WELCOME
To a Regular Meeting of the
Coeur d'Alene City Council
Held in the Library Community Room at 6:00 P.M.
AGENDA

VISION STATEMENT

Our vision of Coeur d’Alene is of a beautiful, safe city that promotes a high quality of life and
sound economy through excellence in government.

The purpose of the Agenda is to assist the Council and interested citizens in the conduct of the
public meeting. Careful review of the Agenda is encouraged. Testimony from the public will be
solicited for any item or issue listed under the category of Public Hearings. Any individual who
wishes to address the Council on any other subject should plan to speak when Item E - Public
Comments is identified by the Mayor. The Mayor and Council will not normally allow
audience participation at any other time.

February 6, 2024
A. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL
B. INVOCATION: Pastor Tyler Morton with the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints
C. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

D. AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA: Any items added less than forty-eight (48) hours
prior to the meeting are added by Council motion at this time. Action Item.

E. PUBLIC COMMENTS: (Each speaker will be allowed a maximum of 3 minutes to address
the City Council on matters that relate to City government business. Please be advised that the
City Council can only take official action for those items listed on the agenda.)

***ITEMS BELOW ARE CONSIDERED TO BE ACTION ITEMS
F. ANNOUNCEMENTS

1. City Council
2. Mayor -
a. Sidewalk Snow Removal discussion
b. Appointment of Kenny Gabriel to the Personnel Appeals Board.

G. CONSENT CALENDAR: Being considered routine by the City Council, these items will be
enacted by one motion unless requested by a Councilmember that one or more items be
removed for later discussion.

1. Approval of Council Minutes for the January 16, 2023 and January 22, 2024, Council
Meetings.
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Approval of Bills as Submitted.

3. Setting of General Services/Public Works Committee Meeting for Monday, February 12,
2024, at 12:00 noon.

4. Setting of a Public Hearings for March 5, 2024: ZC-1-24; A Zone Change request from
NC (Neighborhood Commercial) to C-17 for property located at the SE corner of the
intersection of 15 Street and Best Avenue; requested by GS4 Property Inc.

5. Approval of Cemetery lots Repurchase; Delora and Charles Brooks; Section RIV, Block

H, Lots 347 and 348 in the amount of $1,000.00

As recommend by the City Clerk

Approval of SS-22-05, Springhaven Place Final Plat

Approval of SS-23-10, Heritage Square 1% Addition, Final Plat

8. Approval of SS-23-13c, La Vista at Atlas Waterfront Condominiums, Final Plat

As recommended by the City Engineer

~No

H. OTHER BUSINESS:

1. Resolution No. 24-011 - Approval of Change Order #2 in the amount of $32,197.89 to
the Contract with Wood Boat Builders, LLC, d/b/a StanCraft Construction Group, for
the Streets & Engineering Building Remodel Project.

Staff Report by: Todd Feusier, Streets and Engineering Director

2. Resolution No. 24-012 - Approval of the purchase of Water Meter Boxes from the
lowest responsive bidder, Consolidated Supply Company, in the amount of $85,311.58,
in accordance with the purchasing policy adopted by Resolution No. 17-061.

Staff Report by: Glen Poelstra, Water Department Assistant Director

3. Resolution No. 24-013 - Approving a revised Pavement Cut Policy

Staff Report by: Todd Feusier, Streets and Engineering Director

4. Resolution No. 24-014 - Revoking the voluntary reallocation of the City’s share of the
Idaho State Opioid Settlement to Panhandle Health District, and approving the use of
said funds to create an opioid task force by adding two positions to the Police
Department in FY 24-25 for that purpose.

Staff Report by: Police Chief Lee White

5. Resolution No. 24-015 - Approving the final payment for two (2) loaders leased from
Western States Equipment.

Staff Report by: Mike Anderson, Wastewater Director
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6. Provide direction and budget authority to the City Administrator to fill the City
Treasurer/Finance Director position.

Staff Report by: Troy Tymesen, City Administrator

I. PUBLIC HEARING:
Feel free to sign up to testify in advance at https://www.cdaid.org/signinpublic/Signinformlist

1. (Quasi-judicial) — ZC-1-23; request for a zone change from the R-17 (MO — Midtown
Overlay) to the C-17L (MO) zoning district, Location: 707 N. 4th Street; requester: Jay
Lange

Staff Report by: Sean Holm, Senior Planner

a. Council Bill 24-1001, Approving ZC-1-23; request for a zone change from the R-17
(MO - Midtown Overlay) to the C-17L (MO) zoning district, Location: 707 N. 4th
Street.

J. ADJOURNMENT

This meeting is aired live on CDA TV Spectrum Cable Channel 1301, TDS Channel 5,
and on Facebook live through the City’s Facebook page.
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Coeur d'Alene
CITY COUNCIL MEETING

February 06, 2024

MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL:

Jim Hammond, Mayor
Council Members McEvers, English, Evans, Gookin, Miller, Wood
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ANNOUNCEMENTS



MEMO TO COUNCIL

DATE: FEBRUARY 6, 2024

RE: APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS/COMMISSIONS/COMMITTEES

The following appointment is presented for your consideration for the February 6, 2024, Council
Meeting:

PERSONNEL APPEALS BOARD KENNEY GABRIEL

A Copy of the data sheet has been placed in front of your mailboxes.

Sincerely,

Renata McLeod
City Clerk



CONSENT CALENDAR



MINUTES OF A REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, IDAHO,
HELD AT THE LIBRARY COMMUNITY ROOM

January 16, 2024

The Mayor and Council of the City of Coeur d’Alene met in a regular session of said Council at
the Coeur d’Alene City Library Community Room on January 16, 2024 at 6:00 p.m., there being
present upon roll call the following members:

James Hammond, Mayor

Dan Gookin ) Members of Council Present
Kiki Miller )
Dan English )
Woody McEvers )
Amy Evans )

)

Christie Wood
CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Hammond called the meeting to order.

INVOCATION: Pastor Kirk E. Anderson with Lutheran Church of the Master provided the
invocation.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: Evan Horan and Kai Owens with Scout Troop #3 led the pledge
of allegiance.

PUBLIC COMMENTS:

Kevin Jester, Coeur d’Alene, thanked the Council for the work they do in the community. He
noted that he has lived in the college campus area and was a Coeur d’Alene business owner for
over 20 years. He would like to ensure quality of life for the community by requesting an
amendment to the Comprehensive Plan to make the North Idaho College (NIC) campus a
“university zoning district” to safeguard it from future development other than a higher
education use. Due to the unprecedented status of the accreditation of NIC, this zoning would
provide stability to the current property use.

Patty Jester, Coeur d’Alene, noted she was in support of the university zoning district.

Johnathan Burns, Coeur d’Alene, spoke in support of a university district and would like higher
education protected.

Ann Melbourn, Coeur d’Alene, spoke in support of the university zoning district.

Kathryn Boss, Coeur d’Alene, stated she was a 34-year property owner in the Fort Grounds area
and spoke in support of the university zoning district. She expressed concern about the future of



the property.

Bill Elliot, Coeur d’Alene, spoke in support of the university zoning district. As parents of NIC
graduates they would like it to remain an educational use for the future.

COUNCIL ANNOUNCEMENTS:

Councilmember Wood noted that the City Attorney prepared a white paper on what a university
district is and it is something the Council could do. She felt the Council should plan for the
worst by having City staff prepare the documents that would provide the City the ability to create
a university district. She noted that the college has not responded to requests to speak about the
subject.

Councilmember English said he would support exploring a university district.

Councilmember Gookin stated that he concurs with the university district as the property is
public and this would provide a method for the property to stay public, for educational purposes.

MOTION: Motion by Wood seconded by Gookin to request the Planning and Zoning
Department to bring forward a proposal to update the Comprehensive Plan to create the
university district by April 2024.

DISCUSSION: Councilmember McEvers asked if the College would need to be involved or if
this would solely be a Council decision. The Mayor clarified the college could testify at a
meeting. Councilmember Gookin asked the City Attorney what the City’s authority is, with Mr.
Adams responding that the City has the right to rezone any property, being mindful to not create
a takings, and the college designated as a university district would not be a taking.

Motion Carried.

OATH OF OFFICE: City Clerk Renata McLeod administered the oath of office to re-elected
Councilmember Christie Wood.

CONSENT CALENDAR: Motion by McEvers, second by Evans, to approve the consent
calendar.

1. Approval of Council Minutes for the January 2, 2024 Council Meeting.

2. Approval of the General Services/Public Works Committee January 8, 2023, Meeting

Minutes.

3. Setting a public hearing for: February 6, 2024 for ZC-1-23; request for a zone change
from the R-17 (MO — Midtown Overlay) to the C-17L (MO) zoning district, Location:
707 N. 4th Street; requester: Jay Lange
Approval of Bills as Submitted.

Approval of Financial Report.

Approval of Resolution No. 24-004- A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COEUR
D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO, APPROVING THE FOLLOWING:
AGREEMENT TO PERFORM SUBDIVISION WORK AND PROVIDE SECURITY,

o 01 A~
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AND FINAL PLAT FOR HUTTON ADDITION [SS-23-06]; AND A SUB-RECIPIENT
AGREEMENT WITH THE IDAHO OFFICE OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
FOR A GRANT IN THE AMOUNT OF $160,508.00, INCLUDING A $16,050.80 CITY
MATCH, FOR A FIRE DEPARTMENT GENERATOR, AND ASSOCIATED
ELECTRICAL WORK AND CONSTRUCTION.

ROLL CALL: Gookin Aye; Evans Aye; English Aye; Miller Aye; McEvers Aye. Motion
Carried.

RESOLUTION NO. 24-005

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO,
APPROVING A PARKING AGREEMENT BETWEEN PAUL A. WILES (ROPAUL, INC,,
D/B/A THE BREAKFAST NOOK) AND SURREAL TRUST LLC FOR OFF-SITE PARKING
SPACES FOR PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1717 N. 3RD STREET ON PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 1719 N. 4TH STREET.

STAFF REPORT: Senior Planner Sean Holm explained that in 2008 a building permit was
issued, for property located at 1717 N. 3rd Street, by the City to allow the owner to construct a
3,720 sq. ft. two-story office building with substantial internal storage in the rear of the building.
At the time, the business installed home electronics which is why so much area was dedicated to
storage. Since storage use requires only approximately 1/3 the amount of parking otherwise
required, the site as developed required only five (5) stalls. There is no room to add additional
parking. The new owner of the building, SurReal Trust LLC, has applied to convert a portion of
the storage area into additional office space. However, this will require additional parking. As
noted, there is not enough room to meet current parking standards for the proposed use. The Off-
Street Parking, Loading and Display Lot Regulations, Municipal Code Chapter 17.44, require
one stall per 330 sq. ft. of floor space, which would prevent the new owners from converting the
storage to office. The Regulations allow a property to have off-site parking with a parking
agreement that guarantees the requisite number of spaces into the future. City records indicate
the Breakfast Nook building (1719 N. 4th Street, owned by Paul A. Wiles), which lies across 3rd
Street from 1717 N. 3rd Street, measures 2,547 sq. ft above grade. The Parking Regulations
require food & beverage establishments (on-site consumption) to provide parking at a ratio of
one (1) stall per 200 sg. ft. (1:200) necessitating thirteen (13) stalls for the restaurant. Staff
review of existing parking stalls shows a minimum of forty (40) stalls on-site, which is sufficient
to allow the neighbor to lease the proposed stalls. The City’s only cost is to administer this
parking agreement request. Administration involves periodic monitoring of the use of the
building and enforcement as needed. In this particular case, reciprocal parking would be the best
path forward due to having similar operational hours. The proposed parking agreement notes that
four (4) stalls are needed for SurReal Trust LLC. to meet the parking requirement, which would
be leased from Paul A. Wiles, the owner of the property at 1719 N. 4th Street, occupied by the
business known as The Breakfast Nook, at $100/month. The agreement requires the City to be
notified if the parking agreement is terminated, at which time the City will re-evaluate the
required parking. The off-site parking is located within 400 feet of the property as required by
Code and the parking agreement will be recorded in the County Recorder’s Office.
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DISCUSSION: Councilmember McEvers asked if the City has authorized these types of
agreements before. Mr. Holm noted it does not happen often as most agreements are for shared
use, based on different hours of operations. Councilmember Miller asked how far away the
shared parking would be, with Mr. Holm stating it was 80 feet and 400 feet is allowed.
Councilmember Gookin noted he is not a fan of these agreements as there is potential that we are
running out of parking city-wide, as is the case with at least one downtown building that has no
employee parking. Mr. Holm noted that if they can’t meet the parking code they would not be
able to get a permit. Councilmember Gookin asked if they could use street parking, with Mr.
Holm confirming people, including employees can park on the street, but they can’t claim it for
individual use in order to meet code. Councilmember Gookin expressed concern that the
Breakfast Nook has more parking than the code requires, but code doesn’t seem to require
enough spaces as the lot often is full. Mr. Holm noted that when that occurs customers and
employees would have to find a spot as close as they could, and clarified the code doesn’t require
that the stalls have to be signed as shared with another business. He noted when there is a
change of ownership, Council could cancel the agreement. Councilmember Gookin asked if
there are any other agreements on this property, with Mr. Holm noting there aren’t any known.

Phil Billings, the owner of SurReal Trust LLC. noted that they occupy the building noted that
that the new church parking lot was completed within the last month; however, he already had
the agreement with the Breakfast Nook prior as they needed an agreement in place before they
could get a building permit. He noted that the business operates Monday through Friday, and
only has employee’s onsite as the business is virtual, and some employees work from home.
When the employees are on site they find parking along the side streets, but the code requires
agreement in order for the construction to move forward. Councilmember Gookin noted that
parking is a premium; however, they can come back in the future and renegotiate with the church
if there is a problem with the Breakfast Nook. Councilmember Wood noted that the Breakfast
Nook has more spaces than required and she is glad the businesses are working together. Mayor
Hammond noted that one of his concerns is storm water runoff, and sometimes the city requires
so much parking that drains into the street, which eventually drains to the lake, so if we can
avoid making more impervious surfaces we should do so. Councilmember McEvers asked
when the parking requirements were last reviewed, with Mr. Holm noting it was around 2009,
which resulted in a reduction to the standards. Councilmember Gookin expressed concern that if
more of these requests come forward, it would indicate a parking problem. Councilmember
Miller noted neighborhoods are often impacted by area commercial uses without enough
parking, so the City should be cautious about these requests.

MOTION: Motion by Evans, seconded by Miller, to approve Resolution No. 24-005, Approval
of a Reciprocal Parking Agreement for 1717 N. 3rd Street to allow conversion of existing storage
space to Professional Office Use within the structure.

ROLL CALL: English Aye; Wood Aye; Evans Aye; Miller Aye; McEvers Aye; Gookin Aye.
Motion Carried.
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RESOLUTION NO. 24-006

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO,
APPROVING CHANGE ORDER #1 TO THE SOLIDS IMPROVEMENTS CONTRACT
WITH APOLLO, INC., IN THE AMOUNT OF $224,305.92 FOR CONTROL ROOM
MODIFICATION, REPLACEMENT OF LEAKING CAUSTIC LINE, HOT WATER LINE
REPLACEMENT, AND TEMPORARY START UP OF CENTRIFUGE.

STAFF REPORT: Wastewater Capital Programs Manger Mike Becker noted that the Solids
Building Improvement project approved in May 2023 for the installation of the new centrifuge to
ensure redundancy to the wastewater dewatering operations, needs additional items included in
Change Order #1. Additions include Control Room option to include the double door, mini-split
and exterior elevated slab, which was not included in the bid as the panel was not fabricated at
the time of the bid; Caustic Line replacement and extension, discovered after the bid was
awarded; Hot Water Line replacement, which was the last remaining piece that was not replaced
years ago, so timing is better with this project; and GEA Second (2nd) Centrifuge start-up. Mr.
Becker noted that the budget amount for the project is $6,450,000.00, with the contract with
Apollo Inc. at $5,441.903.00, there is budget available to cover the $224,305.92 Change Order.

DISCUSSION: Councilmember McEvers asked about age of the building, with Mr. Becker
noting that it’s an old building that is being remodeled. Councilmember Wood asked for more
information about why these amendments are needed now. Mr. Becker noted it is less expensive
to do the changes now, while the construction crew is on site, and it avoids the need to go back
out to bid at a higher price and timeline delays.

MOTION: Motion by McEvers, seconded by Wood, to approve Resolution No. 24-006,
Approval of Change Order #1 to the Solids Building Improvements Contract with Apollo, Inc.,
in the amount of $224,305.92.

ROLL CALL: Wood Aye; Evanes Aye; Miller Aye; McEvers Aye; Gookin Aye; English Aye.
Motion Carried.

RESOLUTION NO. 24-007

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO,
AUTHORIZING THE PLANNING DEPARTMENT AND THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION
COMMISSION TO APPLY FOR AND, IF AWARDED, ACCEPT A CERTIFIED LOCAL
GOVERNMENT GRANT FOR CONSULTANT ASSISTANCE TO CONDUCT A HISTORIC
SURVEY OF DOWNTOWN PROPERTIES, FOR AN AMOUNT BETWEEN $9,000.00 AND
$15,000.00.

STAFF REPORT: Community Planning Director Hilary Patterson requested the Council
authorize staff to apply for Certified Local Government (CLG) grant funds for Consultant
Assistance to conduct a historic survey of downtown properties in an amount ranging from
$9,000 to $15,000. She noted the adopted Historic Preservation Plan (HPP) includes an Action
Plan for consideration by the City Council, and, if approved, priority items for the Planning
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Commission and staff to implement over time. One of the priority items is to survey existing
historic resources, including the Downtown. The consultant fee for a survey of the properties in
Downtown Coeur d’Alene is estimated to range from $8,400 for the smaller boundary and up to
$14,800 for an expanded boundary. Staff and the Commission would like to apply for CLG
grant funds in the amount ranging from $9,000 to $15,000.00 for the effort, depending upon
what funds are available. If awarded, there is a 1 to 1 match required, but can be in-kind match.
The volunteer rate is $27.79/hour and City staff time used on commission can also be used as
match, at the fully loaded rate. The CLG grant requires a match, which can be in-kind. For this
grant request, it is anticipated that the City’s match would be in-kind with hours spent by staff
and the commission members on the Historic Preservation Commission business and specific
volunteer hours assisting with the survey work, with a small cash match of $500 to cover
printing costs. The match would be met with $500 from the Planning Department’s professional
services budget, staff time (billed at the fully loaded rate) and volunteer time (billed at the
$27.79/hour rate) for commission members. It is estimated that the staff and commission time
would more than meet the requirement with attendance at commission meetings, time spent on
historic surveys of the properties, and public outreach. If awarded the CLG grant funds, the
project would be anticipated to start September 1, 2024. The final products and reimbursement
request would be due by September 1, 2026.

DISCUSSION: Councilmember McEvers what is included in the survey requested, with Ms.
Patterson noting it would identify the nature of the building, architectural features, age of the
building, any historically significant events associated with the building and will include
photography. Councilmember McEvers clarified that this would not prohibit anyone from doing
anything with their buildings. Councilmember Miller asked if anyone had any data regarding the
volks walks or marches, which were tours of town in the past. She said it would be helpful to have
any photos or maps used for those tours. Please contact her or the City’s Administration
Department (208-666-5754) with information.

MOTION: Motion by McEvers, seconded by Miller to approve Resolution No. 24-007,
authorizing staff and the Historic Preservation Commission to apply for, and accept if awarded, a
Certified Local Government grant funds for Consultant Assistance to conduct a historic survey
of downtown properties in an amount between $9,000.00 to $15,000.00.

ROLL CALL: Evans Aye; Miler Aye; McEvers Aye; Gookin Aye; English Aye; Wood Aye.
Motion carried.

LEGISLATIVE HEARING FOR THE ADOPTION OF THE CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT PLANS FOR PARKS, TRANSPORTATION, POLICE AND FIRE IN
SUPPORT OF DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES AND THE ADOPTION OF IMPACT
AND ANNEXATION FEES.

STAFF REPORT: Senior Planner Sean Holm noted that City has collaborated with a
consultant team to update both development impact fees in accordance with Title 67, Chapter 82,
Idaho Code, and annexation fees in accordance with Title 50, Chapter 2, Idaho Code. Welch
Comer Engineers (overall project management, needs assessments, and Capital Improvements
Plans), FCS Group (analysis alternatives, fee calculations, study), and Iteris (regional
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demand/traffic modeling) have contributed to the project. City Council and Staff have provided
direction and oversight. The existing development impact fee study dates back to 2004, and the
annexation fee was last amended in 1998. The consultant team worked on Capital Improvements
Plans (CIPs) for Parks, Transportation, Police, and Fire, and included needs assessments for
Police and Fire. They were vetted with the respective departments, reviewed by the Planning and
Zoning Commission acting as the Development Impact Fee Advisory Committee (“DIFAC”),
and discussed at workshops which included a joint one with the City Council on September 25,
2023. Mr. Holm noted that they will be presenting all the information for the three actions items
requested this evening and introduced Melissa Cleveland, with Welch Comer to present the
specific information regarding the capital improvement plans and fees to fund future service
needs. Ms. Cleveland provided an overview of the legal requirements of Capital Improvement
Plans and noted the various public meetings and workshops held. She explained that the project
costs were determined by a review of various master plans, vetting project need, building and
transportation costs and staff knowledge. She noted that they have reviewed the Parks CIP and
made some amendments which resulted in lowering costs by $5.2 Million. In reviewing the
Transportation CIP, they determined it was appropriate to removed Julia Street overpass. Ms.
Cleveland noted that out of the $88.2 Million in transportation projects costs, $30.7 Million were
eligible for impact fees. She noted that the Fire CIP hadn’t changed since January 2. The Police
CIP changed to reflect a difference in the sub-station and to not be specifically denoted as
downtown.

Todd Chase with the FCS Group explained that the Impact Fee Study would need to be adopted
by Council as the basis for the fees. He explained that the study would update the 2004
previously approved study. Additionally, the annexation fee was last calculated in 1998 and was
in need of updating. Impact fees are a proactively allocate funds to address the associated needs
of growth. The study sets forth the maximum defensible fee as allowed under Idaho code. He
explained that Units of Growth were calculated as follows for Transportation (Peak Hour
Vehicle Trips on City Roadways), for Bicycle / Ped Facilities (Person Trips), for Parks
(Population, Visitors), and for Fire and Police (Residential and Non-Res Development). He
noted that there is an option to charge parks fees for residential and non-residential customers,
with the impact to residential growth costs if non-residential customers don’t pay a park fee.

Mr. Chase provided specific calculations of a residential dwelling, hotel, restaurant, office space
and an apartment building. He clarified that they assumed other funding sources would be
utilized to fund projects in addition to impact fees. He noted that there is no good database of
number of employees based on all the different types of commercial or industrial, so all non-
residential uses were grouped together. He noted that hotels could be categorized into those with
fewer than 50 units and those with 50 units or more. He noted that it is fair to charge non-
residential fees for parks and it is legally defensible. Annexation fees are based on operational
department expenses to accommodate annexation areas and all the service area needs. The prior
methodology from 1998 was used again, as it was a good method and has been proven over time,
so they updated it with current data. The suggested annexation fee implies that the city is
becoming more efficient compared to applying escalation. This suggests that adopting the 1998
methodology for the updated annexation fee results in a lower cost, and the savings would be
passed forward. Ms. Cleveland noted that annexation fees were not recommended to be adopted
with an escalation as annexation doesn’t apply to the same escalator data.
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Ms. Cleveland presented the final portion of the presentation regarding the update of the impact
and annexation fee schedule, highlighting that the development impact fees would undergo
annual escalation, whereas the annexation fee would not. She noted that there are a few options
included in the fee proposal to include whether to charge non-residential parks fees; to charge
multifamily by the square foot or dwelling unit; to charge accommodations by the square foot or
room; to escalate at the Engineering News Record (ENR) 5-year average of 3.9% per year or to
escalate at a lower 1.5% per year. She noted that the development community requested the fees
be laid out for five years in order to make it easier for them to plan our future projects. She
presented the differences between the options for Council consideration. She noted that the
developers expressed concern that some of the fees were high and could potentially render some
projects financially unfeasible. Therefore, the development community proposed some
amendments, which she presented to the Council. The suggested changes included multi-family
fee set by dwelling unit at $3500 per unit; for non-residential a maximum price per square foot at
$4.25 per s/f.; and for accommodations to phase in the parks fee for hotels from 2024-2025 and
by 2026 would be at the full rate. Mr. Holm clarified fees are collected when they pick up
permits but determined when they come in with a complete application. She clarified the
Council would need to determine which options they would like to go with.

DISCUSSION REGARDING CIP: Councilmember Wood noted that several interested parties
have asked how items included in the capital improvement plans are not a wish list, with Ms.
Cleveland noting that there is an appendix of the report that demonstrates the needs assessment
on what is needed to handle growth. For transportation there is a regional demand model from
Kootenai Metropolitan Planning Organization (KMPQO), which was used to help determine the
future traffic demands. Additionally, staff has vetted the necessity of traffic signals etc. at
certain intersections over the next 10 years. Councilmember McEvers wondered if the KMPO
master plans were looked at for past forecasting and determining how accurate they were. Ms.
Cleveland noted that they didn’t review backward looking models, but KMPO staff would be
looking at that and it is solely a tool. Councilmember Miller asked about the parks plan and
didn’t see that there was a past Council consensus on the parks land acquisition being cut by
50%. Ms. Cleveland noted that she didn’t receive a consensus, but Parks staff reviewed and
made the recommendation. Councilmember Miller worried that this might be under planning as
land may not be available at that price in the future. Ms. Cleveland noted that the plan can be
amended to take advantage of opportunities as they arise. Councilmember Wood asked how
pricing was done for traffic projects such as the roundabout at 4™ and Dalton, when another City
would be contributing to the costs. Ms. Cleveland noted that the costs are for the portion within
the city limits of Coeur d’Alene, and the City would work with the City of Dalton for their share
as it moves forward.

