

Map 25: Neighborhood Park
Service Boundaries

69

Cost Differential Comparisons for City Services1
When a property is annexed, there is no requirement to connect to City water, sewer, or power. The
rates below are for information purposes only. Please contact a staff member if you would like to
discuss specific rates and fees for your property.
Tax Levy Rates2
Bonneville County:
Idaho Falls:

.004093435
.009513186

Water Rates
1” Initial Hookup Fee (If a property doesn’t already have the service):
Monthly Rate in City:
$30.10
Monthly Rate in County:
$60.20

$1,575.00

Sewer Rates
Initial Hookup Fee (If a property doesn’t already have the service):
Monthly Rate in City:
$22.80
Monthly Rate in County:
$25.80

$1,074.15

Power Rates
Monthly cost for power varies by usage. Idaho Falls Power’s residential base rate is roughly 1/3 the cost
of Rocky Mountain Power. If you would like a comparison of what your monthly bill would be if you
were an Idaho Falls Power customer, please contact Richard Malloy at 208-612-8428.
Sanitation Rates
Monthly Rate for Residential:

1

$9.45

Rates and fees are for residential use. Rates and fees may vary for commercial uses.
This is just a comparison of the City and County levy rates. When annexed, some of the levies, such as Fire
District levies, will no longer be assessed. For a full comparison of what your tax bill would be if annexed into the
City please contact the County Assessor’s office.
2

ORDINANCE NO. ____________
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO, A
MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO; PROVIDING
FOR THE ANNEXATION OF APPROXIMATELY 0.43 ACRES
DESCRIBED IN SECTION 1 OF THIS ORDINANCE, AMENDING THE
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE CITY WITH THE APPROPRIATE
COUNTY AND STATE AUTHORITIES; AND PROVIDING
SEVERABILITY,
PUBLICATION
BY
SUMMARY,
AND
ESTABLISHING EFFECTIVE DATE.
WHEREAS, the lands described in Section 1 of this Ordinance are contiguous and adjacent to
the City limits of the City of Idaho Falls, Idaho; and
WHEREAS, such lands described herein are subject to annexation to the City pursuant to the
provisions of Idaho Code Section 50-222, and other laws, as amended; and
WHEREAS, the annexation of the lands described in Exhibit A is reasonably necessary to assure
the orderly development of the City in order to allow efficient and economically viable provision
of tax-supported and fee-supported municipal services; to enable the orderly development of
private lands which benefit from a cost-effective availability of City services in urbanizing areas;
and to equitably allocate the costs of City/public services in management of development on the
City’s urban fringe; and
WHEREAS, the City has authority to annex lands into the City upon compliance with
procedures required in Idaho Code Section 50-222, as amended; and
WHEREAS, the lands annexed by this Ordinance are not connected to the City only by a
“shoestring” or a strip of land which comprises a railroad or right-of-way; and
WHEREAS, all private landowners have consented to annexation of such lands where necessary;
and
WHEREAS, the lands to be annexed are contiguous to the City and the City of Idaho Falls
Comprehensive Plan includes the area of annexation; and
WHEREAS, after considering the written and oral comments of property owners whose lands
would be annexed and other affected persons, City Council specifically makes the following
findings:
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1) That the lands annexed meet the applicable requirements of Idaho Code Section
50-222 and does not fall within exceptions or conditional exceptions contained in
Idaho Code Section 50-222;
2) The annexation is consistent with public purposes addressed in annexation and
related plans prepared by the City; and
3) Annexation of the lands described in Section 1 are reasonably necessary for the
orderly development of the City; and
WHEREAS, it appears to the City Council that the lands described hereinbelow in Section 1 of
this Ordinance should be annexed to and become a part of the City of Idaho Falls, Idaho; and
WHEREAS, the City wishes to exercise jurisdiction over the annexed lands in a way that
promotes the orderly development of such lands; and
WHEREAS, the City of Idaho Falls Comprehensive Plan sets out policies and strategies
designed to promote and sustain future growth within the City; and
WHEREAS, for consistency with the Comprehensive Plan, the Council desires to designate the
lands within the area of annexation as “Lower Density Residential”; and
WHEREAS, such designation is consistent with policies and principles contained within the City
of Idaho Falls Comprehensive Plan; and
WHEREAS, the City desires the City of Idaho Falls Comprehensive Plan Map to be amended to
reflect the designation contained in this Ordinance.
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO, as follows:
SECTION 1. Annexation of Property. The lands described in Exhibit A are hereby annexed to
the City of Idaho Falls, Idaho.
SECTION 2. Amended Map and Legal Description. The City Clerk shall file a certified copy of
this Ordinance with the Bonneville County Auditor, Treasurer, and Assessor, within ten (10)
days after the effective date hereof. The City Engineer shall, within ten (10) days after such
effective date, file an amended legal description and map of the City, with the Bonneville County
Recorder and Assessor and the Idaho State Tax Commission, all in accordance with Idaho Code
Section 63-2215.
SECTION 3. Findings. That the findings contained in the recitals of this Ordinance be, and the
same are hereby, adopted as the official City Council findings for this Ordinance, and that any
further findings relative to this Ordinance shall be contained in the officially adopted Council
minutes of the meeting in which this Ordinance was passed.
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SECTION 4. Savings and Severability Clause. The provisions and parts of this Ordinance are
intended to be severable. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance should be
held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or
unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other section, sentence,
clause or phrase of this Ordinance.
SECTION 5. Publication. This Ordinance, or a summary thereof in compliance with Idaho
Code, shall be published once in the official newspaper of the City, and shall take effect
immediately upon its passage, approval, and publication.
SECTION 6. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its
passage, approval and publication.