DISCUSSION REGARDING IMPACT FEE REPORT AND FEES: Councilmember Wood
noted that there are other methods of revenue for parks other than residential customers. Mr.
Chase explained that they only estimated 70% of the costs as they estimated other resources
would also be used. Councilmember Wood noted that the historical information would be good
to have in order to identify other sources of funding used in the past. Councilmember McEvers
asked if technology weighed into the fire requirements, such as sprinklers and ambulance work,
with Mr. Chase stating that would not be directly as the growth share costs is by buildings per
capita. Councilmember Wood wanted to have more discussion regarding the units that are
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smaller square footage than a 3 bedroom, so asked why they wouldn’t use square foot rather than
number of units. Mr. Chase explained that research for Coeur d’Alene notes that smaller units
have more people in the unit and have the same or higher impact on services than a single-family
dwelling. Councilmember Wood asked about apartments and the justification for a one unit 1
bedroom versus three bedroom paying the same. Mr. Chase clarified that there is an average you
could use to assume, and it is easier for staff and developers to calculate and estimate costs based
on the dwelling unit. Ms. Cleveland noted that when they met with developers last week, they
ran several examples and the multifamily was very similar either way it was calculated.
Councilmember Wood noted that she would like it to be based on square footage; additionally,
she would prefer hotels be based per unit rather than square foot as some area is storage, etc. Mr.
Chase noted fees would be based on rooms not storage or unheated areas. Mr. Holm noted that
within large apartment complexes, they have other gathering spaces, and it would limit it if the
fee was charged by heated square footage such as hallways and mechanical, so the developers
agreed that the cost per unit would make more sense. Mr. Holm also noted that it is very rare that
one person builds just small units as the buildings usually have a blend of different type/size of
units. Councilmember McEvers asked if someone was going to annex 2 acres and only wanted
to put a single-family dwelling on it, do they pay the single fee, with Mr. Holm confirming that if
it is one unit it would be one fee and that they would pay the additional fees if and when they
subdivide. Councilmember English clarified that the City wants to have growth pay for itself,
but found that to be relative as there are additional sources needed to fund the improvements.

Mr. Chase noted that if the developers pay for and/or complete the improvements, they would
not be assessed the impact fees.

Public Testimony: Mayor Hammond opened the public testimony portion of the meeting with
the clerk swearing in those that gave testimony.

Bill Reagan, Dalton Gardens, expressed appreciation that the Council gave additional time to
meet with the team to discuss the parks fees. He noted that there is an unbelievable team
working on this project and it made it more palatable and understandable. He noted that the
hotel has been paying property taxes for years, which aided in the development of parks over the
years. He said a question has been what is the fee today and what it will be in the plan, so he ran
the scenario of the 140 room property and took the most expensive part, which is transportation
he calculated it between $12,000 - $24,000 today and with the proposed fees, including parks it
comes up to approximately $362,000 and without parks fee it was approximately $195,000. The
cost is going up significantly and understand it’s been 20 years, so the costs should go up.
Someone from his organization ran the building permit cost and it was estimated to be $1.2
Million and that is substantial amount of money and that limits the construction of the hotels to
be built, including design review items that have to be added to the project. He expressed
concern about workforce housing as short-term rentals are impacting it and if more hotels are
available less short-term rentals would be needed so more housing becomes available. He stated
that hotels are not the Killer in this situation, the last hotel was about 4 years ago and only going
to be 3-6 hotels to come up with $600,000 but the total fees do have an impact on the
development. He stated that he wants to build and provide jobs and appreciates the Council’s
consideration and noted that they don’t need an escalator as it wasn’t needed over past 20 years,
but there should be some predictability to it.
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RESOLUTION NO. 24-008

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY,
IDAHO, ADOPTING CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PLANS FOR PARKS,
TRANSPORTATION, POLICE, AND FIRE.

MOTION: Motion by Gookin, seconded by McEvers to approve Resolution No. 24-008;
Adoption of the Capital Improvement Plans for Parks, Transportation, Police and Fire in support
of Development Impact Fees.

ROLL CALL: Miller Aye; McEvers Aye; Gookin Aye; English Aye; Wood Aye; Evans Aye.
Motion carried.

RESOLUTION NO. 24-009

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY,
IDAHO, ADOPTING THE DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE AND ANNEXATION FEE
REPORT.

MOTION: Motion by Gookin, seconded by English to approve Resolution No. 24-009;
Adoption of the Development Impact Fee and Annexation Report.

DISCUSSION: Councilmember McEvers asked if this was about the annexation fee, with Mr.
Holm noting it is the report that provides justification for the fees. Councilmember Gookin
noted that he asked staff to provide what the escalation of our fees over the past 20 years using
3.3% escalation which demonstrated that most of the new defendable fee are higher than what it
would have been if an escalator was used, except restaurants. He clarified that revenue has been
lost over the years and hopeful they will fix that going forward.

ROLL CALL: McEvers Aye; Gookin Aye; English Aye; Wood Aye; Evans Aye; Miller Aye.
Motion carried.

RECESS: The Mayor called for a Recess at 8:11 p.m. and called the meeting back to order at
8:18 p.m.

RESOLUTION NO. 24-010

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY,
IDAHO, APPROVING THE ADOPTION OF DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES AND
ANNEXATION FEE.

DISCUSSION: Mr. Holm reiterated the decisions that need to be included in the adoption of
fees including maximum defendable fees or developer proposed fees; whether or not staff
determines fees by square footage or by dwelling; whether nonresidential parks fees are
included. It is the recommendation of the consultant to charge park fees to all use types.
Councilmember Miller, English, and Evans agreed that parks fees should be charged to all, with
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Councilmember Gookin in disagreement. Councilmember Wood expressed concern about how
defendable charging the fee to all would be. She noted that we know visitors use downtown
parks but doesn’t know if it is defendable to charge for parks to a hotel in the northern part of
town. Councilmember Miller noted that there has been discussion on this and that the fees are
reasonable to hotels and churches use parks often and they are valuable amenities and it
marketed as such, the new parks benefit citizens displaced by such use. Councilmember Gookin
noted that parks will be made whole as the residential fees will go up if nonresidential uses don’t
pay the fee. New parks are for the newly built residential areas and he doesn’t see commercial
impact on parks. Councilmember English believes the nonresidential uses affect the parks,
including those from the outside area so we will need to add more equipment as they wear out
quicker. Councilmember Gookin reiterated that this is about growth and didn’t believe it can be
justified that if there is a new hotel that you need a new park. Mr. Holm noted that it doesn’t
need to be a new park, as new equipment is an allowed cost to be used in an existing park but it
is a very small amount of the fees collected. Councilmeber Wood expressed concern that it
would be legally defensible to charge nonresidential uses a parks fee and believes they would be
challenged and would like Council to look at other ways to fund the park than to put it on
commercial facilities. Councilmember Evans asked that the City Attorney weigh in on legal
challenge. Mr. Adams noted the Idaho Statue only states it must be a fair and reasonable
methodology and he feels it is defensible as recommended by the consultant.

Substitute Motion by Wood seconded by Gookin to not charge non-residential park fees,
charged multi-family by square foot and hotels by unit, with an escalation to start at 1.5% per
year for the next two years, to be revisited in two years.

DISCUSSION: Councilmember Gookin agreed to adopting the max fees and felt the escalator
should be higher. Councilmember English said he would not vote for the motion as is, and
would rather see a 2% escalation going forward.

ROLL CALL: Gookin Aye; English Nay; Wood Aye; Evans Nay; Miller Nay; McEvers Nay.
Motion failed.

Motion by Evans second by McEvers to approve Resolution 24-010 with the following options
charge non-residential parks fees, multifamily by dwelling unit, accommodations by room and
escalate at the ENR 5-year average at 3.9% per year and adopt the maximum defendable fees.

DISCUSSION: Councilmember Miller noted she would like to amend motion to remove the
phasing options and make all fees effective immediately, except single and multifamily
dwellings. Mr. Adams noted that we should have an effective date. Councilmember Gookin
would disagree with non-residential park fee and that the escalator of 3.9% is high and should
include a cap and agrees with adopting the maximum fee. Councilmember Wood felt the
escalator was too high and would not support the motion. Councilmember McEvers said that the
City went 26 years without amending the fee and he believes that the City grew in part due to our
parks. This is the the cost of doing business and has not been addressed for 26 years and he does
not believe the escalation percentage will slow development down. Councilmember Miller noted
that the proposed fee isn’t a huge jump from the past estimate that used an escalator to estimate.
Councilmember Miller noted that the consultants have created fair and reasonable fees and
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believes that the Building Contractors Association aren’t opposing the fees as they feel it was a
long time coming.

ROLL CALL: Gookin Nay; English Aye; Wood Nay; Evans Aye; Miller Aye; McEvers Aye.
Motion carried.

RECESS: Motion by Gookin, seconded by Evans to recess to January 22, 2024, at 12:00 Noon
in the Library Community Room, located at 702 E. Front Avenue for a Joint City Council,
Planning Commission and ignite cda for a workshop regarding Atlas Riverfront Development.
Motion carried.

The meeting recessed at 8:45 p.m.

ATTEST: James Hammond, Mayor

Renata McLeod, idCMC-ad
City Clerk
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MINUTES OF A CONTINUED MEETING OF THE
COEUR D’ALENE CITY COUNCIL
HELD IN THE LIBRARY COMMUNITY ROOM
ON JANUARY 22, 2024 AT 12:00 P.M.

The City Council of the City of Coeur d’Alene met in continued session with ignite cda, and the
Planning Commission in the Library Community Room held at 12:00 P.M. on January 22, 2024,
there being present the following members:

James Hammond, Mayor

Woody McEvers ) Members of Council Present
Dan Gookin
Dan English
Kiki Miller
Amy Evans
Christie Wood

N N N N N

Tom Messina ) Members of the Planning Commission Present
Jon Ingalls )
Lynn Fleming )
Peter Luttropp )
Phil Ward )
Sarah McCracken )
Mark Coppess ) Member of Planning Commission Absent
Jim Chapkis ) Members of ignite cda Present

Sarah Garcia
Mic Armon
Chris Meyer
Brinnon Mandel
Scott Hoskins
Alivia Metts
STAFF PRESENT: Troy Tymesen, City Administrator; Randy Adams, City Attorney; Renata
McLeod, City Clerk; Hilary Anderson, Community Planning Director; and Bill Greenwood,
Parks and Recreation Director; Tom Grief, Fire Department.

N N N N N N

CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Hammond called the meeting to order.

City Administrator Troy Tymesen noted that the City partnered with ignite cda (ignite) in selling
the Atlas Waterfront development areas, with only 4 areas remaining to be sold; Areas 5A, 7, 11,
and 20. He noted that ignite will provide updates regarding the Atlas Waterfront development
and would like feedback regarding attainable housing and the creation of new urban renewal
districts. He clarified that ignite is using 100% to 120% of area median income for the
calculation of attainable housing affordability potentially to be located on Areas 11 & 20 in the
Atlas project site. Attainable housing could be achieved with the land provided at no cost to the
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developer, dwellings between 1,000 and 1,500 square feet in size at an R-8 density. Market rate
development could be achieved with revenues possibly used as loans to other newly created
districts. Another option for market rate housing would be to maximize revenues and close the
district prior to its 2038 termination date , satisfying Atlas district debt obligations and
reimbursement to the City at that time.

Phil Boyd, with Welch Comer Engineers, noted that the Atlas Waterfront development
objectives were to preserve waterfront property for the community and to stimulate private
development in a blighted portion of the area of city impact. He noted that the City made a $9
million investment in the property which needs to be paid back to the City. There have been
challenges on the site including high raw land costs, unsuitable soil, and conditions. He reviewed
the timeline of the development from 2017 to present, including four PUD amendments that
were approved to respond to some of the marketability items that arose. Mr. Boyd provided an
overview of the 10 requests for proposals and the corresponding purchases. He explained that
the first development was envisioned to be mostly townhomes and condominiums with a
commercial zone on the west end; however, the market changed and it ended up being built as
single family dwellings and twin homes to the north with townhomes in the southeast, and
apartments on the west end. Area 7 was laid out as townhomes and/or twin homes, but the lots
have not yet been sold as the Area is located next to an area undergoing excavation (Areas 11 &
20 site). He reviewed the development standards for the land disposition which included the
creation of unique neighborhoods, establishment of land use options, development character and
quality. Mr. Boyd noted that they did seek a PUD for the property to secure the necessary
density. Thereafter, ignite advertised request for proposals for the development in accordance
with the PUD. This process provided an opportunity for multiple types of developers and
builders and multiple types of purchase terms and conditions. When responses to proposals come
in, the review team meets and scores and evaluates the submittals. Several proposals have been
received and rejected, such as the case with Area 13, as it is difficult to meet what the market
will bear and what the committee wants to have included. He believes that the RFP property
disposition & development process has allowed several local developers to participate in the
development process .

Mr. Boyd noted that within the proposed development of Area 13, which has been through
several revisions, the accepted proposal includes a restaurant, underground parking, while
maintaining the view corridor. There are 22 residential units proposed with an 8,000 square foot
restaurant/bar. In Area 5B, the proposal is for a tiered development which will provide vistas to
all units. In Area 14 and 15 the accepted proposal provides for single family homesand in Area
18 and 19 a twin home type product.

DISCUSSION: Councilmember McEvers asked if the City originally bought Mt. Hink, with
Mr. Boyd noting that it was part of the Bad Axe property purchased by the City. He clarified
that the Market exploded, which allowed enough revenue to move Mt. Hink off site. The
triangle parcel was not originally included as part of the land purchase; however, the City was
able to make a land trade with Mr. Douglas to allow for more density. Commissioner Ingalls
noted that there were tradeoffs to garner 4,000 linear feet (12 acres) of public waterfront. Noting
that ignite had to sell other land to make money to pay off the purchase amount invested. He
asked if there was an estimated dollar value to the 12 acres of waterfront with Mr. Boyd noting
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that he doesn’t have a number, but the investment made by ignite was $6.2 million, including all
shoreline stabilization. Councilmember Gookin asked how much was spent on remediation of
Mt. Hink. Commissioner Flemming also requested the amount spent including land cost, Mt.
Hink removal, fill soil, infrastructure, signage, and consultants. She expressed concern regarding
how much it has cost the taxpayers. She noted that ignite must place expensive housing there in
order to pay the investment back, so she doesn’t see how they could discuss affordability. Mr.
Boyd explained that he does not have the total costs at his fingertips and clarified that it has been
presented to the ignite board, which serves as the agency with fiduciary responsibility.
Councilmember English noted that there were multiple decision points between ignite and the
Council regarding Mt. Hink, including the decision not to close the trail during the filling of the
pit at Ramsey, and that Council requested to leave the trail open at a higher cost. However, he
believes there is an opportunity for housing. Commissioner Ward noted that obstacles were
extensive and had to be addressed to make the land developable, he questioned if any developer
would do this without the assistance of urban renewal. Ignite cda Executive Director, Tony
Berns, noted that the developers originally wanted to develop the waterfront and leave the rest
vacant; however, and City controlled the railroad right-of-way, so they didn’t have access to the
waterfront, which allowed the Council the opportunity to buy the site for protection of the public
waterfront.

Mr. Berns noted that the ignite board would like to evaluate opportunities to develop attainable
housing. This may not have to take place on Atlas, but he is seeking general input. He noted
two areas within Atlas, Areas 11 and 20, as possibilities for attainable housing, which is based on
100% to 120% of area median income. He reviewed a concept of what could be developed on
Areas 11 and 20, to include approximately 9 acres that could contain up to 73 dwelling units at
R-8 density. He noted that a homeownership model with deed restrictions could be an option.

He reiterated the options that include market rate development and using remaining revenues as
loans to other newly created districts or to maximize revenues and close the district prior to its
2038 district closure, with earlier reimbursement to the City for their investment in the Atlas site.
He reviewed the intended reimbursement schedule to the City.

DISCUSSION: City Administrator Troy Tymesen clarified that reimbursement to the City will
repay loans to the enterprise funds and would not go into the General Fund. Councilmember
Wood noted that she supports urban renewal and supports the projects. She reiterated that the
reason the City purchased the land was to protect public waterfront property for future
generations. She noted that she served on the Atlas Waterfront Project sub-committee and was
focused on getting the City reimbursed for its initial investment. She explained that the sub-
committee looked for proposals that could get the money back and there was a lot of effort put
on proformas, and they shortened payback as much as possible. At that time there was no
discussion on affordable housing and now we are talking about attainable housing. She further
noted that developers were not given any breaks and paid top dollar and the property has to
developed according to standards and the PUD. Councilmember Wood expressed concern that
it would be unfair to give away Mt. Hink and noted that she struggles with what the city’s role is
in affordable housing. While she appreciates the Panhandle Affordable Housing Alliance, she
believes the government should encourage housing, but not be the developer. She further noted
that she is not wild about starting a new district and felt they should be focused on job creation
and reimbursing the city for their Atlas site investment . Ignite board member Metts concurred
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that job creation is important and one challenge for Coeur d’Alene is the infill, and how does that
look like for job creation if you don’t have the space. She noted that the Health District still
needs partnerships to help with housing. Mayor Hammond expressed concern with what housing
looks like with government subsidies, noting that he would need to see successful examples of
long-term housing to support it. He noted that that ignite should focus on goals of current
districts, and getting the City reimbursed as quickly as possible. The Mayor stated that the City’s
responsibility is to look at our regulations and determine if they are an obstacle to developing
housing. Councilmember Miller noted that affordable housing is definable, and she noted that
people need to live where they work and she believes Coeur d’Alene is the next Sun Valley and
Ketchum, wherein teachers, cooks, and healthcare workers can’t afford the housing. She noted
that a study is being done regarding commute ratio, which demonstrates that workers in all
categories are moving further out from where they work. She believes that government should
work with developers, specifically if City has the opportunity to work with ignite, they should
look at how we can provide home ownership, into perpetuity with a deed restriction and asset
limits. Councilmember Miller noted that there was a deficit of housing from the last recession
that has never been caught up with the needed units. Ignite board member Chapkis asked how
many units are needed to catch up, with Councilmember Miller noting that 1,500 units need to be
built a year to make up for the shortage. Commissioner McCracken noted that there is $5.4
million in revenue estimated from Atlas and questioned if that included Area 7 and 11. Mr.
Berns noted that the amount she referenced is an estimate of what can be reimbursed to the City
from the Atlas district noting that reimbursement could be made sooner if ignite didn’t pursue
attainable housing. Commissioner McCracken asked if ignite kept it affordable then how
would deed restriction be managed, with Mr. Berns stating they would need a partner to manage
it. Councilmember Evans asked how long it would take to gather more information regarding
micro-districts, with Mr. Berns explaining that it would depend on size and parcel availability
sharing that there may be possibilities on East Sherman, noting that today the ignite board is
seeking feedback on the possibility of attainable housing on Areas 11 & 20 (the Mt. Hink area).
Councilmember English noted that the presentation had an attainable housing unit listed at
approximately $300,000, and he believes that unless all the units fall at $275,000 range, he
doesn’t see how it pencils. Mr. Berns explained that if the developer got the land for free and
with the current cost of building homes that would be attainable for those close to 100%-120%
AMI. Councilmember Evans stated she would be interested to see an analysis of micro-districts.
Mayor Hammond noted that the question should be would Council like to see urban renewal
efforts in terms of coming up with strategies that would pencil to create attainable housing
opportunities and expressed concern about taking one section of land and making is attainable
housing, as it feels segregating low-end housing is not effective. Councilmember Miller stated
that she would like to create the partnership for creating local workforce housing and would like
to see the costs come back for additional information to Council and felt that the City could
afford to defer reimbursement. Councilmember Gookin reiterated that he does not believe
government should be a developer and that service workers already can’t afford to live where
they work and believes transportation would help solve the problem. He believes ignite should
leave Mt. Hink alone and make it open space as originally planned. He felt that more districts
would cause more gentrification, and he would like to see the district closed early. Ignite board
member Metts noted that these decisions are for the people who will live here in the future.
Councilmember Wood noted that the $900,000 homes are there to pay for the park and public
access to the river. Councilmember Miller noted that third party management process is
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successful and not a subsidy, deed restriction would limit the income and assets and keep it
affordable in the future. Ignite board member Mandel noted that the ignite board had two
original mandates; to reimburse the City and to protect the waterfront. She noted that in every
RFP process they consider the financial model and the mandates. While they didn’t get as much
density and commercial development as originally envisioned due to the market changings, their
charge was not for affordable housing, and she felt they may not even reach the attainable
housing price point at Mt. Hink.

Mayor Hammond felt that the discussion should separate out the parcels from discussion on
attainable housing. Ignite could come back with a couple things for more specific feedback, as it
is fair for the City to know the exact costs/finances and what might ignite offer in terms of
helping the City with attainable housing/local worker housing. Councilmember Wood asked
how the City can help with job creation for large companies. Councilmember English noted that
it was a big decision to dedicating the waterfront as public space, like a Tubbs Hill, so we
borrowed it understanding we will get paid back as soon as we can until recently, the workforce
housing became an option for this site. He felt the City should get reimbursed first and maybe
simultaneously look at options for housing. Councilmember Gookin felt the City should work
with Coeur d’Alene Area Economic Development Corp. (CAAEDC previously known as Jobs
Plus) and the County to create jobs and get momentum going. Councilmember Miller stated it
would be great to hear from CAAEDC and housing concerns for large job recruitments. She
would like to see expanded/micro-districts research and look at sideboards that legislation can’t
change rules during the middle of the development. Ignite board member Metts noted that 1daho
has very limited economic development tools, and area cities such as Post Falls and Rathdrum
are looking at the same issues and we need to lobby legislators that we need tools. Ignite board
member Garcia explained that ignite could make the Atlas Site pencil in the beginning but were
nervous about reimbursing the City over a 30-year period and now they are in a position
wherein they can afford to look at options and are looking at how to proceed. Mr. Berns
summarized that ignite was seeking feedback from the stakeholder group today regarding the
Mt. Hink site and that what he heard is that attainable housing might not be best choice for the
Mt. Hink  site.

ADJOURNMENT:

Motion by Evans, seconded by Miller that there being no further business of the City Council,
this meeting is adjourned. Motion carried.

Motion by Messina, seconded by Luttropp that there being no further business of the Planning
Commission, this meeting is adjourned. Motion carried.

Motion by Hoskins, seconded by Garcia that there being no further business of the ignite cda,
this meeting is adjourned. Motion carried.
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The meeting adjourned at 1:33 p.m.

ATTEST: James Hammond, Mayor

Renata McLeod, idCMC-ad
City Clerk
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DATE: FEBRUARY 6, 2024

TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL
FROM: PLANNING DEPARTMENT
RE: SETTING OF PUBLIC HEARING DATE: MARCH 5, 2024

Mayor Hammond,

The Planning Department has forwarded the following item to the City Council for
scheduling of a public hearing. In keeping with state law and Council policy, the Council
will set the date of the public hearing upon receipt of the recommendation.

March 5, 2024
ITEM NUMBER: ZC-1-24

REQUEST: GS4 Property, LLC, is requesting a zone change from a NC (Neighborhood
Commercial) to C-17.

LOCATION: SE corner of the intersection of 15" Street and Best Ave.

COMMISSION ACTION: On January 9, 2024, the Planning and Zoning Commission voted
unanimously to find that the requested zone change does not comply with the required
evaluation criteria and recommended that the City Council not adopt the C-17 zoning.

Please note the City Code (8§ 17.09.130(E)) states that a rezone request would only continue
on to the City Council if the Planning and Zoning Commission recommends approval.
However, the City Attorney and Community Planning Director have determined that the item
needs to continue on to City Council for the governing board to make the final determination
on the rezone in order to be in compliance with Idaho Code § 67-6511(2)(b), which provides:
“After considering the comprehensive plan and other evidence gathered through the public
hearing process, the zoning or planning and zoning commission may recommend and the
governing board may adopt or reject an ordinance amendment . . . .” (Emphasis added.)












CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

DATE: February 6, 2024
FROM: Dennis Grant, Engineering Project Manager
SUBJECT: SS-22-05, Springhaven Place: Final Plat Approval

DECISION POINT
Staff is requesting the following:

1. City Council approval of the final plat document, a two (2) lot Residential subdivision.

HISTORY
a. Applicant: Paul & Deborah Sohrweide Living Trust and Cricket Properties, LLC
1410 Lincoln Way, # 200
Coeur d’Alene, ID 83814
b. Location: 203 E. Homestead Ave (North side of Homestead Ave, between 1t St & 3 St).
C. Previous Action:

1. Preliminary plat approval, May 25, 2022

FINANCIAL ANALYSIS

There are no financial issues with this development.

PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

This residential development is a re-plat of an existing tax numbered lot located in Coeur d’Alene. This subdivision
created two (2) lots. All conditions will be taken care of at the building permit stage; therefore, the document is
ready for approval and recordation.

DECISION POINT RECOMMENDATION

City Council approval of the final plat document

[SS-22-05] SR CC Springhaven Place — Final Plat Approval









CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

DATE: February 6, 2024
FROM: Dennis Grant, Engineering Project Manager
SUBJECT: SS-23-10, Heritage Square 15t Addition: Final Plat Approval

DECISION POINT
Staff is requesting the following:

1. City Council approval of the final plat document, a two (2) lot Residential subdivision.

HISTORY
a. Applicant: Drew Dittman, PE
Lake City Engineering, Inc
126 E. Poplar Avene
Coeur d’Alene, ID 83814
b. Location: 7534 N. Culture Wy (S. of Aqua Av & N. of Wilbur Av btwn US HW95 & Gov't Wy)
C. Previous Action:

1. Preliminary plat approval, October 26, 2023

FINANCIAL ANALYSIS

There are no financial issues with this development.

PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

This residential development is a re-plat of a Lot 2, Block 1 of Heritage Square located in Coeur d’Alene. This
subdivision created two (2) lots. The conditions will be taken care of at the building permit stage; therefore, the
document is ready for approval and recordation.

DECISION POINT RECOMMENDATION

City Council approval of the final plat document

[SS-23-10] SR CC Heritage Square 1% Addition — Final Plat Approval















CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

DATE: February 6, 2024
FROM: Dennis J. Grant, Engineering Project Manager
SUBJECT: SS-23-13c, La Vista at Atlas Waterfront Condominiums, Final Plat Approval

DECISION POINT
Staff is requesting the following:

1. City Council approval of the final plat document, a one (1) lot, eight (8) unit
residential condominium subdivision.

HISTORY
Applicant: Dennis Cunningham, Manager
Active West, LLC
PO Box 3398
Coeur d’Alene, ID 83816
Location: 2968 — 3012 N. Suzanne Court

FINANCIAL ANALYSIS

There are no financial issues with this development.

PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS
This is a re-plat of Lot 7, Block 13 of Atlas Waterfront First Addition located in Coeur d’Alene, into a
one (1) lot, eight (8) unit condominium plat. Allinfrastructure improvements were addressed during

the construction of the residential units on the subject property, and the property is now fully
developed and ready for final plat approval.

DECISION POINT RECOMMENDATION

City Council approval of the final plat document

[SS-23-13c] La Vista at Atlas Waterfront Condominiums - SR CC — Final Plat Approval
























OTHER BUSINESS



CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

DATE: February 6, 2024
FROM: TODD FEUSIER, STREETS & ENGINEERING DIRECTOR

SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF CHANGE ORDER #2 FOR THE STREETS &
ENGINEERING BUILDING REMODEL PROJECT

DECISION POINT: Should Council approve Change Order #2 to the Streets & Engineering
Building Remodel Project Contract with Wood Boat Builders, LLC, d/b/a Stancraft Construction
Group?

HISTORY: Council approved the Streets & Engineering Building Remodel Project on October
3, 2023. Shortly thereafter, demolition began and the Project has progressed according to
schedule. On January 2, 2024, Council approved Change Order #1 in the amount of $55,005.19
for unexpected additional work that was discovered after demolition began on the project,
including replacement of bathroom fixtures, and additional interior work and exterior concrete
work in the vestibule area

FINANCIAL ANALYSIS: The total cost of the Change Order #2 is $32,197.89, with the funds
coming from the current Streets & Engineering Building Remodel budget.

PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS: The changes include fire corridor materials and labor,
additional electrical devices, and HVAC accessories, none of which were anticipated at the time
of bidding, but, because of the age of the building, are necessary to complete the project in
compliance with applicable codes. These changes also will result in an increase in the Contract
time of one (1) day, with substantial completion expected by May 9, 2024.

RECOMMENDATION: Council should approve Change Order #2 in the amount of
$32,197.89 to the contract with Wood Boat Builders LLC, d/b/a Stancraft Construction Group.



RESOLUTION NO. 24-011

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY,
IDAHO, APPROVING CHANGE ORDER #2 TO THE CONTRACT WITH WOOD BOAT
BUILDERS, LLC, D/B/A STANCRAFT CONSTRUCTION GROUP, FOR THE STREETS
AND ENGINEERING BUILDING RENOVATION PROJECT IN THE AMOUNT OF
$32,197.89.

WHEREAS, pursuant to Resolution No. 23-074, adopted the 3" day of October, 2023, the
City of Coeur d’Alene entered into a contract with StanCraft Construction Group, for the Streets
& Engineering Building Renovation Project; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Resolution No. 24-002, adopted the 2" day of January, 2024, the
City of Coeur d’Alene approved Change Order #1 to the contract with Wood Boat Builders, LLC,
d/b/a StanCraft Construction Group, for the Streets & Engineering Building Remodel Project; and

WHEREAS, the Streets & Engineering Director is requesting approval of Change Order
#2 to the Contract with Wood Boat Builders, LLC, d/b/a StanCraft Construction Group, a copy of
which is attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by reference, to provide for
unforeseen work including fire corridor requirements, additional electrical devices, and HVAC
requirements; and

WHEREAS, it is deemed to be in the best interests of the City of Coeur d’Alene and the
citizens thereof that such Change Order #2 be approved.

NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Coeur d’Alene that the
City hereby approves Change Order #2 to the Contract with Wood Boat Builders, LLC, d/b/a
StanCraft Construction Group, pursuant to the Change Order #2 attached hereto as Exhibit “A”
and by this reference incorporated herein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor and City Clerk be and they are hereby
authorized to execute Change Order #2 on behalf of the City.

DATED this 6™ day of February, 2024,

James Hammond, Mayor

ATTEST:

Renata McLeod, City Clerk

Resolution No. 24-011 1|Page



Motion by , Seconded by , to adopt the foregoing resolution.

ROLL CALL:
COUNCIL MEMBER MCEVERS Voted  Aye
COUNCIL MEMBER MILLER Voted  Aye
COUNCIL MEMBER GOOKIN Voted  Aye
COUNCIL MEMBER EVANS Voted  Aye
COUNCIL MEMBER ENGLISH Voted  Aye
COUNCIL MEMBER WOOD Voted  Aye

Motion carried.

Resolution No. 24-011 2|Page
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Document G701 - 2017

Change Order

PROJECT: (Name and address) CONTRACT INFORMATION: CHANGE ORDER INFORMATION:

City of Coeur d'Alene, Idaho Contract For: General Construction Change Order Number: 2

Streets & Engineering Building Remodel

Coeur d'Alene, ID Date: October 3, 2023 Date: January 24, 2024

OWNER: (Name and address) ARCHITECT: (Name and address) CONTRACTOR: (Name and address)

City of Coeur d'Alene, Idaho Design West Architects Wood Boat Builders LLC dba Standcraft
Construction Group

710 E. Mullan Avenue 905 W. Riverside Ave., Suite 605 2936 W. Dakota Avenue

Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 Spokane, WA 99201 Hayden, ID 83835

THE CONTRACT IS CHANGED AS FOLLOWS:
(Insert a detailed n of the change and, if applicable, attach or reference specific exhibits. Also include agreed upon adjustments
attributable to executed Construction Change Directives.)

COP #5 - Fire Rated Ceiling & Electrical Upgrades $32,197.89

Total Change Order 002: $32,197.89

The original Contract Sum was $ 1,036,987.00
The net change by previously authorized Change Orders $ 55,005.19
The Contract Sum prior to this Change Order was $ 1,091,992.19
The Contract Sum will be increased by this Change Order in the amount of $ 32,197.89
The new Contract Sum including this Change Order will be $ 1,124,190.08

The Contract Time will be increased by one (1) days.
The new date of Substantial ompletion will be May 9, 2024.

NOTE: This Change Order does not include adjustments to the Contract Sum or Guaranteed Maximum Price, or the Contract
Time, that have been authorized by Construction Change Directive until the cost and time have been agreed upon by both the
Owner and Contractor, in which case a Change Order is executed to supersede the Construction Change Directive.

NOT VALID UNTIL SIGNED BY THE ARCHITECT, CONTRACTOR AND OWNER.

Design West Architects Wood Boat Builders LLC dba Stancraft City of Coeur d'Alene, Idaho
Construction Group

ARCHI irm r%me)zé/ [ CTOR (Fw OWNER (Firm name)
URE \S@ATURE SIGNA

Amy Browne-Minden, AIA

Principal 0 S ‘dﬂf—

PRINTED NAME AND TITLE PRINTED NAME AND TITLE PRINTED NAME AND TITLE
January 24, 2024 .2 .24
DATE DATE DATE

AlA Document G701 - 2017. Copyright © 1979, 1987, 2000, 2001 and 2017. All rights reserved. “The American Institute of Architects,” “American Institute of
Architects,” “AlA,” the AIA Logo, and “AlA Contract Documents” are trademarks of The American Institute of Architects. This document was produced at 11:29:01
ET on 01/24/2024 under Order No.4104247906 which expires on 01/01/2025, is not for resale, is licensed for one-time use only, and may only be used in
accordance with the AIA Contract Documents® Terms of Service. To report copyright violations, e-mail docinfo@aiacontracts.com.

Useslietsh No. 24-011 ExhiIBIRDA43)



CHANGE ORDER

NUMBER 05
PROJECT: CDA S&E Maintenance Building Remodel OWNER: City of Coeur d'Alene
EFFECTIVE DATE: 1-18-24 CONTRACTOR: Stancraft Construction
Group

You are directed to make the following changes in the Contract Documents

Description: Fire Corridor &Misc.

Total Cost of Change Order: $32,197.89 [[ncreasefDecrease

CHANGE IN CONTRACT AMOUNT: CHANGE IN CONTRACT TIMES:

Original Amount $1,036,987.00 Original Contract Days

Net Changes From Previous

Change Orders $55,005.19 Original Completion Date

Prior Contract Price $1,091,992.19 Net Changes from Previous
Change Order Days

Net Increase/Decrease $32,197.89 Contract Days Prior to This
Change Order

Revised Contract Amt. $1,124,190.08 Net Increase/Decrease of This
Change Order

Revised Contract Days

Revised Completion Date

PREPARED: APPROVED:

ACCEPTED:

By By By

Title Owner Contractor
Date Date Date

1

Resolution No. 24-011 Exhibit "A"



CHANGE ORDER PROPOSAL

COP #: 005 - |
REV #: W
FROM: StanCraft Construction Group ¢ '
JOB #: 23121 ‘Construc  Group
TO: Amy Minden-Brown
ATTN: Todd Fusier
PROJECT: CDA S&E
TITLE: Fire Corridor & Misc.
DATE: 1/18/2024
DESCRIPTION. Fire Corridor & Misc.
COST UNIT RATES SUBTOTAL
CODE ITEM DESCRIPTION QTY UNIT DIRECT DIRECT SUB DIRECT DIRECT SUB TOTAL
LABOR | MATERIAL LABOR | MATERIAL
09-112 1 IFire Rated ACT And Grid - 4 o5ann - 1,852.00
Dampeners 1,791.00 - 4 107 00
3 & Smoke Protection Material 450.00 2,445.00 - 2 895.00
01 4 Fire & Smoke Protection Labor 105.00 - - 4105.00
23-111 5 lace HVAC Grills .00 1903.00 - 5 463.00
09-113 6 Resilient Base Restock Fee 370.00 - 370.00
26-111 7 ate Electrical Devices 784.00 230.00 - 1014.00
05-401 8 Added Frami  Due to Cross Brace - 1 850.00 - 1 850.00
08-101 9 Demo, mod & install 2 Door Jambs 3300.00 - - 3 300.00
09-114 10 Paint 2 Door Jambs - 150.00 - 150.00
03-211 1 Sink Curb 1,050.00 450.00 - 500.00
01-005 12 Added Man 1100 00 - - 100.00
09-114 13 Intumecent Paint under Stairs - 1,275.00 -
Subtotal 14,515.00 - 1.00
01 110 G.C. Overhead & Profit 10
31 10
01-
TOTAL
REQUESTED ADDITIONAL TIME FOR COMPLETION OF THIS WORK: 0 Calendar days
1 Work Days

Prior Contract Sum

Contract Sum Change Order
New Contract Sum including Change Order

$1,091,992.19
$ 32,197.89
$1,124,190.08

This change order proposal only includes the direct cost of performing the changed scope. It excludes any cost or time for impacts, inefficiencies
or delays including but not limited to costs for extended general requirements and supervision and the rights to such are expressly reserved.

StanCraft Construction Group (SCCG) does not provide professional design services, and nothing herein shall be construed as professional advice
or design services. Owner is solely responsible for ensuring that the changes herein are reviewed and approved by a design professional and

agrees that SCCG shall have no liability whatsoever for claims arising out of or related to design and professional services.

Reviewed By:

StanCraft Construction Group

Client

Resolution No. 24-011

Signature

Date

Owner's Directive:

O Proceed with this change.

O Revise and Resubmit.

O Do not proceed with this change.

Exhibit "A"




All Wall Contracting, Inc.

W 723 South Lochsa Street
ALL Post Falls ID 83854
e 208.773.4650

se:

To* Stancraft Construction Group
2936 W Dakota Ave
Hayden ID 83835

Change Proposal

Proposal #:5
Date: 01/12/2024

Project: 23102
CDA Streets & Engineering Dept.
3800 N. Ramsey
Coeur d'Alene ID 83815

Proposed By: 2771 Caleb Bradbury Customer Proposal:
Description of Work Amount
Added hallway 1,850.00
This includes frame, hang, sound batts, tape and paint.

2 Added door frames - Painting only 150.00
Notes
Negative changes will lower the overall contract Requested Amount of Proposed Change 2,000.00
price requiring no additional payment by owner.

Contractor: Date:
Subcontractor: Date:

Resolution No. 24-011 Exhibit "A"



Spokane Acoustics, Inc.
P.O. Box 15331
Spokane Valley, WA 99215
(509) 927-8150 Fax: (509) 927-0422
Idaho License #: RCE-7736
Public Works License: PWC-C-12420-C-4
Date: December 20, 2023
Company Name: Stancraft CG
Attention: Roy Aeschliman
From: Jon Gotfredson

PROJECT: City of CDA Streets & Engineering Dept.
Building Renovation- Fire Rated ACT & Grid @ 2 Floor Corridor

Spokane Acoustics, Inc. hereby submits our bid as follows:

Furnish and install Armstrong Fine Fissured Second Look Il Fireguard ceiling tile and Prelude
Fireguard 15/16” suspended ceiling grid. Approximately 690 SF.

Labor......... $1,421.00
Material......... $125.00
Total........... $1,546.00

+ $306 for 3 extra
boxes of fire rated
This bid is good for 30 days, thereafter it is subject to changhles. $1,852 total

EXCLUDES THE FOLLOWING:
1.) Additional cost to provide a CG2010, CG2011 primary and noncontributory additional
insured insurance endorsement rider.
2.) Cost to repair our product damaged by others.
3.) Additional cost to provide “Completed Operations insurance coverage for additional
Insureds”
4.) Swag wires for lights and HVAC.

Thank you for your time and consideration. We look forward to working with your company on this
project. If you have any questions regarding this proposal please call me at (509) 927-8150.

Resolution No. 24-011 Exhibit "A"



All Wall Contracting, Inc. Change Proposal

723 South Lochsa Street

Post Falls ID 83854 Proposal #:6
CONTRACTING, INC. 208.773.4650
Brit—— Date: 01/18/2024
License:
To: Stancraft Construction Group Project: 23102
2936 W Dakota Ave CDA Streets & Engineering Dept.
Hayden ID 83835 3800 N. Ramsey
Coeur d'Alene ID 83815
Proposed By: 2771 Caleb Bradbury Customer Proposal:
Description of Work Amount
Apply intumescent coating at underside of stairs 1,275.00
Notes
Negative changes will lower the overall contract Requested Amount of Proposed Change 1,275.00
price requiring no additional payment by owner.

Contractor: Date:
Date:

Subcontractor:
Resolution No. 24-011 Exhibit "A"




//’“‘\
\Fr)
METALCRAFT

MECHANICAL uc

Idaho Contractors Registration: RCE-25076

DATE: December 22, 2023
TO: StanCraft Construction Group
ATTN: Cory Johnson

PROJECT: CDA S&E Building Renovation

SUBJECT. REVISE GRILLES & FIRE DAMPERS IN 2"° FLOOR CORRIDOR

The following are our material and labor costs to revise the grilles and fire dampers in the 2M floor
corridor (2—8x8 supply & 2—10x8 return):

Material:

° (4) Grilles (surface-mount) $ 340.00
° (4) Fire dampers $ 600.00
° {5) Concealed regulators $ 350.00
° Sheetmetal materials $ 300.00
° HVAC materials $ 100.00

Material Total $ 1,690.00
6% Sales Tax $ 101.00

Shop Fabrication Labor:

16 hours @ $89-9/hr $1.424.00
Field Installation Labor:
4 hours @ $89%/hr $ 356.00

Subtotal $3,571.00
15% O&P  $ 536.00
TOTAL COST $ 4,107.00

Please don't hesitate to call if you should have any questions.

Sincerely,
Metalcraft Mechanical LLC

Buddg rReagan / sw

Buddy Reagan
Project Manager

11547 N. Warren Street | Hayden, ID 83835

Resolution No. 24-011 p. (208) 772-3911 | £. (208) 7726501 | www.mmidaho.com Exhibit "A”
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METALCRAFT

MECHANICAL uc

ldaho Contractors Registration: RCE-25076

DATE: December 22, 2023

TO: Cory Johnson @ StanCraft Construction Group
PROJECT: CDA S&E Building Renovation

SUBJECT: RFI-13 HVAC MODIFICATION

The following are our material and labor costs associated with the HVAC changes per RFI-13 (and
the owner's request), specifically to remove and reinstall new grilles in various locations. (Met with
Cory onsite to confirm all locations.)

» Locker Rooms 115, 116, 116A — Remove existing hard duct connections and revise with
new ductwork and grilles to accommodate new T-Bar ceiling.

» Rooms 202, 203 — Replace (2) 10x6 return grilles

» Room 204 — Replace (1) 8” linear to a T-Bar style supply & replace (1) 10x6 return grille
» Restroom 207 — Replace (1) grille to 6”g lay-in T-Bar grille

» Corridor 201A — Replace (1) grille to 10"g lay-in T-Bar grille

» Room 211 & 213 — Replace (4) grilles to 24x24 lay-in T-Bar grilles

Material:

° (13) Grilles $ 845.00
° HVAC sheetmetal materials $ 750.00
° HVAC materials $ 200.00

Material Total $ 1,795.00
6% SalesTax $ 108.00

Shop Fabrication Labor:

8 hours @ $89-%/hr $ 712.00
Field Installation Labor;
24 hours @ $89-°/hr $2.136.00

Subtotal $4,751.00
15% O&P 712.00
TOTAL COST $ 5,463.00

Piease don't hesitate to call if you should have any questions.

Sincerely,
Metalcraft Mechanical LLC

Buddg rReagan / sw

Buddy Reagan
Project Manager

11547 N. Warren Street | Hayden, ID 838335

Resolution No. 24-011 p. (208) 772-3911 | £. (208) 7726501 | www.mmidaho.com Exhibit "A”



Tri-Cities ¢h Floor &KHOME 2ieeer one

1330 Tapteal Drive * Richland WA 99352 ~ NEW Showroom
223 N Benton Street, WA 99336 ~ Warehouse

Andrea Numerick ~ Direct Line: 509-508-5673 Cell 615-971-7372
EMAIL ADDRESS: andrea®@floorandhome.net
WALLA WALLA CARPET ONE LLC. WA LICH WALLAWC785BC ~ OR LIC# 244295

Change Order Authorization Form

Date: 01/05/2024
Customer: CDA STREETS DEPT ~ STANCRAFT
CG #: TC000881
Address: 3800 N Ramsey Rd, Coeur d'Alene, ID 83815

Description of change:

Change base color in rooms 104A, 104B, 105, 106,
117,119, 201C, 202, 203, 204, 216, 217, 218 & hall

adjacent to restrooms from Tarkett Brown to Roppe
150 Dark Gray.

Change order amount: $370
(restocking fee to return material already ordered add 1 roll to total qty)

Salesperson signature: b Nocrmoriid

Customer
Signature Date

Resolution No. 24-011 Exhibit "A"



FUSE ELECTRIC
L C

10029 N Navion Drive- Hayden, Idaho 83835
Idaho Electrical Contractor’s License #026809
Idaho Public Works License #027171-AAA-4 Expires 7/31/2024
WA Electrical License #FUSEEEL823K3

Electrical Proposal

January 10, 2024

City of CdA -Streets & Engineering Department Maintenance Building Renovation

StanCraft Construction Group
Roy Aeschlimann
Coeur d’ Alene, Id.

Scope:

Replace the following existing switches, outlets and plates to white 20 amp commercial

grade.

Receptacles

Duplex single 27 of them
Quads 3 of them
Switching

2 singles

9 3ways

2 4ways

Switch plates

4 doubles

4 singles

Materials - $230.00
Labor - $784.00
Total Materials and Labor - $1,015.00

Not Included:
GFI Outlets (Didn’t see any existing)

Thank you for your consideration,

Charlie Vignale
Charliev@fuseelectriccda.com
208-651-0524

Resolution No. 24-011

Exhibit "A"
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10029 N Navion Drive- Hayden, Idaho 83835
Idaho Electrical Contractor’s License #026809
Idaho Public Works License #027171-AAA-4 Expires 7/31/2024
WA Electrical License #FUSEEEL823K3

Electrical Proposal

January 10, 2024

City of CdA -Streets & Engineering Department Maintenance Building Renovation
StanCraft Construction Group

Roy Aeschlimann

Coeur d’ Alene, Id.

Scope:
Provide 9 -2 x 4 and 3 — 2 x 2 fire tents.

Total Materials Only - $ 2,445.00

Not Included
Installation
Any other Fire Stop

Thank you for your consideration,

Charlie Vignale
Charliev@fuseelectriccda.com
208-651-0524

Resolution No. 24-011 Exhibit "A"



CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

DATE: February 6, 2024
FROM: Glen Poelstra, Water Department Assistant Director

SUBJECT: Award of lowest bid and approval of purchase of Meter Boxes for annual
Maintenance and Meter Pit Upgrades.

DECISION POINT: Should Council approve the lowest responsive bid of, and approve the
purchase of Armorcast meter boxes from, Consolidated Supply Co. in the amount of $85,311.58 for
the Water Department’s Annual Maintenance and Meter Pit Upgrades?

HISTORY: On an annual basis, approximately 200 - 300 meter pit settings are required to be
updated throughout the City’s water system. Updates include basement meter pit upgrades, water
service leaks, Yardley service upgrades, and meter pit upgrades in general. These upgrades are vital
to keep ageing infrastructure up-to-date and operational. These meter boxes were introduced into
City specifications approximately 20 years ago and have played a pivotal role in keeping meters and
associated components protected from the elements. These meter boxes are one component of the
service replacement and purchasing in bulk quantity yields the best price.

FINANCIAL ANALYSIS: Three quotes were solicited by staff for the Armorcast-brand
composite meter boxes in a quantity to meet the expected annual service replacements. The quotes
received were from Consolidated Supply Co. at $85,311.58, H.D. Fowler at $85,485.10, and
Ferguson Waterworks at $89,814.37. Funding for the service line replacements is included in the FY
23-24 budget line item which also includes water main replacements in the amount of $775,000.00.
Other anticipated materials and projects are included in this line item.

PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS: The Water Department originally used concrete meter boxes
which are extremely heavy and fragile. Staff experimented with other types of meter boxes and
ultimately chose the Armorcast composite meter boxes as they were very similar in size to the
existing boxes but much lighter and much more durable due to the composite construction of the
box. The boxes and lids come in 15,000 and 20,000 pound load capacity so they can withstand being
driven on where the concrete boxes would easily be crushed. Past practice has been to purchase a
small truck load at a time, but due to supply chain issues for the past couple of years, staff
recommends purchasing a large quantity to ensure they are readily available for future projects.

DECISION POINT/RECOMMENDATION: Council should approve the lowest responsive bid
of, and approve the purchase of Armorcast meter boxes from, Consolidated Supply Co. in the
amount of $85,311.58 for Annual Maintenance and Meter Pit Upgrades.
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RESOLUTION NO. 24-012

ARESOLUTION OF THECITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO,
APPROVING THE PURCHASE OF ARMORCAST METER BOXES FROM CONSOLIDATED
SUPPLY COMPANY IN THE AMOUNT OF $85,311.58 FOR USE IN THE ANNUAL
MAINTENANCE AND METER PIT UPGRADES.

WHEREAS, the Water Department Assistant Director of the City of Coeur d’Alene has
recommended that the City of Coeur d’Alene approve the purchase of Armorcast Meter Boxes from
the lowest responsive bidder, Consolidated Supply Company, for the amount of Eighty-five
Thousand Three Hundred Eleven and 58/100 Dollars ($85,311.58), for the Water Department for use
in the Annual Maintenance and Meter Pit Upgrades, per the attached Exhibit “A” which is
incorporated herein by reference; and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interests of the City to purchase the Armorcast Meter Boxes.
NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Coeur d’Alene that the
Water Department is authorized to enter into an agreement to purchase Armorcast Meter Boxes from
Consolidated Supply Company for the amount of Eighty-five Thousand Three Hundred Eleven and
58/100 Dollars ($85,311.58), for the Water Department for use in the Annual Maintenance and
Meter Pit Upgrades, per the attached Exhibit “A” which is incorporated herein by reference, with the
provision that the Mayor, City Administrator, and City Attorney are hereby authorized to modify
said agreement to the extent the substantive provision of the agreement remain intact.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor and City Clerk be directed to take such steps
necessary to effect said purchase on behalf of the City.

DATED this 6" day of February, 2024.

James Hammond, Mayor

ATTEST:

Renata McLeod, City Clerk

Resolution No. 24-012 Page 1of2



Motion by , Seconded by , to adopt the foregoing resolution.

ROLL CALL:
COUNCIL MEMBER ENGLISH Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER MILLER Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER GOOKIN Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER EVANS Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER MCEVERS Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER WOOD Voted

was absent. Motion

Resolution No. 24-012 Page 2of2



AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this 6™ day of February, 2024, between the
CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, Kootenai County, Idaho, a municipal corporation duly organized
and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the state of Idaho, hereinafter referred to as “CITY,”
and CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY CO., a corporation duly organized and existing under and by
virtue of the laws of the state of Washington, with its Idaho place of business at 155 East Dalton
Ave., Dalton Gardens, Idaho, hereinafter referred to as the “PROVIDER.”

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the PROVIDER has been awarded the contract for the purchase of meter
boxes in Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, according to the plans and specifications established by the CITY.

IT IS AGREED that for and in consideration of the covenants and agreements to be made
and performed by the CITY, the PROVIDER shall provide Armorcast Meter Boxes Quote #
S011722113. All goods shall be of the high standard required and approved by the CITY.

The CITY shall pay to the PROVIDER the sum of Eighty-Five Thousand Three Hundred
Eleven and 58/100 Dollars ($85,311.58). A request for a partial payment for boxes delivered must
be submitted by the 10" of the month for boxes provided in the previous calendar month. Payment
shall be made by the end of that calendar month. CONTRACTOR must obtain from the Idaho
State Tax Commission and submitted to the CITY a release of liability for taxes (Form 10-248-79)
for each payment.

The PROVIDER shall complete delivery of the boxes within 231 days of the award of the
contract.

PROVIDER certifies that it is not currently owned or operated by the government of the
People’s Republic of China, and will not for the duration of the contract be owned or operated by
the government of the People’s Republic of China.

This Agreement, with all of its forms, specifications and stipulations, shall be binding upon
the parties hereto, their successors and assigns.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Director of the City of Coeur d’Alene Water Department
has executed this Agreement on behalf of said City, and the PROVIDER has caused the same to
be signed by an authorized representative, the day and year first above written.

CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE CONSOLIDATED SUPPLY CO.
By By
Kyle Marine, Water Dept. Director (printed name)
(title)

Resolution No. 24-012 Page 1of1 EXHIBIT “A”



CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

DATE: FEBRUARY 6, 2024
FROM: TODD FEUSIER - STREETS & ENGINEERING DEPT. DIRECTOR
SUBJECT: STREET CUT POLICY UPDATE

DECISION POINT: Should Council approve the update to the Street Cut Policy?