PASSED BY THE COUNCIL AND APPROVED BY THE MAYOR this
, 2019.

day of

Rebecca L. Noah Casper, Mayor
ATTEST:
Kathy Hampton, City Clerk
(SEAL)
STATE OF IDAHO
County of Bonneville

)
: ss.
)

I, KATHY HAMPTON, CITY CLERK OF THE CITY OF IDAHO FALLS,
IDAHO, DO HEREBY CERTIFY:
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That the above and foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of the
Ordinance entitled: “AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF IDAHO FALLS,
IDAHO, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO;
PROVIDING FOR THE ANNEXATION OF APPROXIMATELY 0.43
ACRES DESCRIBED IN SECTION 1 OF THIS ORDINANCE,
AMENDING THE LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE CITY WITH THE
APPROPRIATE COUNTY AND STATE AUTHORITIES; AND
PROVIDING SEVERABILITY, PUBLICATION BY SUMMARY, AND
ESTABLISHING EFFECTIVE DATE.”

Kathy Hampton, City Clerk
(SEAL)
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REASONED STATEMENT OF RELEVANT CRITERIA AND STANDARDS
ANNEXATION OF M&B: APPROXIMATELY 0.43 ACRES SECTION 16, T 2N, R 38E
LOCATED GENERALLY SOUTH OF LINCOLN RD., WEST OF N 25TH E, NORTH
OF KEARNEY ST., AND EAST OF N WOODRUFF AVENUE.
WHEREAS, the applicant filed an application for annexation on May 8, 2018; and
WHEREAS, this matter came before the Idaho Falls Planning and Zoning Commission during a
duly noticed public hearing on June 19, 2018; and
WHEREAS, this matter came before the Idaho Falls City council during a duly noticed public
hearing on March 28, 2019; and
WHEREAS, having reviewed the application, including all exhibits entered and having
considered the issues presented:
I.

RELEVANT CRITERIA AND STANDARDS

1. The City Council considered the request pursuant to City of Idaho Falls Zoning Ordinance, the Local
Land Use Planning Act, and other applicable development regulations.
2. The area is approximate .43 acres located generally south of Lincoln Rd., west of N 25th E, north of
Kearney St., and east of N Woodruff Avenue.
3. These parcels are within the city’s area of impact.
4. The Comprehensive Plan designates this area as Lower Density Residential.
5. This is a Category “B” annexation, initiated by the City. The City has followed Category “B”
annexation procedures set forth in Idaho Statute 50-222(5)(b).
6. The City has prepared an annexation plan for the area pursuant to State Statute 50-222(5)(b)(iii)
demonstrating the how the City will provide tax-supported and fee-supported municipal services, a
brief analysis of potential effects of annexation, and the proposed comprehensive plan map and zoning
designations proposed for the area.
7. The proposed Annexation is consistent with the principles of the Comprehensive Plan of the City of
Idaho Falls.
8. Annexation of the area will allow for the orderly development and efficient, equitable and economical
delivery of municipal services within the urbanizing area.

II.