HISTORY: The current street cut policy, which was approved by City Council in 1998, provides
restrictions on cutting into streets that had been paved or overlaid within the past five years except
in the case of emergency repairs. While this policy has been beneficial to preserving pavement
integrity, it does not adequately protect our streets. Since the policy was created, the City has begun
chipsealing streets to more cost-effectively preserve them. The original policy makes no mention
of chipseals. Additionally, the existing policy does not address multiple cuts in one area, allowing
for a patchwork of asphalt patches. The revised policy, modified from Avista Utilities Regional
Street Cut Policy, includes requirements for chipsealed streets, multiple street cuts in one area, and
placement of pavement cuts to avoid wheelpaths.

FINANCIAL ANALYSIS: Additional costs will be realized by the Water and Wastewater
Departments for water and sewer main and service replacements and for developers cutting into
our streets, but will extend the life of City streets, thereby saving taxpayer funds.

PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS: Approval of the revised policy will extend the life and quality
of City streets.

DECISION POINT/RECOMMENDATION: City Council should approve the update to the
Street Cut Policy.



RESOLUTION NO. 24-013

ARESOLUTION OF THECITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO,
APPROVING A REVISED STREETS & ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT PAVEMENT CUT
POLICY TO ESTABLISH A UNIFORM APPROACH TO PAVEMENT CUTS AND REPAIRS
APPLICABLE TO UTILITIES AND OTHER CONTRACTORS WORKING IN THE PUBLIC
RIGHTS-OF-WAY.

WHEREAS, pursuant to Resolution No. 98-048, adopted the 3™ day of February, 1998, the
City of Coeur d'Alene adopted a policy to establish procedures for utility cuts in public streets; and

WHEREAS, while the current policy has been beneficial to preserving pavement integrity, it
does not adequately protect the City’s streets; and

WHEREAS, the need for revisions in the Policy regarding Pavement Cuts and Repair has
been deemed necessary by the Streets & Engineering Department; and

WHEREAS, the Streets and Engineering Director has proposed a revised Policy which
includes requirements for chipsealed streets, multiple street cuts in one area, and placement of
pavement cuts to avoid wheelpaths; and

WHEREAS, it is deemed to be in the best interests of the City of Coeur d’Alene and the
citizens thereof that such policies be adopted.

NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Coeur d’Alene that the
Pavement Cut Policy attached hereto as Exhibit “A” be and is hereby adopted.

DATED this 6™ day of February, 2024.

James Hammond, Mayor

ATTEST:

Renata McLeod, City Clerk

Resolution No. 24-013 Page 1of2



Motion by , Seconded by , to adopt the foregoing resolution.

ROLL CALL:
COUNCIL MEMBER ENGLISH Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER MILLER Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER GOOKIN Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER EVANS Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER MCEVERS Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER WOOD Voted

was absent. Motion

Resolution No. 24-013 Page 2of2
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CITYO

CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE
PAVEMENT CUT POLICY

PURPOSE:

The purpose of this policy is to establish a uniform approach to pavement cuts and repair applicable
to utilities and other contractors working in the public rights-of-way.

POLICIES:

The City has established a tiered system based on the date of construction or reconstruction of
pavement and may also apply additional criteria for roadway condition. The policies applicable
are as follows:

1. A pavement cut moratorium will be in effect for a period of three years for all new and
reconstructed Tier 1 roadways.

2. The policies for Tiers 2-4 roadways is as follows:

a. Full Policy: Patches/paving shall extend the full width of an established travel lane.
Pavement cuts shall be full depth and extend three feet (3’-0) beyond the nominal
trench edge longitudinally and transversely. There shall be no gaps < four feet (4’-07)
from curb or gutter.

b. Modified Policy: Patches paving shall extend beyond the wheel path to the middle of
the travel lane. Pavement cuts shall be full depth and extend three feet (3’-0”) beyond
the nominal trench edge longitudinally and transversely. There shall be no gaps < four
feet (4°-0”) from curb or gutter.

3. Tiers Based on Age of Pavement

Street Classification Tier 1 Tier 2 Tier 3 Tier 4
0 -3 Years 3 -5 Years 5-12 Years > 12 years
. . . . . . Modified

Principal Arterial Moratorium Policy Full Policy Full Policy Policy
Minor Arterial Moratorium Policy Full Policy Modified Policy MPOo(jIIi]::I;d
Collector Moratorium Policy Full Policy Modified Policy Mpoo(jlli]z;d
Industrial Moratorium Policy | Modified Policy | Modified Policy Mpoodl'i];';d
Local/Residential Moratorium Policy | Modified policy | Modified Policy Mpoodlligjd
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Notes:

1. It is the discretion of the City Engineer to review the individual road segment ages to
determine patch requirements on longitudinal installation over multiple roadway
segments with variable ratings. In principle, each road section will be patched according
to the tier in which it is ranked.

2. Any deviation from the Tier Policy will require approval in advance by the City
Engineer.

3. The City will provide the date of the last major surface rehabilitation either electronically
or on issued permits.

4, This policy was modified from Avista Utility’s “Inland Northwest Regional Pavement
Cut Policy.”

DEFINITIONS

Assignee: The contractor who is taking out the permit.

Bell Hole: A hole dug to allow room for workmen to make a repair or connection in
buried pipe, such as caulking bell-and-spigot pipe or welding steel pipe. A bell hole can
also be used for the starting location of an underground bore, when using the directional
boring equipment. In the broad sense, any hole other than a continuous trench opened for
working on a buried facility.

City Engineer: City Engineer, Streets & Engineering Director, or designee (Engineers,
Inspectors, Project Managers, Field Personnel) representing the City of Coeur d’Alene.

Compaction: Restoration and backfill of the Trench, Pothole, and Bell hole. Subgrade
and base rock shall be compacted in lifts using the industry standard equipment to
achieve 95% of the Modified Proctor (ASTM-D1557). Asphalt compaction shall conform
to the ISPWC, current edition.

Full depth: Asphalt depth from top to base to top of asphalt or thickness of asphalt.
Gap: Distance between two asphalt patches.
ISPWC: The Idaho Standards for Public Works Construction, current edition.

Keyhole: Core drilling in asphalt or concrete used when performing installation,
maintenance, or repair work.
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Length of Patch: For this document the length of all patches is the patch dimension
parallel to the centerline of the roadway.

MUTCD: Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices: Traffic Control should be set
up to warn and protect the workers and general public by avoiding the working area
during construction. Traffic Control must meet or exceed the MUTCD (see
http://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov section, Chapter 6G and 6H).

New Roadway: Any roadway that has had a designed rehabilitation in the permitted
excavation location that is less than or equal to three years.

Patch: Cut in the pavement as part of the current permitted job.

Permittees: The utility company or contractor who submits an application for a permit to
obstruct and/or conduct construction operations in the public right-of-way.

Potholing: Potholing is the practice of digging a small test hole to expose underground
utilities to verify the horizontal and vertical location of the facility. The horizontal and
vertical position of the exposed facility must be tied to a survey benchmark or permanent
above grade feature. The position may be identified by GPS or traditional survey
coordinates or by measuring the distance, with a tape measure, to permanent features in
three horizontal directions. In addition, the vertical distance below grade should be
obtained.

Project Completion: Date when the following has occurred: final permanent restoration
of roadway is complete and approved by the inspector, and all as-built documentation has
been submitted to the local agency.

Standard Specifications: Current version of the Idaho Standards for Public Works
Construction (ISPWC), Supplemental Specifications, and/or City of Coeur d’Alene
Standards.

Travel Lane: Travel lanes shall be established based on striping, or where there is no
striping, shall be twelve feet (12°-07) in width.

Width of Patch: For this document the width of all patches is the patch dimension
perpendicular to the centerline of the roadway.
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GENERAL REQUIREMENTS
1. Patching:

a.

Resolution No. 24-013

Patching that extends into existing patches require the removal and
replacement of the existing patch unless approved by the City
Engineer.

The minimum length of the patch parallel to the centerline of the road
shall be six feet (6’-0). If any part of the excavation, patch or
damaged area intrudes into an adjacent lane, that lane shall also be
replaced in accordance with the tiered chart.

New patches adjacent to any existing patch shall be installed at the
existing patch line. When this is not feasible, no gap of four feet or
less shall remain.

Patches located within 50 feet of each other shall be incorporated into
a single patch. Anytime significant patching occurs, the contractor
shall notify the City to determine if cost sharing is an option to expand
the pavement repair/replacement area.

For areas that contain four patches within 200 feet, the areas shall be
consolidated into one patch or the area chip sealed when the roadway
contains a chip seal no older than five years.

For longitudinal patches that exceed 55% of the width of the street,
the asphalt shall be replaced for the entire street width.

All asphalt damaged from construction equipment or work activities
shall be cut out and replaced in accordance with this policy.

Only saw cutting or approved grinding device will be allowed. Only
parallel and perpendicular pavement cuts will be allowed. No jagged,
broken or rolled undermined edges.

i. Per agency approval, grind and overlay outside of the full
depth asphalt removal limits may be allowed to achieve full
patch limits.

ii. There may be times when a diamond shaped patch is the
preferred method for the repair (i.e. manholes and valve
boxes), since it will provide a smoother ride instead of a
square patch.
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i. A Tack Coat of asphalt (see Specifications for Joint Adhesive and
Crack Sealant) shall be applied to all paved surfaces on which any
course of hot mix asphalt is to be placed or abutted. Tack coat shall be
uniformly applied on a clean surface to cover the existing pavement
with a thin film of residual asphalt free of streaks and bare spots at a
rate between 0.02 and 0.08 gallons per square yard.

j.  All pavement cuts shall be sealed full depth, flush with the pavement
surface. The contractor is required to use an approved crack sealant
material as defined in Specifications for Joint Adhesive and Crack
Sealant section. The maximum length of overcut is equal to the depth
of asphalt. Crack Sealant shall be applied according to
manufacturer’s recommendations. If any holes remain after
application, the contractor shall repeat the procedure.

k. A joint adhesive shall be used on all transverse and longitudinal joints
of all lifts of asphalt that are not hot lapped or as designated by the
City Engineer. The contractor is required to use an approved joint
adhesive option as defined in the Specifications for Joint Adhesive
and Crack Sealant section. It is important to ensure that the wearing
course joint is sealed completely and can visually be seen upon
inspection. Joint Sealant shall be applied according to manufacturer’s
recommendations or according to industry standard, where applicable.

I. The completed surface of all courses shall be of uniform texture,
smooth, uniform as to crown and grade, and free from defects. The
completed surface of the wearing course shall not vary more than 1/4
inch from the lower edge of a ten-foot straightedge placed parallel to
the centerline. Recognition and consideration will be made for
existing roadway conditions. The City Engineer must approve
corrective measures.

2. Keyholes. Keyholes are considered temporary and must be replaced with a
permanent patch.

3. Materials. All patching materials and construction requirements not addressed
in this document shall conform to City Standards. Hand patching materials
may utilize a 3/8” aggregate HMA with non-elastic recovery (ER) oil.
Longitudinal cuts that extend through multiple tier classifications will require
discussion with the Streets Department to determine appropriate patching
approach. In principle, each road section will be patched according to the tier
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in which it is ranked. Any variances to the specifications shall be requested in
writing prior to the work.

4. Traffic Control:

a. All existing traffic control markings shall be replaced as soon as
possible after permanent paving is complete.

b. Temporary markings for lane lines and stop lines shall be in place
prior to the roadway opening for traffic.

c. All remaining temporary striping will be completed within seven days
of new pavement completion and shall be maintained by permittee
until permanently restored and accepted by the City.

d. All traffic markings will be replaced per normal work practices.

e. All temporary traffic control for the work zone shall conform to the
MUTCD.

f.  All traffic control is subject to the approval of the City Engineer.

5. Emergency Repairs. The permittee shall be allowed to make emergency
repairs provided a more reasonable alternative does not exist. Every
reasonable effort shall be made to restore the roadway quickly. The City shall
be notified of emergency repairs not later than the next business day.

SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS

1. Chip sealed roads shall be rehabilitated according to construction
requirements for asphalt roads per tier level.

2. All existing pavement types shall be constructed at the existing depth of
asphalt and crushed surfacing, in accordance with City Standards (including
any fabric or membranes); Replacement section of asphalt and crushed rock
shall not be less than the minimum section specified in the City Standard
Drawings M-11 and M-31.

3. All concrete road cuts shall be pre-approved before beginning work (except in
the case of an emergency situations). Concrete roads shall require full panel
replacement unless approved otherwise by the City Engineer. All concrete
joints shall require an approved tie bar and dowel retrofit. The depth of
concrete replacement shall match the existing thickness. Care shall be made
not to undermine the existing panels. If the adjacent panels are disturbed or
damaged, they also shall be replaced. All joints shall be sealed with an
approved material.
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4. Asphalt over concrete road cuts — if known - shall be pre-approved before
beginning work (except in the case of an emergency situation). Saw cutting or
other approved practice for removal of the concrete shall be allowed at the
discretion of City Engineer. The asphalt portion of the cut shall be
constructed according to the pavement cut policy.

5. All areas outside of the travel lanes that are affected by the work shall be
restored to their original condition. All shoulders shall be restored to their
original condition.

6. Allowable work hours are from 7:00 am to 7:00 pm unless approved by the
City.

7. The contractor shall notify adjacent property owners of any disruptions in
service and/or access or any other inconveniences.

8. An Encroachment Permit must be obtained from the City prior to work in the
Right-of-Way. All requirements of the encroachment permit must be met
including insurance, licensure, and bonding.

9. Gravel street and alley repairs must be 4” minimum of compacted gravel
meeting the requirements of ISPWC Section 802 and City standard drawings.

EXCEPTIONS:

1. Valve and manhole repairs shall be exempt from the patching requirements of
this policy. Valve and manhole patching requirements shall be per each Local
Agency’s Standards. All warranty and construction requirements shall be met.
No longitudinal construction joints shall be allowed in the wheel path.

2. Potholing to find utilities shall be allowed. To be exempt from the gap and
patching policy, cuts shall be a maximum of two-feet square (2°-0"") with no
longitudinal joints in the wheel path and shall be backfilled with controlled
density or other approved fill from six inches above the utility to six inches
below bottom of asphalt.

WARRANTY REQUIREMENTS

1. All roadways shall require a minimum three-year warranty period. The patch
in the roadway shall be repaired as necessary until the warranty has passed.
All warranties shall become void if road rehabilitation work is performed
within the patching limits.
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2. For road cuts performed by a Utility using its internal capability, that Utility
or assignee will be responsible for repairs required during the warranty
period.

3. All curb, sidewalks, and structures that are affected by the excavation shall be
included in this policy and have a warranty for three years.

4. All warranty work requires that a City inspector be on site. The permittee
shall be required to coordinate the inspection.

5. The following defects identified by the City Engineer shall be covered by
warranty:

a. Sunken or raised pavement patches greater than or equal to one-

quarter inch (Measured using a ten-foot straight edge).

Failure to meet visual rating standard for patching and joints.

Poor workmanship.

Inadequate compaction.

Sunken, raised, or damaged curb and sidewalks in excavation work

area.

f. Sunken, raised, or damaged drywells, manholes, valve cans, catch
basins, or other utilities in excavation work area.

6. Notice of Repairs.

a. If emergency repairs are needed due to safety concerns, the permittee shall have
twenty-four hours in which to make such repairs from time of verbal notice by the
City.

® o 0o T

b. For non-emergency repairs on arterial roads the permittee shall have forty-eight
hours to make such temporary repairs.

c. For non-emergency repairs on residential streets, the permittee shall have up to
seven days to make such temporary repairs unless it is deemed a safety issue by
the City.

The City may provide for repairs not completed within the specified timeframe and
permittee will be assessed all costs associated with the repairs. The costs shall be based
on actual costs or the average bid prices for comparable projects for the year preceding,
plus ten percent overhead fees. If repairs are made other than seam sealing to the
warranted patch, a new warranty will be implemented for the new patch.

The permittee shall have two days to notify their asphalt company of the needed
permanent repairs. If the work is not completed in a timely manner and following
notification, the work shall be privately contracted or City maintenance crews will
perform the needed repairs. The permittee shall pay the associated fees for the repairs.
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TEMPORARY PATCHING

1. During winter asphalt plant closures or outside of temperature specifications (see
ISPWC section 810.3.9), the permittee shall install and maintain a temporary patch
until it can construct a permanent patch. A temporary patch will be required if the road
must be opened to traffic before a permanent patch can be made.

2. The temporary patch shall consist of four inches of crushed surfacing, and two inches
of cold-mix asphalt pavement, or upon approval of the City Engineer, crushed
surfacing top coarse and/or steel plates may be used. On arterials, when a temporary
patch is required for more than two months, Portland Cement Concrete shall be used
to construct the temporary patch. The permittee shall maintain the temporary patch
until the permanent patch has been installed.

3. |If steel plates are used, they shall be recessed to grade or provided with asphalt or
rubberized transitions.

PERMITS
1. All work in the public Right-of Way requires an encroachment permit.

2. The permittee will be required to submit construction and traffic control plans when
applying for a permit. If the City determines that abuse of obligations are prevalent,
future construction permits shall not be issued until the permittee has fulfilled all
obligations to existing permits.

3. The permittee shall provide a detailed “As-built” record of the pavement cut after
construction is completed. The permittee shall provide details indicating existing
pavement section, new pavement section and any unusual conditions at the location of
the constructed utility. The location shall include the name of the road the work is
being performed on and the name of the closest intersections in each direction.
Distance measurements shall be from intersecting streets. This information will be
provided to the City’s Public Works Inspectors for a permanent record. This
information shall be returned no later than seven days after the completion of the
permitted project by mail or by electronic means from either the permittee or the
patching contractor. The intent of this process is to record small patching details.
Larger projects must be reviewed and approved prior to construction.

4. The City should be notified of existing problems with the adjacent roadway to a
proposed patch. Every effort will be made to leverage both public and private funds
for street improvements.
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RESPONSIBLE PARTY

The permittee shall be responsible for all construction and warranty requirements of this policy.
Utilities shall provide the identity of the subcontractor performing the work if not self-performed.
If permittee is a subcontractor for utilities, the utilities will assume responsibility if permittee
cannot/will not make repairs.

COMPLIANCE
Failure to comply with any part of this policy may result in denial of future permits.

After 3 notices of noncompliance, the City shall send a notice to comply within 10 working days
or all future permits may be denied until the problems have been corrected.

A meeting shall be arranged with the City and a plan of action to prevent future noncompliance
shall be presented before issuance of any new permits.

An appeal can be applied for in writing.

Noncompliance Activities include:

Failure to secure a permit.

Failure to maintain temporary patches.

Failure to make permanent repairs.

Failure to make emergency repairs.

Failure to make warranty repairs.

Failure to submit As-Built information.

Failure to inform agency of asphalt completion date.
Failure to follow traffic control measures, as required.

LN~ wWNE

EXEMPTIONS FOR MORATORIUM ROADWAYS

It is understood that field conditions may warrant a waiver or an exemption from these
regulations. Developers, Contractors or Owners may appeal for a waiver of the moratorium to
allow for excavation into a street that meets the criteria for the moratorium tier.

The appeal process completion in NO WAY obligates the City to allow such an excavation, and
any such decisions are at the City Engineer’s discretion.

The applicant shall:
e Submit a letter of intent to the City Engineer outlining their proposed project and the

impact of the project.
e Establish that all alternative avenues have been investigated and fail to meet the needs of
the project.
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e Acknowledge the requirements of restoration of the area affected, and that there will be
required special inspection, the cost of which shall be borne by the applicant of the
waiver.

e Propose a meeting with the City to discuss the project.

e Provide a schedule of the project through completion.

RESOURCES

Streets & Engineering web site: https://www.cdaid.org/streets
Standard Drawings: https://www.cdaid.org/1089/departments/streets/engineering/engineering-
standard-drawings

SPECIFICATIONS FOR JOINT ADHESIVE AND CRACK SEALANT

Joint Adhesive — Hot Applied — Option 1

Joint adhesive material shall conform to the following requirements:
Test Specification:

Cone Penetration, 77°F (25°C) (ASTM D 5329) 60 - 100
Flow, 140°F (60°C) (ASTM D 5329) 5 mm maximum
Resilience, 77°F (25°C) (ASTM D 5329) 30% minimum
Ductility, 77°F (25°C) (ASTM D 113) 30 cm minimum
Ductility, 39.2°F (2°C) (ASTM D 113) 30 cm minimum
Adhesion, 77°F (25°C) (ASTM D 5329) 500% minimum
Softening Point (ASTM D 36) 170°F (77°C) minimum
Asphalt Compatibility (ASTM D 5329) Pass

Installation: Install according to manufacturer specifications.

Joint Adhesive - CSS1/Sand — Option 3

A heavy application of tack coat (0.16 gallons per square yard) shall be applied to all vertical
faces of the joints. Care shall be taken to ensure that enough tack coat has been applied to seal
the joint once the patch is complete. A clean sand may be needed to blot the adhesive while
patching to ensure that the tack coat does not track off site. It should be evident that the joint is
sealed to the agency inspection staff. If the joint opens up, the contractor shall seal the joint with
an approved crack sealant.

For roadways open to traffic, the application of joint adhesive, tack coat, and crack sealant shall
be limited to surfaces that will be paved during the same working shift. The spreading equipment
shall be equipped with a thermometer to indicate the temperature of the tack coat material.
Equipment shall not operate on the joints until the adhesive has cured. If the Contractor’s
operation damages the joint adhesive, it shall be repaired prior to placement of the HMA.

The Tack Coat shall be an un-diluted CSS-1 emulsified asphalt. The tack coat shall have
sufficient temperature such that it may be applied uniformly at the specified rate of application
and shall not exceed the maximum temperature recommended by the manufacturer.
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Crack Sealant — Hot Poured — Option 1

Hot poured crack sealant shall be rubberized and premium grade. Pre-approved products include:
Crafco Roadsaver 546, Crafco Roadsaver 539 or approved equal. Crack sealant product shall be
installed according to manufacturer’s specifications and with the appropriate equipment.

Crack Sealant — Pourable — Option 2

Pourable crack sealant shall be rubberized and suitable for asphalt and concrete pavements. Pre-
approved products include: Lastek33 or equivalent. Crack sealant product shall be installed
according to manufacturer’s specifications and with the appropriate equipment.

Construction Requirements

The Contractor shall install Joint Adhesive to all joints of wearing course lifts that are not hot
lapped or as designated by the Engineer. Equipment used for performing the joint adhesive
application shall be maintained in satisfactory working condition at all times. Prior to the
application of the joint adhesive, the face of the joint shall be thoroughly dry and free from any
loose material, dust, or other debris that would inhibit adhesion. Heating and pumping of joint
adhesive shall be in accordance with the manufacturer’s recommendations. Application of the
joint adhesive shall be in a continuous, 1/8 inch thick band over the entire vertical face of the
joint. Joint adhesive shall be applied concurrent with HMA placement and application shall be
limited to the surfaces that will be paved during the same working shift.
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CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

DATE: FEBRUARY 6, 2024
FROM: LEE WHITE, POLICE CHIEF

SUBJECT: APPROVAL TO UTILIZE STATE OPIOID SETTLEMENT FUNDS FOR
CREATION OF OPIOID TASK FORCE BY ADDING TWO POSITIONS TO
POLICE DEPARTMENT

DECISION POINT:

Should the City Council approve use of the Idaho State Opioid Settlement funds for the creation of an
opioid task force, and add two positions to the Police Department for this purpose?

HISTORY:

In September 2021, the Idaho Attorney General’s Office requested that cities consider participating in
a joint settlement agreement with three (3) drug companies to compensate for the impact of opioids on
our community. The total settlement amount for the State of Idaho was $120,000,000. 40% of those
funds were to be allocated to Cities and Counties that participated in the settlement, and 20% goes
directly to the area Health Districts.

The City’s share of those funds was $1,324,501, to be paid out in installments over 18 years. In March
2022, Council voted to reallocate the City’s share of funds to Panhandle Health. The reallocation of
funds to Panhandle Health will continue until and unless the City takes action to revoke the
reallocation.

PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS:

The Police Department interacts with people suffering from the effects of opioid use and abuse on a
regular basis. We request to revoke the reallocation of funds to Panhandle Health in order to utilize
those funds towards the creation of an Opioid Task Force.

The complete concept of operations is outlined in the attached document; however, in summary this
taskforce will be responsible for the following:
e Responding to opioid overdose calls to provide assistance and resources.
e Conducting training to first responders and community groups.
e Coordinating with non-profits, health districts, post-conviction services, educators and school
staff to provide assistance and resources to those dealing with opioid use.
e Conduct investigations into illicit opioid trafficking and distribution.

I have spoken with the Attorney General’s Office and they indicated that our concept would be an

acceptable use of those funds, adding that their office “would not object” to the use of the funds as
planned.
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS:

The first distribution from this fund in 2022 was $251,847.22. Additional distributions are expected to
take place very soon, and additional funds may have already been sent to Panhandle Health. There are
approximately $894,873.23 in outstanding payments that the City should expect; however, the
distribution timeframe for those payments is still in question. The annual personnel cost of this
taskforce for the Police Department is approximately $261,335. For this reason, PD is requesting to
fund these positions in FY 24/25.

DECISION POINT/RECOMMENDATION: The Police Department requests that Council revoke
the reallocation agreement with Panhandle Health, and approve the use of the Opioid Settlement funds
for the creation of an opioid task force by adding two positions to the Police Department for this
purpose.
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Exhibit A
Approved Opioid Abatement Strategies

Support treatment of Opioid Use Disorder (OUD) and any co-occurring Substance Use Disorder
or Mental Health (SUD/MH) conditions through evidence-based or evidence-informed programs
or strategies that may include, but are not limited to, the following:

PART ONE: TREATMENT

A, TREAT OPIOID USE DISORDER (OUD)

Support treatment of Opioid Use Disorder (OUD) and any co-occurring Substance Use
Disorder or Mental Health (SUD/MH) conditions through evidence-based or evidence-
informed programs or strategies that may include, but are not limited to, the following':

1.

Expand availability of treatment for OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH
conditions, including all forms of Medication-Assisted Treatment (MAT) approved
by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration.

Support and reimburse evidence-based services that adhere to the American Society
of Addiction Medicine (ASAM) continuum of care for OUD and any co-occurring
SUD/MH conditions

Expand telehealth to increase access to treatment for OUD and any co-occurring
SUD/MH conditions, including MAT, as well as counseling, psychiatric support,
and other treatment and recovery support services.

Improve oversight of Opioid Treatment Programs (OTPs) to assure evidence-based
or evidence-informed practices such as adequate methadone dosing and low
threshold approaches to treatment.

Support mobile intervention, treatment, and recovery services, offered by qualified
professionals and service providers, such as peer recovery coaches, for persons with
OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions and for persons who have
experienced an opioid overdose.

Treatment of trauma for individuals with OUD (e.g., violence, sexual assault,
human trafficking, or adverse childhood experiences) and family members (e.g.,
surviving family members after an overdose or overdose fatality), and training of
health care personnel to identify and address such trauma.

Support evidence-based withdrawal management services for people with OUD
and any co-occurring mental health conditions.

! As used in this Exhibit A, words like “expand,” “fund,” “provide” or the like shall not indicate a preference for new
or existing programs. Priorities will be established through the mechanisms described in the Public Creditor Trust
Distribution Procedures.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Exhibit A
Approved Opioid Abatement Strategies

Training on MAT for health care providers, first responders, students, or other
supporting professionals, such as peer recovery coaches or recovery outreach
specialists, including telementoring to assist community-based providers in rural or
underserved areas.

Support workforce development for addiction professionals who work with persons
with OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions.

Fellowships for addiction medicine specialists for direct patient care, instructors,
and clinical research for treatments.

Scholarships and supports for behavioral health practitioners or workers involved
in addressing OUD and any co-occurring SUD or mental health conditions,
including but not limited to training, scholarships, fellowships, loan repayment
programs, or other incentives for providers to work in rural or underserved areas.

Provide funding and training for clinicians to obtain a waiver under the federal Drug
Addiction Treatment Act of 2000 (DATA 2000) to prescribe MAT for OUD, and
provide technical assistance and professional support to clinicians who have
obtained a DATA 2000 waiver.

Dissemination of web-based training curricula, such as the American Academy of
Addiction Psychiatry’s Provider Clinical Support Service-Opioids web-based
training curriculum and motivational interviewing.

Development and dissemination of new curricula, such as the American Academy
of Addiction Psychiatry’s Provider Clinical Support Service for Medication-
Assisted Treatment.

SUPPORT PEOPLE IN TREATMENT AND RECOVERY

Support people in recovery from OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions through
evidence-based or evidence-informed programs or strategies that may include, but are not
limited to, the following:

1.

Provide comprehensive wrap-around services to individuals with OUD and any co-
occurring SUD/MH conditions, including housing, transportation, education, job
placement, job training, or childcare.

Provide the full continuum of care of treatment and recovery services for OUD and
any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions, including supportive housing, peer support
services and counseling, community navigators, case management, and
connections to community-based services.

Provide counseling, peer-support, recovery case management and residential

treatment with access to medications for those who need it to persons with OUD
and any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions.
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Approved Opioid Abatement Strategies

Provide access to housing for people with OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH
conditions, including supportive housing, recovery housing, housing assistance
programs, training for housing providers, or recovery housing programs that allow
or integrate FDA-approved mediation with other support services.

Provide community support services, including social and legal services, to assist
in deinstitutionalizing persons with OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH
conditions.

Support or expand peer-recovery centers, which may include support groups, social
events, computer access, or other services for persons with OUD and any co-
occurring SUD/MH conditions.

Provide or support transportation to treatment or recovery programs or services for
persons with OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions.

Provide employment training or educational services for persons in treatment for
or recovery from OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions.

Identify successful recovery programs such as physician, pilot, and college
recovery programs, and provide support and technical assistance to increase the
number and capacity of high-quality programs to help those in recovery.

Engage non-profits, faith-based communities, and community coalitions to support
people in treatment and recovery and to support family members in their efforts to
support the person with OUD in the family.

Training and development of procedures for government staff to appropriately
interact and provide social and other services to individuals with or in recovery
from OUD, including reducing stigma.

Support stigma reduction efforts regarding treatment and support for persons with
OUD, including reducing the stigma on effective treatment.

Create or support culturally appropriate services and programs for persons with
OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions, including new Americans.

Create and/or support recovery high schools.

Hire or train behavioral health workers to provide or expand any of the services or
supports listed above.

CONNECT PEOPLE WHO NEED HELP TO THE HELP THEY NEED

(CONNECTIONS TO CARE)

Provide connections to care for people who have — or at risk of developing — OUD and any
co-occurring SUD/MH conditions through evidence-based or evidence-informed programs
or strategies that may include, but are not limited to, the following:
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Exhibit A
Approved Opioid Abatement Strategies

Ensure that health care providers are screening for OUD and other risk factors and
know how to appropriately counsel and treat (or refer if necessary) a patient for
OUD treatment.

Fund Screening, Brief Intervention and Referral to Treatment (SBIRT) programs
to reduce the transition from use to disorders, including SBIRT services to pregnant
women who are uninsured or not eligible for Medicaid.

Provide training and long-term implementation of SBIRT in key systems (health,
schools, colleges, criminal justice, and probation), with a focus on youth and young
adults when transition from misuse to opioid disorder is common.

Purchase automated versions of SBIRT and support ongoing costs of the
technology.

Expand services such as navigators and on-call teams to begin MAT in hospital
emergency departments.

Training for emergency room personnel treating opioid overdose patients on post-
discharge planning, including community referrals for MAT, recovery case
management or support services.

Support hospital programs that transition persons with OUD and any co-occurring
SUD/MH conditions, or persons who have experienced an opioid overdose, into
clinically appropriate follow-up care through a bridge clinic or similar approach.

Support crisis stabilization centers that serve as an alternative to hospital emergency
departments for persons with OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions or
persons that have experienced an opioid overdose.

Support the work of Emergency Medical Systems, including peer support
specialists, to connect individuals to treatment or other appropriate services
following an opioid overdose or other opioid-related adverse event.

Provide funding for peer support specialists or recovery coaches in emergency
departments, detox facilities, recovery centers, recovery housing, or similar
settings; offer services, supports, or connections to care to persons with OUD and
any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions or to persons who have experienced an
opioid overdose.

Expand warm hand-off services to transition to recovery services.

Create or support school-based contacts that parents can engage with to seek
immediate treatment services for their child; and support prevention, intervention,
treatment, and recovery programs focused on young people.

Develop and support best practices on addressing OUD in the workplace.
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Exhibit A
Approved Opioid Abatement Strategies

Support assistance programs for health care providers with OUD.

Engage non-profits and the faith community as a system to support outreach for
treatment.

Support centralized call centers that provide information and connections to
appropriate services and supports for persons with OUD and any co-occurring
SUD/MH conditions.

ADDRESS THE NEEDS OF CRIMINAL-JUSTICE-INVOLVED PERSONS

Address the needs of persons with OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions who
are involved in, are at risk of becoming involved in, or are transitioning out of the criminal
justice system through evidence-based or evidence-informed programs or strategies that
may include, but are not limited to, the following:

L.

Support pre-arrest or pre-arraignment diversion and deflection strategies for
persons with OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions, including
established strategies such as:

1. Self-referral strategies such as the Angel Programs or the Police Assisted
Addiction Recovery Initiative (PAARI);

2. Active outreach strategies such as the Drug Abuse Response Team (DART)
model;

3. “Naloxone Plus” strategies, which work to ensure that individuals who have

received naloxone to reverse the effects of an overdose are then linked to
treatment programs or other appropriate services;

4. Officer prevention strategies, such as the Law Enforcement Assisted
Diversion (LEAD) model;
5. Officer intervention strategies such as the Leon County, Florida Adult Civil

Citation Network or the Chicago Westside Narcotics Diversion to
Treatment Initiative; or

6. Co-responder and/or alternative responder models to address OUD-related
911 calls with greater SUD expertise.

Support pre-trial services that connect individuals with OUD and any co-occurring
SUD/MH conditions to evidence-informed treatment, including MAT, and related
services.

Support treatment and recovery courts that provide evidence-based options for
persons with OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions.
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Provide evidence-informed treatment, including MAT, recovery support, harm
reduction, or other appropriate services to individuals with OUD and any co-
occurring SUD/MH conditions who are incarcerated in jail or prison.

Provide evidence-informed treatment, including MAT, recovery support, harm
reduction, or other appropriate services to individuals with OUD and any co-
occurring SUD/MH conditions who are leaving jail or prison have recently left jail
or prison, are on probation or parole, are under community corrections supervision,
or are in re-entry programs or facilities.

Support critical time interventions (CTI), particularly for individuals living with
dual-diagnosis OUD/serious mental illness, and services for individuals who face
immediate risks and service needs and risks upon release from correctional settings.

Provide training on best practices for addressing the needs of criminal-justice-
involved persons with OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions to law
enforcement, correctional, or judicial personnel or to providers of treatment,
recovery, harm reduction, case management, or other services offered in connection
with any of the strategies described in this section.

ADDRESS THE NEEDS OF PREGNANT OR PARENTING WOMEN AND THEIR

FAMILIES, INCLUDING BABIES WITH NEONATAL ABSTINENCE

SYNDROME

Address the needs of pregnant or parenting women with OUD and any co-occurring
SUD/MH conditions, and the needs of their families, including babies with neonatal
abstinence syndrome (NAS), through evidence-based or evidence-informed programs or
strategies that may include, but are not limited to, the following:

l.

Support evidence-based or evidence-informed treatment, including MAT, recovery
services and supports, and prevention services for pregnant women — or women
who could become pregnant — who have OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH
conditions, and other measures to educate and provide support to families affected
by Neonatal Abstinence Syndrome.

Expand comprehensive evidence-based treatment and recovery services, including
MAT, for uninsured women with OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions
for up to 12 months postpartum.

Training for obstetricians or other healthcare personnel that work with pregnant
women and their families regarding treatment of OUD and any co-occurring
SUD/MH conditions.

Expand comprehensive evidence-based treatment and recovery support for NAS
babies; expand services for better continuum of care with infant-need dyad; expand
long-term treatment and services for medical monitoring of NAS babies and their
families.
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Provide training to health care providers who work with pregnant or parenting
women on best practices for compliance with federal requirements that children
born with Neonatal Abstinence Syndrome get referred to appropriate services and
receive a plan of safe care.

Child and family supports for parenting women with OUD and any co-occurring
SUD/MH conditions.

Enhanced family supports and child care services for parents with OUD and any
co-occurring SUD/MH conditions.

Provide enhanced support for children and family members suffering trauma as a
result of addiction in the family; and offer trauma-informed behavioral health
treatment for adverse childhood events.

Offer home-based wrap-around services to persons with OUD and any co-occurring
SUD/MH conditions, including but not limited to parent skills training.

Support for Children’s Services — Fund additional positions and services, including
supportive housing and other residential services, relating to children being
removed from the home and/or placed in foster care due to custodial opioid use.

PART TWO: PREVENTION

PREVENT OVER-PRESCRIBING AND ENSURE APPROPRIATE

PRESCRIBING AND DISPENSING OF OPIOIDS

Support efforts to prevent over-prescribing and ensure appropriate prescribing and
dispensing of opioids through evidence-based or evidence-informed programs or strategies
that may include, but are not limited to, the following:

L.

Fund medical provider education and outreach regarding best prescribing practices
for opioids consistent with the Guidelines for Prescribing Opioids for Chronic Pain
from the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, including providers at
hospitals (academic detailing).

Training for health care providers regarding safe and responsible opioid
prescribing, dosing, and tapering patients off opioids.

Continuing Medical Education (CME) on appropriate prescribing of opioids.

Support for non-opioid pain treatment alternatives, including training providers to
offer or refer to multi-modal, evidence-informed treatment of pain.

Support enhancements or improvements to Prescription Drug Monitoring Programs
(PDMPs), including but not limited to improvements that:
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1. Increase the number of prescribers using PDMPs;

2. Improve point-of-care decision-making by increasing the quantity, quality,
or format of data available to prescribers using PDMPs, by improving the
interface that prescribers use to access PDMP data, or both; or

3. Enable states to use PDMP data in support of surveillance or intervention
strategies, including MAT referrals and follow-up for individuals identified
within PDMP data as likely to experience OUD in a manner that complies
with all relevant privacy and security laws and rules.

Ensuring PDMPs incorporate available overdose/naloxone deployment data,
including the United States Department of Transportation’s Emergency Medical
Technician overdose database in a manner that complies with all relevant privacy
and security laws and rules.

Increase electronic prescribing to prevent diversion or forgery.

Educate Dispensers on appropriate opioid dispensing.

PREVENT MISUSE OF OPIOIDS

Support efforts to discourage or prevent misuse of opioids through evidence-based or
evidence-informed programs or strategies that may include, but are not limited to, the

following:

1. Fund media campaigns to prevent opioid misuse.

2. Corrective advertising or affirmative public education campaigns based on
evidence.

3. Public education relating to drug disposal.

4. Drug take-back disposal or destruction programs.

5. Fund community anti-drug coalitions that engage in drug prevention efforts.

6. Support community coalitions in implementing evidence-informed prevention,
such as reduced social access and physical access, stigma reduction — including
staffing, educational campaigns, support for people in treatment or recovery, or
training of coalitions in evidence-informed implementation, including the Strategic
Prevention Framework developed by the U.S. Substance Abuse and Mental Health
Services Administration (SAMHSA).

7. Engage non-profits and faith-based communities as systems to support prevention.

8. Fund evidence-based prevention programs in schools or evidence-informed school

and community education programs and campaigns for students, families, school
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employees, school athletic programs, parent-teacher and student associations, and
others.

School-based or youth-focused programs or strategies that have demonstrated
effectiveness in preventing drug misuse and seem likely to be effective in
preventing the uptake and use of opioids.

Create of support community-based education or intervention services for families,
youth, and adolescents at risk for OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions.

Support evidence-informed programs or curricula to address mental health needs
of young people who may be at risk of misusing opioids or other drugs, including
emotional modulation and resilience skills.

Support greater access to mental health services and supports for young people,
including services and supports provided by school nurses, behavioral health
workers or other school staff, to address mental health needs in young people that
(when not properly addressed) increase the risk of opioid or another drug misuse.

PREVENT OVERDOSE DEATHS AND OTHER HARMS (HARM REDUCTION)

Support efforts to prevent or reduce overdose deaths or other opioid-related harms through
evidence-based or evidence-informed programs or strategies that may include, but are not
limited to, the following:

1.

Increase availability and distribution of naloxone and other drugs that treat
overdoses for first responders, overdose patients, individuals with OUD and their
friends and family members, schools, community navigators and outreach workers,
persons being released from jail or prison, or other members of the general public.

Public health entities providing free naloxone to anyone in the community.

Training and education regarding naloxone and other drugs that treat overdoses for
first responders, overdose patients, patients taking opioids, families, schools,
community support groups, and other members of the general public.

Enable school nurses and other school staff to respond to opioid overdoses, and
provide them with naloxone, training, and support.

Expand, improve, or develop data tracking software and applications for
overdoses/naloxone revivals.

Public education relating to emergency responses to overdoses.
Public education relating to immunity and Good Samaritan laws.

Educate first responders regarding the existence and operation of immunity and
Good Samaritan laws.
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Syringe service programs and other evidence-informed programs to reduce harms
associated with intravenous drug use, including supplies, staffing, space, peer
support services, referrals to treatment, fentanyl checking, connections to care, and
the full range of harm reduction and treatment services provided by these programs.

Expand access to testing and treatment for infectious diseases such as HIV and
Hepatitis C resulting from intravenous opioid use.

Support mobile units that offer or provide referrals to harm reduction services,
treatment, recovery supports, health care, or other appropriate services to persons
that use opioids or persons with OUD and any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions.

Provide training in harm reduction strategies to health care providers, students, peer
recovery coaches, recovery outreach specialists, or other professionals that provide
care to persons who use opioids or persons with OUD and any co-occurring
SUD/MH conditions.

Support screening for fentanyl in routine clinical toxicology testing.

PART THREE: OTHER STRATEGIES

L. FIRST RESPONDERS

In addition to items in section C, D and H relating to first responders, support the following:

1.

Educate law enforcement or other first responders regarding appropriate practices
and precautions when dealing with fentanyl or other drugs.

Provision of wellness and support services for first responders and others who
experience secondary trauma associated with opioid-related emergency events.

LEADERSHIP, PLANNING AND COORDINATION

Support efforts to provide leadership, planning, coordination, facilitations, training and
technical assistance to abate the opioid epidemic through activities, programs, or strategies
that may include, but are not limited to, the following:

1.

Statewide, regional, local or community regional planning to identify root causes
of addiction and overdose, goals for reducing harms related to the opioid epidemic,
and areas and populations with the greatest needs for treatment intervention
services, and to support training and technical assistance and other strategies to
abate the opioid epidemic described in this opioid abatement strategy list.

A dashboard to (a) share reports, recommendations, or plans to spend opioid
settlement funds; (b) to show how opioid settlement funds have been spent; (c) to
report program or strategy outcomes; or (d) to track, share or visualize key opioid-
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or health-related indicators and supports as identified through collaborative
statewide, regional, local or community processes.

Invest in infrastructure or staffing at government or not-for-profit agencies to
support collaborative, cross-system coordination with the purpose of preventing
overprescribing, opioid misuse, or opioid overdoses, treating those with OUD and
any co-occurring SUD/MH conditions, supporting them in treatment or recovery,
connecting them to care, or implementing other strategies to abate the opioid
epidemic described in this opioid abatement strategy list.

Provide resources to staff government oversight and management of opioid
abatement programs.

TRAINING

In addition to the training referred to throughout this document, support training to abate
the opioid epidemic through activities, programs, or strategies that may include, but are not
limited to, the following:

l.

Provide funding for staff training or networking programs and services to improve
the capability of government, community, and not-for-profit entities to abate the
opioid crisis.

Support infrastructure and staffing for collaborative cross-system coordination to
prevent opioid misuse, prevent overdoses, and treat those with OUD and any co-
occurring SUD/MH conditions, or implement other strategies to abate the opioid
epidemic described in this opioid abatement strategy list (e.g., health care, primary
care, pharmacies, PDMPs, etc.).

RESEARCH

Support opioid abatement research that may include, but is not limited to, the following;:

1. Monitoring, surveillance, data collection and evaluation of programs and
strategies described in this opioid abatement strategy list.

2. Research non-opioid treatment of chronic pain.

3. Research on improved service delivery for modalities such as SBIRT that
demonstrate promising but mixed results in populations vulnerable to
opioid use disorders.

4. Research on novel harm reduction and prevention efforts such as the
provision of fentanyl test strips.

5. Research on innovative supply-side enforcement efforts such as improved
detection of mail-based delivery of synthetic opioids.
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Expanded research on swift/certain/fair models to reduce and deter opioid
misuse within criminal justice populations that build upon promising
approaches used to address other substances (e.g. Hawaii HOPE and Dakota
24/7).

Epidemiological surveillance of OUD-related behaviors in critical
populations including individuals entering the criminal justice system,
including but not limited to approaches modeled on the Arrestee Drug
Abuse Monitoring (ADAM) system.

Qualitative and quantitative research regarding public health risks and harm
reduction opportunities within illicit drug markets, including surveys of
market participants who sell or distribute illicit opioids.

Geospatial analysis of access barriers to MAT and their association with
treatment engagement and treatment outcomes.



EXHIBIT B
ALLOCATION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT SHARE

Local Government

Percentage of Local
Government Share

Ada County, Idaho

13.2776278333%

Adams County, Idaho

0.1446831902%

Ammon City, Idaho 0.0812916024%
Bannock County, Idaho 3.0595589832%
Bear Lake County, Idaho 0.6082712041%
Benewah County, Idaho 0.6526829809%
Bingham County, Idaho 1.6421270812%
Blackfoot City, Idaho 0.6283857401%
Blaine County, Idaho 0.9137717551%
Boise City, Idaho 12.7586409110%
Boise County, Idaho 0.3309644652%
Bonner County, Idaho 2.5987361786%
Bonneville County, Idaho 3.7761253875%
Boundary County, Idaho 0.8788284447%
Burley City, Idaho 0.4485975363%

Butte County, Idaho

0.1839745518%

Caldwell City, Idaho

1.1958553249%

Camas County, Idaho 0.0422073443%
Canyon County, Idaho 5.0120113688%
Caribou County, Idaho 0.4396183832%
Cassia County, Idaho 0.7270235866%
Chubbuck City, Idaho 0.4841935447%
Clark County, Idaho 0.0420924425%
Clearwater County, Idaho 0.4890418390%
Coeur D'Alene City, Idaho 2.7593778237%
Custer County, Idaho 0.2133243878%
Eagle City, Idaho 0.1711876661%
Elmore County, Idaho 0.8899512165%
Franklin County, Idaho 0.5753624958%
Fremont County, Idaho 0.5716071696%
Garden City, Idaho 0.5582782838%
Gem County, Idaho 1.3784025725%
Gooding County, Idaho 0.6966472013%
Hayden City, Idaho 0.0047132146%
Idaho County, Idaho 0.8474305547%
Idaho Falls City, Idaho 3.8875027578%
Jefferson County, Idaho 0.9842670749%
Jerome City, Idaho 0.4169017424%
Jerome County, Idaho 0.6223444291%

Kootenai County, Idaho

5.6394798565%

Kuna City, Idaho

0.1849461724%
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Local Government

Percentage of Local
Government Share

Latah County, Idaho

1.2943861166%

Lemhi County, Idaho 0.4880814284%
Lewis County, Idaho 0.2882543555%
Lewiston City, Idaho 2.0176549375%

Lincoln County, Idaho

0.1930184422%

Madison County, Idaho

1.2748404845%

Meridian City, Idaho 2.4045650754%
Minidoka County, Idaho 0.9140620922%
Moscow City, Idaho 0.6590552650%
Mountain Home City, Idaho 0.5706694591%

Nampa City, Idaho

3.3274647954%

Nez Perce County, Idaho

1.2765833482%

Oneida County, Idaho

0.2371656647%

Owyhee County, Idaho

0.5554298409%

Payette County, Idaho

1.2750728102%

Pocatello City, Idaho

2.9494898116%

Post Falls City, Idaho

0.6781328826%

Power County, Idaho

0.3505171035%

Preston City, Idaho

0.1496220047%

Rexburg City, Idaho

0.1336231941%

Shoshone County, Idaho

1.2841091340%

Star City, Idaho

0.0001322772%

Teton County, Idaho

0.4258195211%

Twin Falls City, Idaho

1.8245765222%

Twin Falls County, Idaho

3.3104301873%

Valley County, Idaho

0.8074710814%

Washington County, Idaho

0.4917358652%




EXHIBIT C
ALLOCATION OF HEALTH DISTRICT SHARE

Percentage of Health
Health District District Share
District 1 (Panhandle) 14.50%
District 2 {(North Central) 6.87%
District 3 {Southwest) 13.38%
District 4 {Central) 31.95%
District 5 {South Central) 10.11%
District 6 (Southeastern) 11.31%
District 7 (Eastern) 11.88%
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Opioid Taskforce Concept of Operations

e One Taskforce (TF) supervisor
e One officer dedicated to TF
e One officer primarily dedicated to TF, but also responsible for other (non-opioid) drug

types

Taskforce duties and responsibilities

To ensure compliance with opioid settlement agreements, the following are the primary duties
and responsibilities of the Taskforce as allowed in (Exhibit A) the approved opioid abatement
strategies:

e Respond to overdose calls to provide assistance as listed below.

e Provide assistance to overdose victims and family members affected by Opioid Use
Disorder (OUD).

e Conduct investigations into illicit opioid trafficking and distribution, including
prescription, synthetic (fentanyl), and other means and methods of facilitating drug
distribution contributing to Opioid Use Disorder (OUD).

e Provide training to public safety personnel and community groups to regarding OUD,
how to appropriately interact with those suffering from OUD, those who experience
secondary trauma associated with opioid-related events, and services available to
individuals with or in recovery from OUD.

e Coordinate and engage non-profits, health districts, health care providers, post-
conviction services, educators, school staff and/or first responders to help those entities
provide assistance and resources to those with or recovering from OUD.

Specific abatement strategies to be used by the TF and other department members (as
necessary) may include the following:

e Engage non-profits and health districts including Northern Idaho Crisis Center,
Panhandle Health, Heritage Health, St. Vincent DePaul, etc. to coordinate treatment and
support for those suffering from OUD (B10).

e Train police department members, other public safety personnel, and community groups
to appropriately interact and provide services to individuals with or in recovery from
OUD, those who experience secondary trauma associated with opioid-related events,
and provide training to abate the epidemic to affected groups (B11, 11, 12, K2).



Support Emergency Medical System personnel to connect individuals to treatment or
other appropriate services following an opioid overdose or other opioid-related adverse
event (C9).

Support school-based resources (School Resource Officers) that parents and school staff
can engage with to seek resources and treatment services for youth (C12).

Support pre-arrest and/or pre-arraignment diversion and deflection strategies for
persons with OUD, including Idaho Law Enforcement Diversion (ILED).

Support efforts to discourage or prevent misuse of opioids through evidence-based or
evidence-informed programs such as media campaigns, public education relating to drug
disposal, and/or school-based programs (G1, G3, G9).

Provide training or coordinate training for naloxone (Narcan) use for public safety and
community members (H3).

Invest in staffing to support collaborative, cross- system coordination with the purpose
of preventing opioid misuse and opioid overdoses, connecting them to care, and
implementing other strategies to abate the opioid epidemic (J3).






Proposal

Since funds were reallocated to Panhandle Health in
2022, Council needs to revoke the reallocation to
use funds.

Proposal to create Opioid Taskforce.

Concept of Operations

Respond to overdose calls and provide assistance.

Help victims and family members, put them in touch with
community resources.

Provide training for first responders and community.

Coordinate and engage with non-profits, health districts, post-
conviction services, and school staff for training and resources.

Conduct investigations into illicit opioid trafficking and
distribution.