DECISION

Based on the above Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria, the City Council of the City of Idaho Falls
approved the annexation as presented.
PASSED BY CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IDAHO FALLS
THIS ______ DAY OF ____________, 2019

_____________________________________
Rebecca Casper - Mayor

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO, A MUNICIPAL
CORPORATION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO; PROVIDING FOR THE INITIAL
ZONING OF APPROXIMATELY 0.43 ACRES DESCRIBED IN SECTION 1
AND EXHIBIT A OF THIS ORDINANCE AS R1 ZONE; AND PROVIDING
SEVERABILITY, PUBLICATION BY SUMMARY, AND ESTABLISHING
EFFECTIVE DATE.
WHEREAS, the proposed initial zoning district of lands described in Section 1 and Exhibit A is R1
Zone for such annexed lands such zoning is consistent with the current City of Idaho Falls
Comprehensive Plan Land use designation “Lower Density Residential”; and
WHEREAS, the proposed zoning district is consistent and compatible with the existing and
surrounding zoning districts and is consistent with the City of Idaho Falls Comprehensive Plan;
and
WHEREAS, Idaho Falls Planning and Zoning Commission held a duly noticed public hearing on
June 19, 2018, and recommended approval of zoning the subject property to R1 Zone; and
WHEREAS, the Idaho Falls City Council conducted a duly noticed public hearing and passed a
motion to approve this zoning on March 28, 2019.
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO, AS FOLLOWS:
SECTION 1: Legal Description. The lands described in Exhibit A are hereby zoned as R1 Single
Dwelling Residential.
SECTION 2. Zoning. That the property described in Section 1 of this Ordinance be and the
same hereby is zoned “R1" and the City Planner is hereby ordered to make the necessary
amendments to the official maps of the City of Idaho Falls which are on file at the City Planning
Department Offices, 680 Park Avenue.
SECTION 3. Savings and Severability Clause. The provisions and parts of this Ordinance are
intended to be severable. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance should be
held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or
unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other section, sentence,
clause or phrase of this Ordinance.
SECTION 4. Publication. This Ordinance, or a summary thereof in compliance with Idaho
Code, shall be published once in the official newspaper of the City, and shall take effect
immediately upon its passage, approval, and publication.
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SECTION 5. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its
passage, approval and publication.
PASSED by the City Council and APPROVED by the Mayor of the City of Idaho Falls, Idaho,
this
day of
, 2019.
CITY OF IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO

Rebecca L. Noah Casper, Mayor

ATTEST:

Kathy Hampton, City Clerk
(SEAL)

STATE OF IDAHO
County of Bonneville

)
) ss:
)

I, KATHY HAMPTON, CITY CLERK OF THE CITY OF IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO, DO
HEREBY CERTIFY:
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That the above and foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of the Ordinance
entitled, “AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO, A
MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO; PROVIDING FOR
THE INITIAL ZONING OF APPROXIMATELY 0.43 ACRES DESCRIBED IN
SECTION 1 AND EXHIBIT A OF THIS ORDINANCE AS R1 ZONE; AND
PROVIDING SEVERABILITY, PUBLICATION BY SUMMARY, AND
ESTABLISHING EFFECTIVE DATE.”

Kathy Hampton, City Clerk
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REASONED STATEMENT OF RELEVANT CRITERIA AND STANDARDS
INITIAL ZONING OF R1 (SINGLE DWELLING RESIDENTIAL) ZONE OF .43
ACRES LOCATED IN M&B: APPROXIMATELY 0.43 ACRES SECTION 16, T 2N, R
38E AND GENERALLY SOUTH OF LINCOLN RD., WEST OF N 25TH E, NORTH OF
KEARNEY ST., AND EAST OF N WOODRUFF AVENUE.
WHEREAS, the applicant filed an application for annexation on May 8, 2018; and
WHEREAS, this matter came before the Idaho Falls Planning and Zoning Commission during a
duly noticed public hearing on June 19, 2018; and
WHEREAS, this matter came before the Idaho Falls City council during a duly noticed public
hearing on March 28, 2018; and
WHEREAS, having reviewed the application, including all exhibits entered and having
considered the issues presented:
I.

RELEVANT CRITERIA AND STANDARDS

1. The City Council considered the request pursuant to City of Idaho Falls Zoning Ordinance, the Local
Land Use Planning Act, and other applicable development regulations.
2. The property is approximate .43 acres located generally south of Lincoln Rd., west of N 25th E, north
of Kearney St., and east of N Woodruff Avenue.
3. The Comprehensive Plan identifies this area as Low Density Residential designation.
4. The proposed zoning of R1 is consistent with the current land uses and existing zoning in the area.
5. The application is a Category “B” annexation.
6. The proposed initial is consistent with the principles of the Comprehensive Plan of the City of Idaho
Falls.

II.

DECISION

Based on the above Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria, the City Council of the City of Idaho Falls
approved the initial zoning as presented.
PASSED BY CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IDAHO FALLS
THIS

DAY OF

, 2019

Rebecca Casper - Mayor