Staffing

* One Sgt and one officer dedicate

* One officer primarily working
responsible for other drug in

* Approximate personnel co

* TF would begin once fun
allows, presumably ne

Next Steps

If Council decides to proceed:

1. The City needs to revoke real
settlement funds

2. Increase PD authorized s
and one officer for FY







RESOLUTION NO. 24-014

ARESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO,
REVOKING THE VOLUNTARY REALLOCATION OF THE CITY’S SHARE OF THE IDAHO
STATE OPIOID SETTLEMENT TO PANHANDLE HEALTH DISTRICT (PHD); AND
APPROVING THE USE OF THE OPIOID SETTLEMENT FUNDS FOR THE CREATION OF
AN OPIOID TASK FORCE BY ADDING TWO POSITIONS TO THE POLICE DEPARTMENT
IN FY 24-25 FOR THIS PURPOSE.

WHEREAS, pursuant to Resolution No. 22-015, adopted the 5" day of April, 2022, the City
approved a Voluntary Reallocation of the City’s share of the lIdaho State Opioid Settlement
Allocation to Panhandle Health District (PHD); and

WHEREAS, the Police Chief of the City of Coeur d’Alene is requesting that Council revoke
the reallocation to Panhandle Health District; and

WHEREAS, the Police Chief of the City of Coeur d’Alene is requesting that Council approve
the use of the Opioid Settlement funds for the creation of an opioid task force by adding two
positions to the Police Department in the fiscal year 2024-2025; and

WHEREAS, it is deemed to be in the best interests of the City of Coeur d’Alene and the
citizens thereof that the voluntary reallocation to PHD be and the same is revoked.

NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Coeur d’Alene that
voluntary reallocation to PHD of the City’s share of the Idaho State Opioid Settlement is hereby
revoked.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor and City Clerk are hereby authorized to
execute any documents necessary to effectuate the revocation of the voluntary reallocation.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Coeur d’Alene
that the Police Department is authorized to utilize the City’s share of the Idaho State Opioid
Settlement funds to create an opioid task force, adding two positions in the Police Department for
that purpose in fiscal year 2024-2025.

DATED this 6™ day of February, 2024.

James Hammond, Mayor

ATTEST:

Renata McLeod, City Clerk
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Motion by , Seconded by , to adopt the foregoing resolution.

ROLL CALL:
COUNCIL MEMBER MILLER Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER EVANS Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER GOOKIN Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER ENGLISH Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER MCEVERS Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER WOOD Voted

was absent. Motion
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CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

DATE: February 6, 2024
FROM: Mike Anderson, Wastewater Director

SUBJECT: Final payment under a lease agreement for two (2) front-end loaders for the
Compost Facility.

DECISION POINT: Should Council authorize the final payment under a lease agreement for
two (2) Caterpillar leased loaders used at the City’s Compost Facility, a “CAT 950GC” and
“CAT 938M,” upon the payment of which the City will own the loaders?

HISTORY: The City’s Compost Facility requires two (2) front end loaders to convey, mix, and
pile biosolids, and wood chips within the Facility. Further, they are vital pieces of equipment
needed for the moving and loading of the stable compost material.

On November 20, 2018, Council approved a 5 year/5000 hour Lease Agreement for the two (2)
front end loaders for the compost facility to replace existing loaders. The lease was entered into
in March 2019. A final payment of $125,000.00 for the Cat 938 M and $135,000 for the Cat 950
GC will be due on March 5, 2024, should the City choose to take ownership of these loaders.
The other option is to surrender these loaders back to Western States Equipment and to either
purchase or lease new loaders. The current loaders have approximately 3500 hours and have had
very good performance over the past 5 years. For these reasons, we anticipate another 5 years of
useful life at the Compost Facility and that making the final payment is the most cost-effective
option.

FINANCIAL ANALYSIS: WW asked for quotes from Western States Equipment for the lease
of the loaders. At the same time, WW solicited quotes for the outright purchase of the loaders.
The intent was to compare lease and direct purchase costs to replace the two (2) existing and
underperforming Caterpillar loaders with two (2) more appropriately-sized loaders. A
comparison of the two quotes is shown in the table below:

Existing Loaders New Lease Loaders
Purchase Cost of 3-year Warranty $34,221 $0
Annual Lease Payment for 5 yrs: $42,059 $60,106
Final Payment: $260,000 $370,000
Total Purchase Price at End of $504.516 $670,530
Lease
Savings Compared with New $166,014 N/A

WW determined a lease buyout option for both loaders offers a cost savings of $166,014. The
Wastewater Department has budgeted $260,000 for the purchase of these two (2) Cat loaders.




PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS: Both loaders have functioned exceptionally well at the
compost. The smaller (938) loader operates within the compost buildings (restricted areas), while
the larger (950) loader improves facility operation efficiencies in the overall production of
compost. Both loaders were specified with higher lifting capabilities, greater bucket capacities,
and a tighter turning radius.

The primary use of these loaders is for the Compost Facility. However, the smaller loader does
have the ability to accommodate the Street Department’s plow equipment for additional
emergency snow removal. We are assuming that the likelihood of failure will increase with the
loaders’ age and, thus, are recommending a 3-year warranty covering the powertrain and
hydraulics in the “existing loader” costs.

RECOMMENDATION: The Wastewater Department believes a lease buyout offers the
greatest value to the City and the Council should authorize the Wastewater Department to make
the final payment on the leases for the above-mentioned loaders in the amount of $294,221,
which includes a 3-year warranty.
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RESOLUTION NO. 23-015

ARESOLUTION OF THECITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO,
APPROVING THE FINAL PAYMENT FOR TWO CATERPILLAR FRONT-END LOADERS
USED AT THE CITY’S COMPOST FACILITY (“CAT 950GC” AND “CAT 938M”), LEASED
FROM WESTERN STATES EQUIPMENT IN 2019.

WHEREAS, the Wastewater Director of the City of Coeur d’Alene has recommended that
the City of Coeur d’ Alene approve the final payment for two (2) Caterpillar Front-end loaders leased
from Western States Equipment, in the amount of Two Hundred Ninety-Four Thousand Two
Hundred Twenty-One and no/100 Dollars ($294,221.00), per the attached Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein by reference; and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interests of the City to make the final payment for the two (2)
currently leased Caterpillar Front-end loaders.

NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Coeur d’Alene that the
City approve the final payment for two (2) Caterpillar Front-end loaders leased from Western States
Equipment, in the amount of $294,221.00, per the attached Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by
reference.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor and City Clerk be directed to take such steps
necessary to effectuate the final payment on behalf of the City.

DATED this 6™ day of February, 2024.

James Hammond, Mayor

ATTEST:

Renata McLeod, City Clerk

Resolution No. 23-015 Page 1of2



Motion by , Seconded by , to adopt the foregoing resolution.

ROLL CALL:
COUNCIL MEMBER GOOKIN Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER MILLER Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER ENGLISH Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER EVANS Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER MCEVERS Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER WOOD Voted

was absent. Motion

Resolution No. 23-015 Page 2of2



CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

DATE:
FROM:
SUBJECT: Request purchase of two (2) front end loaders for the Compost Facility.

November 20, 2018

Mike Becker, Wastewater Utility Project Manager

DECISION POINT:

The Wastewater (WW) Utility is requesting approval to request bids or State of Idaho Procurement for the
purchase of two new front-end loaders to replace the existing two John Deere leased loaders used at the
City’s Compost Facility and an increase.

HISTORY:

The City’'s Compost Facility requires two front end loaders to convey, mix, and pile biosolids, and wood
chips within the Facility. Further, they are vital pieces of equipment needed in moving and loading of the
stable compost material.

During FY 2013/14, Council approved a John Deere 5 yr./5000-hr. Lease Term Agreement of two (2)
544K front end loaders for the compost facility to replace the existing loaders. This lease term will end on
March 10, 2019. A final payment of $165,250.00 will be due should the City choose to take ownership of
these loaders. Currently, both of these loaders have approximately 3,566 and 3,504 hours, respectively
and over the past 5 years, we have discovered some operation and performance deficiencies. Ultimately,
these loaders require some specifications for specialized equipment operating with compost material

FINANCIAL ANALYSIS:

Similar to the Streets Department, WW asked for competitive lease quotes from two local dealers. At the
same time, WW solicited direct purchase quotes. The intent was to compare lease and direct purchase
costs to replace the two leased John Deere medium-sized loaders with two (2) more appropriately sized
loaders. A comparison of the two quotes is shown in the table below:

Large Loader

Existing Loader Small Loader

US Dollars JD 544KA JD 624K CAT 938M JD 644K CAT 950 GC
(P:l(J)rS(f[hase $208,823.41 $206,813.00 $189,464.67 $237,917.00 $200,284.70
Yearly Lease

Payment: $22,015.90 $22,608.35 $22,700.00 $24,084.85 $25,330.00
Final Payment: $165,250.00 $129,724.72 $125,000.00 $160,280.16 $135,000.00
Total Cost at

End of Lease: $275,329.50 $242,766.47 $238,500.00 $280,704.41 $261,650.00
Purchase

Savings A $35,953.47 $49,035.30 $42,787.41 $61,365.30

A Does not account for depreciation

WW determined a direct purchase option offers a cost savings of $79,000 to $110,000 over the next 5
years but the loaders should last for 12 to 15 years which would create additional savings over leasing.
WW’s 2018-19 budget includes $125,000 for the lease of two replacement loaders. WW would need a
budget amendment for FY 18-19 for $400,000 to cover the purchase of the two loaders. At this time, WW

Resolution No. 24-015
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believes a direct purchase offers the greatest value to the City and rather than leasing these loaders
again, we would like to bid out the replacement of the two existing John Deere Loaders.

PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS:

While both of these loaders have satisfactorily functioned at the compost facility, compost operators have
observed performance deficiencies with these medium-sized loaders. A smaller loader operating within
the compost buildings (restricted areas) and a larger “outside” loader would improve facility operation
efficiencies in the overall production of compost. Both new loaders have been specified with higher lifting
capabilities, greater bucket capacities and tighter turning radius.

The primary use of these loaders will be for the Compost Facility; however, the smaller loader will include
provisions to accommodate the Street Department’s plow equipment for additional emergency snow
removal should it be needed. An interfund transfer from the Street should cover the additional costs
associated for the plowing.

To avoid paying any late fees for the two existing John Deere loaders, WW will need to take delivery of
both new loaders prior to March 10, 2019. WW projects these loaders will exceed 4,000 hours by March
10.

RECOMMENDATION:

The Wastewater (WW) Utility is requesting approval to request bids or State of Idaho Procurement for the
purchase of two new front-end loaders to replace the existing two John Deere leased loaders used at the
City’s Compost Facility.

Resolution No. 24-015 Exhibit "A"



Excerpt from the

November 2.0, 2019
City Council Minutes

AUTHORITY TO PURCHASE OF TWO FRONT-END LOADERS FOR THE
COMPOST FACILITY.

STAFF REPORT: Wastewater Utility Project Manager Mike Becker explained that the
Wastewater Department had originally wanted to lease the front-end loaders for the Compost
Facility: however. after looking at the costs over time it was determined it is less expensive to
purchase the loaders outright. They currently have a lease that expires in 2019. so they
budgeted for lease costs prior to looking at direct purchases. They estimate a cost saving of
$75.000 to $100.000 over five years and had the goal of ending up with ownership of the loaders
at the end of the lease term with a balloon payment.

DISCUSSION: Councilmember McEvers asked for clarification regarding the current loader
lease and that the standard would normally be to purchase new ones every 12 years rather than
five years. Mr. Becker explained that they were not sure what they needed when they entered
into the lease and used the loaders specitied for the Street Department. After reviewing the
performance, it was determined that it would work better to have a smaller loader for indoor use
and a larger one for outdoor use and he believes they will have a longer useful life with the
correctly sized loaders. Mayor Widmyer noted that the smaller loader lease amount is $22.000
and the larger is $24.000 for 12 months. vet the staff report notes a need for $125,000 for the
lease of two loaders and asked if there were other equipment included. Mr. Becker explained
that the original quotes were general, so they added additional amounts in the budget to cover the
final costs in five years. Councilmember Gookin asked for clarity regarding the maintenance
costs. Mr. Becker noted that if purchased the city would cover the maintenance costs through the
Street Department staft. Deputy City Attorney Randy Adams noted that maintenance should be
an annual expense not budgeted at this point for the full life of the loaders and clarified that the
current request is to go out to bid for the price and warranty costs, not the maintenance.
Councilmember McEvers asked the City Administrator to explain the savings of cash flow and
why a lease is no longer the right option. Mr. Tymesen noted that this would be like leasing a

Resolution No. 24-015 Exhibit "A"
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vehicle every five years. without having to front the large expense in the beginning to purchase.
He noted that the General Fund would not be able to aftord the purchase of two loaders and
include maintenance. In this situation, the utility fund has the money to make the purchase and
they are looking at being more efficient with different loader sizes. They assume there will be
less wear and tear at the Compost Facility than for loaders used for snow removal.
Councilmember Edinger asked for confirmation that the Street Department would also be able to
use the loaders. Mr. Becker confirmed that they are including the option for the loader
modification to allow the plow attachment. but the main use of the loaders would be the
Compost Facility. Councilmember Evans asked for Mr. Tymesen’s recommendation. Mr.
Tymesen stated that he believes the equipment being proposed has multi-use options for the
Street Department, he does not see equipment needs changing. they have the cash, and he does
not believe the maintenance cost would be very impacting. He noted that after much discussion
with Wastewater, he would recommend the purchase of the loaders. Mayor Widmyer noted that
the General Fund has a lot outstanding money from the Wastewater Department due to the
purchase of the Mill site and railroad right-of-way.

MOTION: Motion by Gookin, seconded by McEvers. to deny the purchase of two front-end
loaders for the Compost Facility and move torward with the lease option.

ROLL CALL: Gookin Aye; Edinger No: Evans No, McEvers Aye. Motion carried with the
Mayor breaking the tie in the affirmative.

Resolution No. 24-015 Exhibit "A"
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CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

DATE: FEBRUARY 6, 2024
FROM: TROY TYMESEN, CITY ADMINISTRATOR
SUBJECT: FINANCE DEPARTMENT STAFFING AND BUDGET AMENDMENT

DECISION POINT: Should Council approve an amendment to the Finance Department’s staffing and
budget, specifically approving the difference in wages between a Comptroller and a Finance
Director/Treasurer classification to allow the appointment of a Finance Director/Treasurer?

HISTORY: In 2018, the City’s Finance Director/Treasurer was promoted to City Administrator. The
Treasurer’s title and job duties remained with the new City Administrator. By Statute, the City
Treasurer is an appointed position and is the custodian of all moneys belonging to the City. The
Treasurer accounts for each fund or appropriation made in its annual budget appropriation or otherwise
directed by the City Council. Since the City Administrator retained the title of Treasurer along with the
Treasurer’s job duties in 2018, the City did not backfill the Finance Director position. At the same time,
the City’s Deputy Finance Director had almost 30 years of work experience with the City’s Finance
Department, and it was determined to reclassify the Deputy Finance Director (pay grade 15) as the
Comptroller (pay grade 17).

The City’s Comptroller is retiring in May 2024 after 33 years of City service. The City Administrator
currently has 23 years of City service. Itis in the City’s best interest to plan ahead and fill the upcoming
vacancy with an appointed Finance Director/Treasurer, allowing the City Administrator to step back
from that position and its duties. Per Idaho Code § 50-204, the Mayor, with the consent of the City
Council, must appoint a City Treasurer for the efficient operations of the City. Typical market
comparisons (major ldaho cities, and cities of similar size and in the same geographic region)
demonstrate that cities employ a Finance Director, Chief Financial Officer, or Finance
Director/Treasurer to manage their Finance Departments. Some examples include the City of Boise, City
of Twin Falls, City of Post Falls, City of Spokane, City of Meridian, City of Caldwell, City of Pocatello,
Kootenai County, City of Sandpoint, City of Lewiston, and City of Nampa.

FINANCIAL ANALYSIS: Below are the annual wages for both the Comptroller and the Finance
Director/Treasurer. The difference between pay grades results in an approximately 25% increase.

Comptroller: pay grade 17 — $85,259 - $120,016
Finance Director/Treasurer: pay grade 19 — $106,974 - $150,508

Our current Comptroller is maxed at $120,016 in the current fiscal year budget. 1f we bring a new
Finance Director/Treasurer in at the minimum, anticipating a hire date of June 1, 2024, there will be a
savings in the remaining four months of the fiscal year of approximately $4,350. Actual market wages
of a Finance Director, using comparables, is $131,081 annually. Therefore, the City should anticipate a
hiring range of $106,974 - $131,081, which would mean a savings (at the minimum of the pay grade) of
approximately $4,350 up to an additional $3,688 needed this fiscal year to provide a possible conditional



offer at current market rates. Thereafter, the budget would need to include the future annual
performance increases with a long-term added difference in wages of $30,492 annually at the maximum.

PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS: Authorizing the above noted amendments to the budget will provide
an updated leveling for the duties and responsibilities needed for the Finance Director/Treasurer
classification. It will also allow the City Administrator to relinquish the Treasurer duties. Prior to 2018,
the Treasurer and City Administrator had always been different individuals.

RECOMMENDATION: Council should approve an amendment to the Finance Department’s budget
and staffing, specifically approving the difference in wages between a Comptroller and a Finance
Director/Treasurer classification to allow the appointment of a Finance Director/Treasurer.
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CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

FROM: SEAN E. HOLM, SENIOR PLANNER

DATE: FEBRUARY 6, 2024

SUBJECT: ZC-1-23: ZONE CHANGE FROM R-17(MO) TO C-17L(MO)
LOCATION: +/- 0.21 ACRE PARCEL LOCATED ON THE WEST SIDE

OF 4TH STREET AND NORTH OF E. FOSTER AVENUE
COMMONLY KNOWN AS NORTH 707 4TH STREET

APPLICANT/OWNER:

JPL Living Trust, Jay Lange
PO Box 2235

Priest River, ID 83856

DECISION POINT:
The applicant is requesting approval of a zone change from the R-17(MO) to the
C-17L(MO) zoning district.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

The 0.21-acre parcel is located on the west side of 4™ Street and north of E.
Foster Avenue. There is an existing single-family dwelling located on the parcel
which is currently being rented. Should the zone change request be approved,
the owner would like to use the existing structure for a Professional and
Administrative Office Use. The main floor of the existing structure is 1400 SF +/-
with a 1400 SF basement. Future plans may be to construct a new office
building to include residential living space above and/or behind. The applicant is
aware that any future commercial use of the property would trigger improvements
to accommodate the public including ADA. The subject property is currently
zoned R-17 and is located in the Midtown Infill Overlay District (MO).

e The Planning Commission considered the zone change request during
their scheduled meeting on December 12, 2023. In a unanimous 7-0 vote,
they recommended City Council consider approval of the request.
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LOCATION MAP:

Subject
Property

E. Foster Ave.

AERIAL PHOTO:

Subject
Property

E. Foster Ave.
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PRIOR ZONE CHANGE REQUESTS NEARBY:

ZC-3-06

ZC-2-03

Zone Changes (See corresponding map):

ZC-3-82SP
ZC-8-88
ZC-3-91
ZC-7-92SP

ZC-2-95

ZC-3-08

: ZC-17-8
Subject
Property Saiaess 7C-2.94m

Midtown
Overlay
(MO)

Downtown
North
Overlay
(DO-N)

ZC-9-86SP

PLAN CITY
ITEM FROM - TO LOCATION DATE | COMM COUNCIL
ZC-13-82 R-17 C-17L 701 N 4TH ST | 1983 | Approved Approved
602 E
ZC-9-86SP R-8 R-17 GARDEN 1986 | Approved Approved
ZC-17-87 R-17 C-17L 715 N 4TH ST | 1988 | Denied Approved
ZC-3-82SP R-8 C-17L 518 N 4TH 1982 | Denied N/A
ZC-8-88 C-17L/R-8 | C-17/R-17 410 E 1989 | Approved Aprvd/Appeal
ZC-3-91 C-17L/R-8 | C-17 GARDEN 1991 | Approved Denied
ZC-7-92SP C-17L/(R-8) | (R-17/R-34) 418 E 1992 | Approved (Aprvd/Denied)
ZC-14-92 C-17L C-17 1992 | Denied N/A
(prt) GARDEN
ZC-2-95 R-17 C-17 749 N 4TH ST | 1995 | Approved Approved
117 E
ZC-3-06 R-17 C-17L GARDEN 2006 | Withdrawn Withdrawn
Approved
ZC-2-94 R-17 C-17L 702 N 4™ ST 1994 | /Mod. Approved
ZC-2-94m* Modify Conditions /2007 | Denied /Mod. Denied
ZC-3-08 R-17 NC 729 N 4™ ST 2008 | Withdrawn Withdrawn

The subject property is nearby to a mix of previous zone change requests that
include: approvals, denials, withdrawn requests, and a court case overturning
City Council’s decision (1988).

ZC-1-23
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REQUIRED FINDINGS FOR A ZONE CHANGE REQUEST:

Finding #B8: That this proposal (is) (is not) in conformance with the
Comprehensive Plan policies.

2022-2042 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN- LAND USE CATEGORY:
e The subject property is within the existing city limits.
e The Future Land Use Map designates this area as Urban Neighborhood:

Future Land Use Map (City Context):

Sutject Propertes .
/ (Urban Neighborhood)
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Future Land Use Map (Neighborhood Context):

E Rocsevelt Ave.

g
T e é
A |
Compact
Neighborhood

P .

Subject Property
(Urban Neighborhood)

Place Types

Place Types represent the form of future development, as envisioned by the
residents of Coeur d’Alene. These Place Types provide the policy-level guidance
that will inform the City’s Development Ordinance. Each Place Type corresponds
to multiple zoning districts that will provide a high-level of detail and regulatory
guidance on items such as height, lot size, setbacks, adjacencies, and allowed

uses.

Urban Neighborhood

ZC-1-23

Urban Neighborhood places are highly walkable neighborhoods with larger
multifamily building types, shared greenspaces and parking areas. They are
typically served with gridded street patterns, and for larger developments, may
have an internal circulation system. Development typically consists of
townhomes, condominiums, and apartments, with convenient access to goods,
services, and dining for nearby residents. Supporting uses include neighborhood
parks and recreation facilities, parking, office and commercial development.
Compatible Zoning: R-17 and R-34SUP; NC, CC, C17, and C17L
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Urban & Compact Neighborhood Map:

Subject Property

Comprehensive Plan Policy Framework:

ZC-1-23

Goal Cl 1: Coeur d’Alene citizens are well informed, responsive, and involved in
community discussions.
Objective Cl 1.1: Foster broad-based and inclusive community involvement for
actions affecting businesses and residents to promote community unity and
involvement.

Goal Cl 3: Coeur d’Alene will strive to be livable for median and below income levels,
including young families, working class, low income, and fixed income
households.
Objective Cl 3.1: Support efforts to preserve existing housing stock and provide
opportunities for new affordable and workforce housing.

Goal GD 1: Develop a mix of land uses throughout the city that balance housing and
employment while preserving the qualities that make Coeur d’Alene a great
place to live.
Objective GD 1.1: Achieve a balance of housing product types and price points,
including affordable housing, to meet city needs.
OBIJECTIVEGD 1.3
Promote mixed use development and small-scale commercial uses to ensure
that neighborhoods have services within walking and biking distance.
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Objective GD 1.5: Recognize neighborhood and district identities.

Goal GD 2: Ensure appropriate, high-quality infrastructure to accommodate community
needs and future growth.
Objective GD 2.1: Ensure appropriate, high-quality infrastructure to
accommodate growth and redevelopment.

Goal GD 3: Support the development of a multimodal transportation system for all
users.
Objective GD 3.1: Provide accessible, safe, and efficient traffic circulation for
motorized, bicycle and pedestrian modes of transportation.
Objective GD 3.2: Provide an accessible, safe, efficient multimodal public
transportation system including bus stop amenities designed to maximize the
user experience.

Goal JE 1: Retain, grow, and attract businesses
Objective JE 1.2: Foster a pro-business culture that supports economic growth.
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Transportation:
Existing and Planned Bicycle Network:

Subject Property
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Existing and Planned Walking Network:

Subject Property
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Existing Transit Network:

Subject Property
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Evaluation: The City Council must determine, based on the information before

them, whether the Comprehensive Plan policies do or do not
support the request. Specific ways in which the policy is or is not
supported by this request should be stated in the finding.

Finding #B9: That public facilities and utilities (are) (are not) available and

ZC-1-23

adequate for the proposed use.

STORMWATER:
City Code requires that all stormwater remain on the property and for a
stormwater management plan to be submitted and approved prior to any
construction activity on the site.

- Submitted by Chris Bosley, City Engineering

STREETS:
The subject property is bordered by 4th Street to the east. No street
improvements are necessary for this proposed development. Any sidewalk
deficiencies must be brought into ADA compliance with any construction
on the site.

- Submitted by Chris Bosley, City Engineering

WATER:
There is adequate capacity in the public water system for 707 N 4th St.,
which is currently served by a %" water meter.

-Submitted by Kyle Marine, Water Department Director

WASTEWATER:

City sewer is already on this property from the west in a sewer easement
along the property line. Wastewater Policy #716 allows only one
appropriately sized sewer lateral to serve each legally recognized parcel.
‘One parcel, One service. (One Lot, One Lateral)

The Subject Property is within the City of Coeur d’Alene and in
accordance with the 2023 Sewer Master Plan; the City’'s Wastewater
Utility presently has the wastewater system capacity, willingness and
intent to serve this Zone Change request as proposed.

-Submitted by Larry Parsons, Wastewater Utility Project Manager

FIRE:

The Fire Department works with the Engineering, Water, and Building
Departments to ensure the design of any proposal meets mandated safety
requirements for the city and its residents.

Fire department access to the site (Road widths, surfacing, maximum

grade and turning radiuses), in addition to, fire protection (Size of water
main, fire hydrant amount and placement, and any fire line(s) for buildings
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requiring a fire sprinkler system) will be reviewed prior to Site
Development and Building Permit, utilizing the currently adopted
International Fire Code (IFC) for compliance. The CD’A FD can address
all concerns at site and building permit submittals with the corrections to
the below conditions.

-Submitted by Bobby Gonder, Fire Inspector / MIAAI — CFlI

POLICE:
The Police Department does not have concerns with the proposed zone
change.

-Submitted by Jeff Walther, Patrol Captain

Evaluation: The City Council must determine, based on the information before
them, whether or not the public facilities and utilities are adequate
for the request.

Finding #B10: That the physical characteristics of the site (do) (do not) make
it suitable for the request at this time.

PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS:

There is an existing single-family structure on the subject property.
Directly to the north and south of the subject property are existing single-
family homes that are grandfathered professional office uses, each with
varying degrees of commercial improvements (parking). To the south of
the nearest intersection (N. 4" Street & E Foster Ave.) is a Fire Station. To
the east, across 4" Street, is an Attorney’s office, a CityLink bus stop, and
single-family homes. The area retains various mature trees and other
vegetation. There are no topographical constraints that would make the
subject property unsuitable to the request, however, the configuration of
the existing structure could present future parking challenges.

The site is generally flat as is the over-all location. Midtown has seen
significant change and investment over the last decade, from public
corridor improvements, rehab of several out-of-date storefronts, to a
substantial under construction mixed-use project.
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PHOTOS OF AREA:
Looking west across 4" Street at the subject property showing street
improvements (sidewalks, street trees in grates, and driveways):

Unobstructed view of existing home on subject property:

Looking SW at the intersection of N. 4" Street and E. Foster Avenue showing
grandfathered single-family converted professional office and Fire Station #1.
background ():
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Streetscape as viewed from E. Foster Avenue looking north along N. 4™ Street
(arrow pointing to subject property):

View looking east across N. 4™ Street toward single-family homes and Attorney’s
office (Citylink stop circled):

O

Evaluation: The City Council must determine, based on the information before
them, whether or not the physical characteristics of the site make it
suitable for the request at this time.
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Finding #B11. That the proposal (would) (would not) adversely affect the
surrounding neighborhood with regard to traffic,
neighborhood character, (and) (or) existing land uses.
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TRAFFIC:
The proposed zone change itself would not adversely affect the surrounding area
with regard to traffic, as no traffic is generated from a zone change alone. The
applicant states that there is an intent to convert the property for use as a small
counseling office and apartment. The ITE Trip Generation Manual states that
traffic from a single apartment unit is expected to be about 7 trips per day.
Unfortunately, the ITE Trip Generation Manual does not define a land use code
applicable to counseling services and therefore provides no guidance. However,
with typical counseling sessions lasting one hour, it could be extrapolated that
fewer than 10 trips per day would be generated by patients. Additional trips
generated by deliveries, employees, etc. are expected to be minimal.
-Submitted by Chris Bosley, City Engineering

NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER:

INFILL OVERLAY DISTRICTS

17.07.900: Purpose:
The purpose of these regulations is to establish infill overlay
districts and to prescribe procedures whereby the development of
lands within these infill overlay districts can occur in a manner that
will encourage infill development while protecting the surrounding
neighborhoods. It is the intent of these development standards to
encourage a sensitive form of development and to allow for a
reasonable use that complements the visual character and the
nature of the city.

District Boundaries:

Midtown
(MO)

Downtown
North (DO-N)

Downtown
East (DO-E)
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A. Districts Described:
The following Infill Overlay Districts are subject to the provisions of this Article:

3. Midtown Overlay (MO)
The intent of this district is to create a lively, neighborhood business district with
a mixture of uses, including retail, services, and residential. Storefronts would be
relatively continuous along the street within the core of the district. Housing
would be encouraged both above and behind commercial uses. Traffic calming
measures would be applied and there would be an emphasis on creating a
streetscape that would offer safety, convenience and visual appeal to
pedestrians.

17.07.915: Permitted Activity Groups/Uses:

A. Activity Groups/Uses Allowed in the Underlying Zoning District Generally
Permitted:
All Activity Groups/Uses permitted within the underlying zoning district shall
be allowed, unless otherwise noted in this section.

B. Activity Groups/Uses Expressly Prohibited in All Three Overlay Districts:
The following Activity Groups/Uses are expressly prohibited in all infill overlay
districts:

1. Criminal Transitional Facilities.

2. Juvenile Offenders Facilities.
3. Adult Entertainment.

4. Adult Entertainment Retail Sales.

5. All other uses that includes the outdoor storage of inventory, materials, or
supplies.

17.05.580: PERMITTED USES; PRINCIPAL (Proposed Zone):
Principal permitted uses in a C-17L district shall be as follows:

ZC-1-23

Administrative offices.
Automobile parking when
serving an adjacent business
or apartments.

Banks and financial
establishments.

Boarding house.

Childcare facility.
Commercial film production.
Community assembly.
Community education.
Duplex housing

Essential service.

Group dwelling - detached
housing.

Handicapped or minimal care
facility.

FEBRUARY 6, 2024

Home occupation.
Hospitals/healthcare.
Juvenile offenders facility.
Multiple-family housing
Neighborhood recreation.
Nursing/convalescent/rest
homes for the aged.
Personal service
establishment.
Professional offices.
Public recreation.
Rehabilitative facility.
Religious assembly.
Single-family detached
housing
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PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
None

ORDINANCES & STANDARDS USED FOR EVALUATION:
2022-2042 Comprehensive Plan
Transportation Plan
Municipal Code
Idaho Code
Wastewater Treatment Facility Plan
Water and Sewer Service Policies
Urban Forestry Standards
Transportation and Traffic Engineering Handbook, I.T.E.
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
2021 Parks Master Plan
2017 Trails & Bikeways Master Plan

CITY COUNCIL ACTION ALTERNATIVES:
The City Council, pursuant to the aforementioned, finds that the request of

Jay Lange for a zone change to C-17L(MO) should be approved or
denied.

Attachment: Applicant’s Narrative and Comprehensive Plan Goals & Objectives
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City Council Meeting

February 6, 2023

ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)

707 N. 4th Street (+/-0.21 acre)

APPLICANT/OWNER:

JPL Living Trust, Jay Lange
PO Box 2235
Priest River, ID 83856

DECISION POINT:

The applicant is requesting ap
R-17(MO) to the C-17L(MO
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ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)

Description & Notice

SIZE / LOCATION:

A +/- 0.21 acre parcel located on the we
East Foster Avenue commonly known ¢

LEGAL NOTICE:

Published in the CDA Press on
posted January 24, 2024, wit
the subject property on Jan
requirements.

ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Aerial Photo (Area Context)

Subject
Property

E. Foster Ave.
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ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Aerial Photo (Site Context)

E. Foster Ave.

ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Prior Zone Change Requests
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ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)

Required Findings

Finding #B8:
That this proposal (is) (is not) in conformance with t

Finding #B9:
That public facilities and utilities (are) (are not) &

proposed use.

Finding #B10:
That the physical characteristics of the si

request at this time.

Finding #B11:
That the proposal (would) (would r

with regard to traffic, neighborhao

ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Comprehensive Plan

Finding #B8:

That this proposal (is) (is not) in conformance

1. The subject property is within

2. The City’s 2022-2042 Comp
area as:

e Urban Neighborhooc
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ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Future Land Use Map (City Context)

Subject Properties
(Urban Neighborhood)
/

ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Future Land Use Map (Neighborhood Context)

Compact
Neighborhood

Subject Property
(Urban Neighborhood)

Single-Family
Neighborhood
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ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Urban Neighborhood

ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Urban Neighborhood
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ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)

Partial Comprehensive Plan Policy Framework

Community & Identity

Goal ClI 1: Coeur d’Alene citizens are well informe
in community discussions.

Objective Cl 1.1: Foster broad-based a
involvement for actions affecting
promote community unity and

Goal Cl 3: Coeur d’Alene will strive to k
income levels, including yc
and fixed income househ

Objective Cl 3.1: Support eff
provide opportuniti

ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Partial Comprehensive Plan Policy Framework

Growth & Development
Goal GD 1: Develop a mix of land uses througho
housing and employment while preserving the
d’Alene a great
place to live.
Objective GD 1.1: Achieve a balance
price points, including affordable
Objective GD 1.5: Recognize neis

Goal GD 2: Ensure appropriate, hig
community needs and future gro
Objective GD 2.1: Ensure
accommodate growth a
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ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Bicycle Network - Walking Network - Transit Network

ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)

Staff Comments (Public Facilities & Utilities)

Finding #B9:
That public facilities and utilities (are) (a
adequate for the proposed use.

+ City staff from Stormwater, Streets, Wa
Departments have reviewed the appli
utilities and public facilities.

* Each department has indicated t
and public utilities available to

* No objection to this zone cf
comments may be found
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ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)

Physical Characteristics

Finding #B10:
That the physical characteristics of the
make it suitable for the request at this

The site is generally flat as is the
Midtown has seen significant ¢
over the last decade, from pub
rehab of several out-of-date
under construction mixed-

ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Site Photos

Looking west across 4th Street at the subject property
improvements (sidewalks, street trees in grates, and
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ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Site Photos

ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Site Photos
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ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Site Photos

ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Site Photos
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ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)

Traffic, Character, & Land Uses

Finding #B11:
That the proposal (would) (would not) adversely affect the
with regard to traffic, neighborhood character, (and) (or

TRAFFIC:
The proposed zone change itself would not adversely ¢
regard to traffic, as no traffic is generated from a zone
that there is an intent to convert the property for use
apartment. The ITE Trip Generation Manual states
is expected to be about 7 trips per day. Unfortu
does not define a land use code applicable to
no guidance. However, with typical counselin
extrapolated that fewer than 10 trips per de
trips generated by deliveries, employees

-Submitted by Chris Bosley,

ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Neighborhood Character

INFILL OVERLAY DISTRICTS
17.07.900: Purpose:

The purpose of these regulations is to establish
infill overlay districts and to prescribe
procedures whereby the development of lands
within these infill overlay districts can occur in a
manner that will encourage infill development
while protecting the surrounding
neighborhoods. It is the intent of these
development standards to encourage a
sensitive form of development and to allow for North (DO-N)

a reasonable use that complements the visual
character and the nature of the city.

O

Downtown
East (DO-E)
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ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)

Neighborhood Character

Midtown Overlay (MO)
The intent of this district is to create a lively, nei
with a mixture of uses, including retail, service
would be relatively continuous along the stre
Housing would be encouraged both above
Traffic calming measures would be appli
on creating a streetscape that would of
appeal to pedestrians.

C-17L uses by right and Infill Ove
your staff report.

ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
General Review of Floor Area Ratio (FA.R.)

Non-Residential Use Residential Use

Overlay
District With With

Basic Bonuses Basic Bonuses Combined
DO-N 3 9 1.0 2.0 29
DO-E 3 6 .5 1.0 1.6
MO 5 1.0 1.0 2.0 3.0

* Subject property meas
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ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Land Use Map
CsFa

[CsFo
I CUPLE

ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
Zoning Map

Downtown
North (DO-N)
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ZC-1-23: Zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO)
707 N. 4th Street (+/-0.21 acre)
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City of Coeur d’'alene
710 E Mullan Ave,
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814

Attn: CDA Planning Dept.

This location is currently zoned R17 in the MO special area requiring unique planning. | am
requesting the zoning to be changed to C17L.

The property is currently being used as a rental.

Expanding on my interest to change the zoning of 707 N 4th street. My
interest in changing the zoning to C17L is to create professional office
space utilizing the current building that consist of approx. 1400sqft

as professional office space at ground level an additional approx.
1400sqft of space in the basement that would be utilized as storage. |
would bring the existing building up to current code and ADA
requirements as required. Additionally, | would ensure adequate parking
for its intended use with a hammer head drive to providing safe

ingress and egress to the property. My daughter has received her Masters Degree as a licensed
therapist for drug and mental health and would like to run her

practice here in Couer d’ alene. This building and location would make
an ideal place for that to occur with a minimal amount of daily

traffic impact.

With the properties on each side zoned commercial (C17L) changing the zoning on this parcel
to C17L will allow this property to follow suit with the special area designation “MO” and the
surrounding area. Allowing commercial/professional storefront on the street frontage with the
potential to allow residential above and/or behind the frontage.

Thank you for your consideration.

Jay Lange
208-582-1121









COEUR D'ALENE CITY COUNCIL
FINDINGS AND ORDER

ZC-1-23
A. INTRODUCTION
This matter having come before the City Council on, February 6, 2024, to consider ZC-1-23, a

request for a zone change from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO) zoning district.

APPLICANT:  JPL Living Trust, Jay Lange

LOCATION: A +/- 0.21 acre parcel located on the west side of 4th Street and north of E. Foster
Avenue, commonly known as N. 707 4th Street, legally described as: A part of Lots
four, five and six (4, 5 and 6) in Block three (3) of the Town of Coeur d'Alene,
according to the corrected plat of said Town of Coeur d'Alene and Kings Addition,
according to the corrected Plat recorded in Book C of Plats at Page(s) 144,
Records of Kootenai County, Idaho.

A. FINDINGS OF FACT:

The City Council finds that the following facts, Al through A20, have been established on a more
probable than not basis, as shown on the record before it and on the testimony presented at the
public hearing.

Al. The notice of public hearing was published on January 20, 2024, which fulfills the legal
requirement for the zoning change request.

A2. The notice of public hearing was posted on the property on January 24, 2024, which fulfills
the proper legal requirement.

A3. Seventy-four (74) notices of public hearing were mailed to all property owners of record
within three hundred feet (300") of the subject property on January 22, 2024, which fulfills
the legal requirement.

A4, Notice of intent to rezone the property was sent to all political subdivisions providing
services within the planning jurisdiction, including school districts, at least fifteen (15) days
prior to the public hearing scheduled by the Commission.

A5. Public testimony was received at a public hearing on February 6, 2024.
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A6. The subject property is +/- 0.21 acre.

A7. The subject property is within the City Limits and bordered by N. 4th Street to the east and
north of Foster Avenue.

A8. The existing zoning is residential at seventeen units per gross acre in the midtown infill
overlay district, abbreviated as: R-17(MO. Municipal Code § 17.07.910(A)(3) describes the
Midtown Overlay (MO) district as “a lively, neighborhood business district with a mixture of
uses, including retail, services, and residential. Storefronts would be relatively continuous
along the street within the core of the district. Housing would be encouraged both above
and behind commercial uses. Traffic calming measures would be applied and there would
be an emphasis on creating a streetscape that would offer safety, convenience and visual
appeal to pedestrians.”

A9. The Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map designation is the Urban Neighborhood
Place Type.

A10. The Place Types in the Comprehensive Plan represent the form of future development, as
envisioned by the residents of Coeur d’Alene. These Place Types will, in turn, provide the
policy level guidance that will inform the City’s Development Ordinance. Each Place Type
corresponds to multiple zoning districts that will provide a high-level of detail and regulatory
guidance on items such as height, lot size, setbacks, adjacencies, and allowed uses.

All. Urban Neighborhood places are highly walkable neighborhoods with larger multifamily
building types, shared greenspaces and parking areas. They are typically served with
gridded street patterns, and for larger developments, may have an internal circulation
system. Development typically consists of townhomes, condominiums, and apartments,
with convenient access to goods, services, and dining for nearby residents. Supporting
uses include neighborhood parks and recreation facilities, parking, office and commercial
development. Compatible Zoning: R-17 and R-34SUP; NC, CC, C17, and C17L

Al2. The Comprehensive Plan Goals, Objectives and Policies that are applicable to this matter
are as follows:

Community & ldentity

Goal CI 1:
Coeur d’Alene citizens are well informed, responsive, and involved in community
discussions.
Objective CI 1.1:
Foster broad-based and inclusive community involvement for actions affecting
businesses and residents to promote community unity and involvement.

Goal CI 3
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Coeur d’Alene will strive to be livable for median and below income levels, including
young families, working class, low income, and fixed income households.

OBJECTIVE CI 3.1
Support efforts to preserve existing housing stock and provide opportunities for
new affordable and workforce housing.

Growth & Development

GoalGD 1
Develop a mix of land uses throughout the city that balance housing and employment
while preserving the qualities that make Coeur d’Alene a great place to live.

OBJECTIVE GD 1.1

Achieve a balance of housing product types and price points, including affordable
housing, to meet city needs.

OBJECTIVE GD 1.3

Promote mixed use development and small-scale commercial uses to ensure that
neighborhoods have services within walking and biking distance.

OBJECTIVE GD 1.5

Recognize neighborhood and district identities.

Goal GD 2
Ensure appropriate, high-quality infrastructure to accommodate community needs and
future growth.

OBJECTIVE GD 2.1
Ensure appropriate, high-quality infrastructure to accommodate growth and
redevelopment.

Goal GD 3
Support the development of a multimodal transportation system for all users.

OBJECTIVE GD 3.1

Provide accessible, safe, and efficient traffic circulation for motorized, bicycle and
pedestrian modes of transportation.

OBJECTIVE GD 3.2

Provide an accessible, safe, efficient multimodal public transportation system
including bus stop amenities designed to maximize the user experience.

Jobs & Economy

Goal JE 1
Retain, grow, and attract businesses

OBJECTIVE JE 1.2
Foster a pro-business culture that supports economic growth.

(The commission may add other goals and objectives here, which are also
included in their entirety as an attachment to the staff report)
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Al13. Thereis an existing single-family structure on the subject property. Directly to the north and
south of the subject property are existing single-family homes that are grandfathered
professional office uses, each with varying degrees of commercial improvements (parking).
To the south of the nearest intersection (N. 4th Street & E Foster Ave.) is a Fire Station. To
the east, across 4th Street, is an Attorney’s office, a CityLink bus stop, and single-family
homes. The area retains various mature trees and other vegetation.

Al4. The subject property is bordered by 4th Street to the east. No street improvements are
necessary for this proposed development.

A15. Thereis adequate capacity in the public water system for 707 N 4th St., which is currently
served by a %" water meter.

Al16. City sewer is already on this property from the west in a sewer easement along the property
line. Wastewater Policy #716 allows only one appropriately sized sewer lateral to serve
each legally recognized parcel. ‘One parcel, One service. (One Lot, One Lateral). The
Subject Property is within the City of Coeur d’Alene and in accordance with the 2023 Sewer
Master Plan; the City’s Wastewater Utility presently has the wastewater system capacity,
willingness and intent to serve this Zone Change request as proposed.

Al7. Fire department access to the site (road widths, surfacing, maximum grade and turning
radiuses), and fire protection (size of water main, fire hydrant amount and placement, and
any fire line(s) for buildings requiring a fire sprinkler system) will be reviewed prior to final
plat recordation or during the Site Development and Building Permit, utilizing the currently
adopted International Fire Code (IFC) for compliance.

Al18. The Police Department does not have concerns with the proposed zone change.

Al19. The site is generally flat as is the over-all location. Midtown has seen significant change
and investment over the last decade, from public corridor improvements, rehab of several
out-of-date storefronts, to a substantial under construction mixed-use project.

A20. The proposed zone change itself would not adversely affect the surrounding area with
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regard to traffic, as no traffic is generated from a zone change alone. The applicant states
that there is an intent to convert the property for use as a small counseling office and
apartment. The ITE Trip Generation Manual states that traffic from a single apartment unit
is expected to be about 7 trips per day. Unfortunately, the ITE Trip Generation Manual does
not define a land use code applicable to counseling services and therefore provides no
guidance. However, with typical counseling sessions lasting one hour, it could be
extrapolated that fewer than 10 trips per day would be generated by patients. Additional
trips generated by deliveries, employees, etc. are expected to be minimal.

(The commission may add other facts here)

B. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW:

Based on the foregoing Findings of Fact, the City Council makes the following Conclusions of Law.

B1. This proposal (is) (is not) in conformance with the Comprehensive Plan Goals, Objectives,
and Policies.
B2. Public facilities and utilities (are) (are not) available and adequate for the proposed use.
B3. The physical characteristics of the site (do) (do not) make it suitable for the request.
B4. The proposal (would) (would not) adversely affect the surrounding neighborhood with
regard to traffic, neighborhood character, and or existing land uses
C. DECISION

The City Council, pursuant to the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, has
determined that the requested zone change (does) (does not) comply with the required evaluation
criteria and recommends that the City Council (does) (does not) adopt the C-17L(MO) zoning.

(NOTE: The City Council may also recommend conditions for this zone change request
where such conditions are required to ensure that the proposed uses of the area are
consistent with the community needs and its public health, safety and general welfare.)

(The commission may add conditions here to recommend to City Council)
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Motion by , seconded by , to adopt the foregoing Findings and Order.

ROLL CALL:
COUNCIL MEMBER ENGLISH Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER MILLER Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER GOOKIN Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER EVANS Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER MCEVERS Voted
COUNCIL MEMBER WOOD Voted

Motion to (approve)(deny) carried by a to vote.
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COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

Community & ldentity

O  Goalci1
Coeur d’Alene citizens are well informed, responsive, and involved in community discussions.

O OBJECTIVE Cl 1.1
Foster broad-based and inclusive community involvement for actions affecting businesses and
residents to promote community unity and involvement.

O  Goalci2
Maintain a high quality of life for residents and businesses that make Coeur d’Alene a great place to live

and visit.
| OBJECTIVE Cl 2.1

Maintain the community’s friendly, welcoming atmosphere and its smalltown feel.
D OBIJECTIVE CI 2.2

Support programs that preserve historical collections, key community features, cultural heritage,
and traditions.

O Goal CI 3
Coeur d’Alene will strive to be livable for median and below income levels, including young families,
working class, low income, and fixed income households.

D OBIJECTIVE CI 3.1
Support efforts to preserve existing housing stock and provide opportunities for new affordable
and workforce housing.

O Goal Cl 4
Coeur d’Alene is a community that works to support cultural awareness, diversity and inclusiveness.

D OBIJECTIVE CI 4.1
Recognize cultural and economic connections to the Coeur d’Alene Tribe, acknowledging that
this area is their ancestral homeland.

| OBJECTIVE Cl 4.2
Create an environment that supports and embraces diversity in arts, culture, food, and self-
expression.

D OBIJECTIVE Cl 4.3

Promote human rights, civil rights, respect, and dignity for all in Coeur d’Alene.

Education & Learning

O Goal EL 3
Provide an educational environment that provides open access to resources for all people.

D OBIJECTIVE EL 3.2
Provide abundant opportunities for and access to lifelong learning, fostering mastery of new
skills, academic enrichment, mentoring programs, and personal growth.

| OBJECTIVE EL 3.3
Support educators in developing and maintaining high standards to attract, recruit, and retain
enthusiastic, talented, and caring teachers and staff.

Comprehensive Plan Goals and Objectives - 1



O Goal EL 4

Support partnerships and collaborations focused on quality education and enhanced funding
opportunities for school facilities and operations.

O

OBJECTIVEEL4.1

Collaborate with the school district (SD 271) to help identify future locations for new or
expanded school facilities and funding mechanisms as development occurs to meet Coeur
d’Alene’s growing population.

OBJECTIVE EL 4.2

Enhance partnerships among local higher education institutions and vocational schools, offering
an expanded number of degrees and increased diversity in graduate level education options with

combined campus, classroom, research, and scholarship resources that meet the changing needs
of the region.

Environment & Recreation

O Goal ER 1
Preserve and enhance the beauty and health of Coeur d’Alene’s natural environment.

O
O

OBJECTIVEER 1.1

Manage shoreline development to address stormwater management and improve water quality.
OBJECTIVE ER 1.2

Improve the water quality of Coeur d’Alene Lake and Spokane River by reducing the use of
fertilizers, pesticides, herbicides, and managing aquatic invasive plant and fish species.

OBIJECTIVE ER 1.3

Enhance and improve lake and river habitat and riparian zones, while maintaining waterways and
shorelines that are distinctive features of the community.

OBJECTIVEER 1.4

Reduce water consumption for landscaping throughout the city.

O Goal ER 2
Provide diverse recreation options.

O
O

OBIJECTIVE ER 2.2
Encourage publicly-owned and/or private recreation facilities for citizens of all ages. This includes
sports fields and facilities (both outdoor and indoor), hiking and biking pathways, open space,

passive recreation, and water access for people and motorized and non-motorized watercraft.
OBJECTIVE ER 2.3

Encourage and maintain public access to mountains, natural areas, parks, and trails that are
easily accessible by walking and biking.

O Goal ER 3

Protect and improve the urban forest while maintaining defensible spaces that reduces the potential for
forest fire.

O
O

O d

OBJECTIVE ER 3.1

Preserve and expand the number of street trees within city rights-of-way.
OBIJECTIVEER 3.2

Protect and enhance the urban forest, including wooded areas, street trees, and “heritage” trees

that beautify neighborhoods and integrate nature with the city.
OBJECTIVE ER 3.3

Minimize the risk of fire in wooded areas that also include, or may include residential uses.
OBJECTIVEER 3.4

Protect the natural and topographic character, identity, and aesthetic quality of hillsides.
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O Goal ER 4
Reduce the environmental impact of Coeur d’Alene.

O
O

OBJECTIVE ER 4.1

Minimize potential pollution problems such as air, land, water, or hazardous materials.
OBIJECTIVE ER 4.2

Improve the existing compost and recycling program.

Growth & Development

O GoalGD 1

Develop a mix of land uses throughout the city that balance housing and employment while preserving
the qualities that make Coeur d’Alene a great place to live.

O

O

OO 0O 00

OBJECTIVE GD 1.1

Achieve a balance of housing product types and price points, including affordable housing, to
meet city needs.

OBIJECTIVEGD 1.3

Promote mixed use development and small-scale commercial uses to ensure that neighborhoods
have services within walking and biking distance.

OBJECTIVEGD 1.4

Increase pedestrian walkability and access within commercial development.
OBIJECTIVE GD 1.5

Recognize neighborhood and district identities.
OBIJECTIVE GD 1.6
Revitalize existing and create new business districts to promote opportunities for jobs, services,

and housing, and ensure maximum economic development potential throughout the community.
OBJECTIVE GD 1.7

Increase physical and visual access to the lakes and rivers.
OBJECTIVE GD 1.8

Support and expand community urban farming opportunities.

O Goal GD 2
Ensure appropriate, high-quality infrastructure to accommodate community needs and future growth.

O
O

OBJECTIVE GD 2.1

Ensure appropriate, high-quality infrastructure to accommodate growth and redevelopment.
OBJECTIVE GD 2.2

Ensure that City and technology services meet the needs of the community.

O Goal GD 3
Support the development of a multimodal transportation system for all users.

O

O

OBIJECTIVE GD 3.1

Provide accessible, safe, and efficient traffic circulation for motorized, bicycle and pedestrian
modes of transportation.

OBJECTIVE GD 3.2

Provide an accessible, safe, efficient multimodal public transportation system including bus stop
amenities designed to maximize the user experience.

Goal GD 4

Protect the visual and historic qualities of Coeur d’Alene

O

OBJECTIVE GD 4.1

Encourage the protection of historic buildings and sites.
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O Goal GD 5
Implement principles of environmental design in planning projects.

D OBJECTIVE GD 5.1
Minimize glare, light trespass, and skyglow from outdoor lighting.

Health & Safety

O Goal HS 1
Support social, mental, and physical health in Coeur d’Alene and the greater region.

D OBIJECTIVEHS 1.1
Provide safe programs and facilities for the community’s youth to gather, connect, and take part

in healthy social activities and youth-centered endeavors.
O OBJECTIVE HS 1.2

Expand services for the city’s aging population and other at-risk groups that provide access to

education, promote healthy lifestyles, and offer programs that improve quality of life.
D OBIJECTIVEHS 1.3

Increase access and awareness to education and prevention programs, and recreational
activities.

O Goal HS 3
Continue to provide exceptional police, fire, and emergency services.

D OBIJECTIVE HS 3.2
Enhance regional cooperation to provide fast, reliable emergency services.
D OBIJECTIVE HS 3.3

Collaborate with partners to increase one on one services.

Jobs & Economy

O Goal JE 1
Retain, grow, and attract businesses

O OBJECTIVE JE 1.1
Actively engage with community partners in economic development efforts.
D OBIJECTIVE JE 1.2

Foster a pro-business culture that supports economic growth.

O Goal JE 3
Enhance the Startup Ecosystem

| OBJECTIVE JE 3.1
Convene a startup working group of business leaders, workforce providers, and economic
development professionals and to define needs.

D OBJECTIVE JE 3.2

Develop public-private partnerships to develop the types of office space and amenities desired

by startups.

OBJECTIVE JE 3.3

Promote access to the outdoors for workers and workers who telecommute.

D OBIJECTIVE JE 3.4
Expand partnerships with North Idaho College, such as opportunities to use the community
maker space and rapid prototyping (North Idaho College Venture Center and Gizmo) facilities.

O
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PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION
MINUTES
DECEMBER 12, 2023
LOWER LEVEL - LIBRARY COMMUNITY ROOM
702 E. FRONT AVENUE

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT:

Tom Messina, Chairman Hilary Patterson, Community Planning Director
Jon Ingalls, Vice-Chair Sean Holm, Senior Planner

Lynn Fleming Traci Clark, Administrative Assistant

Phil Ward Randy Adams, City Attorney

Peter Luttropp
Sarah McCracken
Mark Coppess

CALL TO ORDER:

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Messina at 5:30 p.m.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Motion by Commissioner Luttropp, seconded by Commissioner McCracken, to approve the minutes of the
Planning Commission meeting on November 14, 2023. Motion carried.

PUBLIC COMMENTS:

None.

STAFF COMMENTS:

Hilary Patterson, Community Planning Director, provided the following comments:

e The December 13t Joint Workshop with the Planning Commissions in Kootenai County will be
held at the County Administration Building at 5:30 p.m.

e The January 9 Planning Commission Meeting will have two items on the agenda, a zone change
request and a PUD (Planned Unit Development) Amendment request.

e The Impact Fees have been delayed. City Council heard the Capital Improvement Plans and we
received feed back to rework some of the Parks Capital Improvement Projects. We have been
working with the consultant team. Council has also directed us to remove the Julia Overpass
planning fees from the Transportation CIP. We are working with the consultant team to update
that information. The hearings for the ordinance amendment will be held on January 2, 2024 and
adoption of the Capital Improvement Plans and fees will be on January 16, 2024.

COMMISSION COMMENTS:

Commissioner Fleming asked would the Impact fees come back to the Commission.
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Ms. Patterson stated no, unless the City Council directs them back to the Commission.

Commissioner Luttropp asked about the Rivers Edge project that had committed to providing Workforce
Housing. Have they progressed far enough to construction and renting that we can assess how they are
doing with that project?

Ms. Patterson answered that the Rivers Edge project request for a zone change and associated density
increase has not gone to the City Council yet. They are currently building what was already approved. It
would be another year at least for those reports to start coming forward.

Commissioner McCracken asked about the Cell Tower application and if that was still going to be heard
in January.

Ms. Patterson answered no, the applicant withdrew their application.

ADMINISTRATIVE: **ITEM BELOW IS CONSIDERED TO BE AN ACTION ITEM.

1. Applicant: Birkdale Commons Subdivision & PUD Extension
Request: Extend the Preliminary Plat and PUD approval for the project known as Birkdale
Commons (S-3-22 and PUD-4-22)

Ms. Patterson, Community Planning Community Planning Director, provided the following statements:

e The request before the Planning & Zoning Commission is to approve or deny the request of Lake
City Engineering for a one-year extension of the approved Birkdale Commons PUD (PUD-4-22)
and Subdivision (S-3-22).

e On November 8, 2022, the Coeur d’Alene Planning Commission held a public hearing on the
above requested items and approved them by a 6 to 1 vote with the following conditions:

1. The creation of a homeowner’s association will be required to ensure the perpetual
maintenance of the open space, all other common areas, stormwater maintenance and
snow removal.

2. The applicant’s requests for subdivision, and PUD run concurrently. The subdivision and
PUD designs are reliant upon one another. Additionally, approval of the requested PUD
is only valid once the Final Development Plan has been approved by the Planning
Department.

3. The Open Space must be installed and completed prior to the issuance of the first
Certificate of Occupancy. The open space areas shall be consistent with this approval
and include the same or better amenities and features.

4. Since annexation has occurred, the designated parcel is eligible for a water main
extension. A single service currently exists for the proposed lot # 1 which will not require
cap fees. All other lots will require individual services with cap fees due at time of building
permits. As this will be a private street, a 20’ public utility easement centered on the water
main, (30’ if combined with public sewer), must be granted where no permanent
structures such as building footings, car ports or garages are allowed. All improvements
will be at the developer’'s expense and will be conveyed to the City upon final
acceptance. Applicable fire hydrants must be operational prior to granting building
permits.

5. Anunobstructed City approved “all-weather” access shall be required over all public
sewers.
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6. All public sewer plans require IDEQ or QLPE Approval prior to construction.

7. Sewer Policy #716 requires all legally recognized parcels within the City to individually
connect and discharge into (1) public sewer connection.

8. A utility easement for the public sewer shall be dedicated to the City prior to building
permits.

9. Public sewer shall be run to and through this project and installed to all city specifications
and standards.

10. A public access easement shall be granted to allow the dead-end road/fire turnaround to
the south to be extended in the future, if the lot to the south desires to develop.

e Forthe PUD and Subdivision, the Planning Commission may extend its approval for one-year upon
the finding that upon receiving written request filed prior to the expiration of the approvals and
showing of unusual hardship not caused by the owner or applicant.

e The Subdivision Code Section 16.20.040 authorizes the Planning Commission to grant the applicant
up to five (5) extensions of twelve (12) months each for the Preliminary Plat as long as the plat
complies with current development requirements.

e The Zoning Code Section 17.09.478 authorizes the Planning Commission to grant the Applicant a
one-year extension of the PUD without public notice and upon stating conditions requiring the
extension. This is the first request extension for the PUD and Subdivision/Preliminary Plat.

e The applicant has submitted a request for the extensions prior to the approvals expiring. The letter
states that the reason for the extension is that the owner is intending to build Birkdale Commons and
Birkdale Commons North simultaneously. Birkdale Commons North PUD and Subdivision was
approved by the Planning Commission at the November 2023 meeting and the annexation was
approved by the City Council on December 5, 2023. While waiting for approval from the City on the
Birkdale Commons Preliminary Plat and PUD, the project proponent began negotiations on the
property to the north (Birkdale Commons North). Due to the timeline for annexation, the preliminary
plat and PUD for Birkdale Commons North, they are now at risk of the original approvals expiring.
The requested extension is so that both projects can be built together. (See attached extension
request from the applicant.)

e |t should be noted that when the PUD and Subdivision were approved in 2022, the City sent a letter
informing the owner and applicant that the approval date was November 22, 2023, which included the
appeal timeframe. That was the interpretation at the time. Since then, the City Attorney has
determined that approval dates should be based on the date of the decision. In this case, if the
extension is approved, the new expiration date would be November 8, 2024.

e The Commission has two alternatives:

o The Commission may, by motion, grant a one-year extension of the approved PUD and
Subdivision to November 8, 2024.

o The Commission may, by motion, deny the one-year extension. If denied, the items would expire
and the applicant must reapply for the PUD and the Subdivision

Ms. Patterson concluded her presentation.

Commission Comments:

Commissioner Ingalls stated the advantages to these two projects, Birkdale and Birkdale North, being built
simultaneously. He sees very little down side risk of doing this and the code allows five 1-year extensions, this
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is just one. The one thing that he would ask is just as an educational question for the future is what is the
unusual hardship. Is the challenge of the coinciding time lines of two annexations and two PUD’s, two
development plans and one build the hardship, or would an unusual hardship be something like the applicant
had a medical issue? He questioned if they needed to get hung up on the unusual hardship.

Ms. Patterson stated it might be a good question for attorney Randy Adams, but the Commission has made
this determination before when there has been a hardship for the issue of Covid and the supply chain, etc. In
this case the applicant is here tonight if you would like to hear from him regarding those issues. The struggle
was the applicant coming in with the property from the South and one of the property owners decided not to
proceed with the Planned Unit Development and Subdivision. Logistically right now it does make sense to go
forward with this.

Mr. Adams stated that the ordinances for the PUD and Subdivision extensions do not use this term. There is
no requirement to show an unusual hardship in the case of an extension for a subdivision. All they have to
show is that the preliminary plat complies with current development requirements and all other conditions of
approval for the PUD. It says as long as you make it timely it can be granted.

Ms. Patterson stated that the hardship language might be in the Special Use Permit.
Mr. Adams clarified it was not a requirement for the PUD or Subdivision extensions.

Commissioner Ingalls commented he is not trying to create waves; he just wanted some clarity. He is in full
support.

Commissioner Fleming stated there is less disturbance to the neighborhood by building these two projects as
one. You will have it built in one fell swoop. By combining the projects, there would be fewer left turns onto
15t Street.

Motion by Commissioner Fleming, seconded by Commissioner Coppess, to approve the 1-year
extension (PUD-4-22 & S-3-22) to November 8, 2024. Motion carried.

ROLL CALL:

Commissioner Fleming Voted Aye
Commissioner Ingalls Voted Aye
Commissioner Coppess Voted Aye
Commissioner McCracken Voted Aye
Commissioner Luttropp Voted Aye
Commissioner Ward Voted Aye
Chairman Messina Voted Aye

Motion to approve carried by a 7 to O vote.

PUBLIC HEARINGS: **ITEMS BELOW ARE CONSIDERED TO BE ACTION ITEMS.

1. Applicant: Jay Lange
Location: 707 N. 4t Street
Request: A proposed zone change from residential R-17 (MO) to commercial C-17L (MO)

QUASI-JUDICIAL, (ZC-1-23)
Sean Holm, Senior Planner, provided the following statements:

e The applicant is requesting approval of a zone change from the R-17(MO) to the C-17L(MO)
zoning district.

PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES December 12, 2023 Page 4



e The 0.21-acre parcel is located on the west side of 4™ Street and north of E. Foster Avenue.
e There is an existing single-family dwelling located on the parcel which is currently being rented.

e Should the zone change request be approved, the owner would like to use the existing structure
for a Professional and Administrative Office Use.

e The main floor of the existing structure is 1400 SF +/- with a 1400 SF basement. Future plans
may be to construct a new office building to include residential living space above and/or behind.

e The applicant is aware that any future commercial use of the property would trigger
improvements to accommodate the public including ADA.

e The subject property is currently zoned R-17 and is located in the Midtown Infill Overlay District
(MO).

e The subject property is within the existing city limits.

e There are 4 findings that must be met for the zone change. Findings #B8A - #B811.

Findings #B8: Is the proposal in conformance with the Comprehensive plan policies? The
2022-2042 Comprehensive Plan — Land Use Category is Urban Neighborhood, which is highly
walkable with multifamily building types, green spaces and parking areas, gridded street patterns,
a mix of housing types and convenient access to goods, services, and dining for nearby
residents. Compatible zoning is R-17 and R-34SUP; NC, CC, C17, and C17L.

Applicable goals and objectives include Goal C1 1, Objective CI1.1, Goal Cl 3, Objective Cl 3.1,
Goal GD 1, Objectives GD 1.1 and GD 1.5, Goal GD 2 and Objective GD 2. These relate to
inclusive community involvement, making Coeur d’Alene a livable community for families with
median and below income levels, preserving existing housing stock and providing new workforce
and affordable housing opportunities, developing a mix of land uses that balance housing and
employment, and ensuring high quality infrastructure to support growth.

Additionally, there is a bicycle, walking and transit network in this neighborhood.
Findings #B9: Are public facilities and utilities available and adequate for the proposed use?

City staff from Streets and Engineering, Water, Fire, Parks, Police and Wastewater Departments
have reviewed the application regards to public utilities and public facilities. Each department had
indicated that there are public facilities and public utilities available and are adequate for the
proposed zoning C-17L.

Findings #B10: Do the physical characteristics of the site make it suitable for the request at this
time?

The site is generally flat as is the over-all location. Midtown has seen significant change and
investment over the last decade, from public corridor improvements, rehab of several out-of-date
storefronts, to a substantial under construction mixed-use project.

Findings #B11: Would the proposal adversely affect the surrounding neighborhood with regard to
traffic, neighborhood character, and./or existing land uses?

City staff indicates that the proposed zone change itself would not adversely affect the
surrounding are with regard to traffic.

The subject property is within the Midtown Overlay (MO) District. The purpose of the overlay
regulations is to establish infill overlay districts and to prescribe procedures whereby the
development of lands within these infill overlay districts can occur in a manner that will encourage
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infill development while protecting the surrounding neighborhoods. It is the intent of these
development standards to encourage a sensitive form of development and to allow for a
reasonable use that complements the visual character and the nature of the city.

The intent of the MO district is to create a lively, neighborhood business district with a mixture of
uses, including retail, services, and residential. Storefronts would be relatively continuous along
the street within the core of the district. Housing would be encouraged both above and behind
commercial uses. Traffic calming measures would be applied and there would be an emphasis on
creating a streetscape that would offer safety, convenience and visual appeal to pedestrians.

Mr. Holm noted that the applicant stated in his narrative that his daughter would like to open a
professional office in the future, and would like the option in the future to possibly provide some kind
of living units to the rear. Mr. Holm noted that the applicant is aware that he will have to meet
setbacks, parking, etc. in the Midtown Overlay District.

Mr. Holm stated that Commissioner Fleming reached out to him today via phone call regarding the
code with a question about juvenile offenders’ facility since the code contradicts itself a bit. He
explained to her that C-17L does allow a juvenile offenders facility, but the Infill Overlay District that
sits on top of this specifically prohibits that use. The overlay district is the most restrictive and is the
one that governs.

Mr. Holm explained that the allowed uses in an infill overlay district are based on a floor area ratio
meaning that the size of the lot determines the ability or the amount of floor area that you are allowed
to build on any given property. The subject property measures approximately 9,000 square feet and,
subject to meeting setbacks, parking requirements, heights, etc., these are the theoretical numbers
that they would have to live within. For a non-residentials use, the basic multiplier is .5 (or half) of the
subject property that could be the floor area for a non-residential use. The residential use has a basic
multiplier of 1.0. There are bonuses that are identified for upgraded building materials, public art, and
public access that would bump up that multiplier to a maximum of 3.0. This applies to all subject
properties in the Midtown Infill Overlay District subject to the underlining zone and what it does allow.

Mr. Holm concluded his presentation.

Commission Comments:

Commissioner Ward asked if the applicant’s property is rezoned and used for an office, what
requirements are put in place for the applicant to change the use, such as landscaping, etc.?

Mr. Holm stated the applicant would have to provide the improvements such as landscaping, if it's
asphalt, we have not required anyone to remove asphalt to install landscaping, they do have to provide
parking. Parking is one (1) stall per 330 square feet. The structure itself would have to be upgraded to
meet the minimum ADA standards.

Commissioner Coppess asked about Finding B10 (Do the physical characteristics of the site make it
suitable for the request at this time). He asked if there was configuration of an existing structure, could
that pose challenges for future parking. In the letter from Mr. Lange, he talks about a hammer head drive,
can you explain what that is?

Mr. Holm replied that hammer head parking is a term that the fire department uses. A car needs to be
able to turn around and get out in a forward fashion. The fire department does not want vehicles backing
out into 4t Street. The applicant would have to provide an ADA stall and a number of stalls that are
required by the square footage. The stalls are 9x20, access aisles are 12ft in either direction.

Commissioner Coppess wanted to know Mr. Holms thoughts on taking away residential homes in this
neighborhood and turning them into commercial lots and meet the parking and landscaping requirements.
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Mr. Holm replied there is ample opportunity to provide the landscaping and parking for the proposed
uses. The city would require this project to meet the parking lot and landscaping requirements. He
compared the subject property to the neighboring property that had put parking in the front yard. The
subject property has the ability to have those parking stalls.

Public testimony open.

Jay Lange, applicant, introduced himself and was sworn in. The applicant has owned the property for four
(4) years. He would like the property to be rezoned because his daughter has received her Master’s in
Mental Health and addiction, and she would like to start her own business and this property would be
ideal.

Christine Schader, introduced herself and was sworn in. Her main concern is parking. She has some
concerns with the large condos that where recently put in, also 1zzy’s restaurant that brings in all of the
traffic and parking issues. She supports Mr. Lange but is worried about the future and what if he sells this
property. She has seen some very large buildings put up, for example the structure on Foster Avenue, the
apartments across the Street from Izzy’s. She said these are residential lots and asked what would
happen on a commercial lot. (She has handed some photos to Mr. Holm to give to the Commissioners).
She said she didn't think the subject property could fit the required parking for the commercial use and
future residential, unless the garage was removed to allow for parking at the rear. She noted that people
going to and from Mr. Lange’s property encroach onto her property. She also questioned the need for a
zone change. She read the zoning code and said the current residential zoning would allow for an office.

Chairman Messina asked Ms. Schader to clarify where her property line is located in the front of her
property.

Ms. Schader showed the commission where her property line was in relation to Mr. Lange’s property and
driveway. She also noted that most of this property is behind the structure.

Mr. Holm clarified that with the current R-17 zoning a civic office space is allowed, which is more of a
501(c)(3). It does not allow all office uses. That is the difference. He

Ms. Schader read from the City of Coeur d’Alene R-17 form and noted under principal uses that home
occupations are allowed, central services, and rehabilitation facilities are allowed with Special Use
Permits. It appears that it is already allowed for what they intend to use it for. She is asking why does the
zoning need to be changed, if down the road the property sells and someone wants to put a high rise in
like we have seen popping up all over town recently.

Commissioner Luttropp states that the city has certain codes and requirements. When an applicant goes
through a process to get a building permit it has to go through the city and meet the certain criteria or it
will be refused. There are rules and codes in place. If an individual wants to build a big house, if it meets
the code, they can do it. If they do no meet the codes, they are not permitted to go further on the building.

Ms. Schader replied that the building that went in on Foster and 1%, is meeting all of the requirements
right up the very inch. That is such an eye sore and pushing the element, to have that on a residential lot.
If you pushed all the rules on a commercial lot, that is her concern.

Commissioner Coppess stated to Ms. Schader that he heard her say she was from Sagle ID, and realizes
she owns the building next door, he wanted to know the zoning of her property.

Ms. Schader answered that her property is zoned C-17L.

Commissioner Coppess asked Ms. Schader to acknowledge that Mr. Lange is seeking the same zoning
that she has.
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Commissioner McCraken asked Ms. Schader if someone is living in her building.

Ms. Schader answered they have an apartment in the basement that she and her husband live in half
time. Upstairs she has a Financial Planning Firm.

Cliff Schader, introduced himself and was sworn in. The property he and his wife own is 715 N. 4t Street
and is next door to Mr. Lange. They have owned it for about 13 years. He explained the original owners of
Mr. Lange’s property was built and owned by the Hough’s who built it in 1945. They built a little tiny
garage that was built to fit a model T. Currently Mr. Lange’s tenants are trying to put 3 full size trucks on
the front parking lot that was built to fit a model T. His main concern is parking, since the multi-unit
complex went in on the corner of Read and 4™, a small home sat on the corner and now this six multi-unit
complex on this lot with 1 parking spot per unit. He said the parking for the apartment project is not
sufficient. , The parking is backed up into his property which is about 4 houses back and the street
parking is full of parked cars. His primary issue is Mr. Lange’s property has limited parking. He will have to
put a short fence up for his own client’s to be able to park properly.

Chairman Mesina stated that there are requirements regarding parking. He admits that the parking

ordinance is not 100% correct. There are so many parking spaces that are required for so many square
feet, based on the usage. When the applicant sits down with the city, parking, landscaping and what he
wants to do as a business, he is going to be told how many spots he needs and how that is addressed.

Mr. Schader stated that whoever is in charge of the parking codes needs to reevaluate it. The parking
requirements need to be doubled or tripled. It is not close to reality.

Chairman Mesina replied that the commission struggles with parking but the code is in place until it is
changed.

Mr. Schader stated he will be the guy to get that code changed, and stated that whomever came up with
that parking code should lose his job.

Kristin Oliver, introduced herself and was sworn in. She stated that she is a nurse and is representing the
Oliver Family Trust, Pamela Oliver owns the property on 3 St. around the corner from where this
proposed project is. She asked the commission if it was correct that essential services or health care
could be provided on this property without the zone change.

Commissioner Fleming replied, no.

Ms. Oliver stated that her concern is the owner is proposing to have her daughter run a business, but at
some point, additional houses may be added. Her family has been in the house for over fifty years and
parking on 3 Street is unattainable at times. She has received multiple threatening messages from new
neighbors not to park on the street. She is concerned with the homes in her neighborhood that have
turned into short term rentals, they bring in four or more cars to park at a time not just two.

Lynn Schwindel, introduced himself and was sworn in. He stated he does not oppose to what Mr. Lange
wants to do, he just wants to make a comment on traffic., He said traffic should be considered more in the
findings as parking is. When 4" Street was rebuilt about 9 years ago, they did provide some traffic
calming, but he lives there 24 hours a day, and it does not work. There is a popular business that is a
problem all of the time, since they do not have enough parking spaces. There are cars parked on the
street and it forces pedestrians to walk between the cars or walk into the street to get around. The
Midtown Overlay came up with a pilot parking plan with permits for some residents but it only lasted about
2 years on a trial period. Business in the Midtown Overlay and existing buildings were not required to
comply with all of the new parking regulations. This has presented some problems. Anytime you add
something it will create more traffic. The 800 block, they made the sidewalks extra wide, so the street is
very narrow. When people open their car doors after parking, you will have to stop your car because there
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is not enough room to drive past the parked cars on the street. He asked that the commission would take
traffic into more consideration in the findings in the future.

Chairman Messina read one more name off the sighup sheet for the individual that did not wish to testify.
Mr. Lange stated he understands people are concerned with parking. He is trying to be rezoned just like
the Shader’s. He feels he will have parking in the driveway and would not create a parking issue on the
street. The traffic should be minimal with the type of business that would go into his building. If his
daughter is doing counseling, she will only have 1 client at a time.

Public testimony closed.

Commission Comments:

Commissioner Ward stated he is familiar with the area. Until recently, he lived close to Capones
restaurant. If the intent is to have counseling in the building, you will not see 20 people at one time. The
amount of people would be limited to 1 client every hour. The code requires a certain number for an office
type use and the applicant would have to satisfy that number of parking spaces. 4t Street is in the
Midtown Overlay District, from Sherman to Foster, where the intent is to have professional offices and
small business that provide pedestrian type use. This encourages people to walk, not use their vehicle.
He agreed that I1zzy’s restaurant’s parking is a problem. He noted that the apartment complex across the
Street had to provide adequate parking by the code. He believes the entire strip of 4 Street is going to be
change in the future and many of the homes may be converted to small businesses, which is consistent
with the Overlay District. Professional offices, well maintained with a residential appearance and possibly
some retail uses that allow people to walk to get what they need. Mr. Lange’s request is consistent with
all of these factors. If Mr. Lange sells this property, whoever wants to build on it, is going to have to jump
through a lot more hoops.

Commissioner Ingalls stated he agrees with Commissioner Ward. He is in support of this rezoning, it
makes sense. The applicant is surrounded by C-17L. The Commission looks at all the facts and this isn’t
about parking. If the property sold to a family who has 5 kids and they all have their driver licenses, the
parking for the single-family residential use would be a problem. If someone wanted to tear the house
down and had a R-17 lot, they could build an apartment tomorrow. The city requires so many parking
stalls. Whether if goes to R-17 to C-17L, that alone does not drive parking improvements. This is not
about parking but the right use for the building. He supports this zone change.

Commissioner Fleming stated she agrees that the property is moving from R-17 to C-17L. Mr. Lange
could tear down the garage out back and have plenty of parking.

Commissioner Coppess asked Mr. Holm to speak about the process for findings review. He wants to
know how you look at traffic and parking.

Mr. Holms replied from the city stand point, when a request comes in for a zone change a number of
departments are asked to review the request and provide comments and concerns related to the findings.
There is a finding that talks about traffic. The City Engineer responded that a zone change by itself does
not change or drive parking, it's the use that comes at the time of the permit. The potential is that Mr.
Lange could tear down the existing building and rebuild apartments now with the R-17 zoning using the
FAR (floor area ratio) as long as he is providing the parking and it is meeting the code. The traffic itself is
determined by the Trip Generational Manual. Each type of use has the peak traffic, either in the morning
or at night. This is what a particular use would drive per unit or square foot. We look to the professionals
in this case to provide that feedback to us. The traffic impact is going to be tied to the use.
Commissioner McCracken stated she agrees with the other commissioners. She wanted to know the
difference between R-17 and C-17L on the parking requirements.

Mr. Holms replied that multifamily is by bedroom. If there were five bedrooms, they would need five
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parking spaces under the code. The Commercial is one (1) space per 330 sq ft for the interior floor and

the existing building is 1400 sq feet.

Motion by Commissioner Ingalls, seconded by Commissioner Coppess, to adopt Item ZC-1-23.

Motion approved.

ROLL CALL:

Commissioner Fleming Voted
Commissioner Ingalls Voted
Commissioner Coppess Voted
Commissioner McCracken Voted
Commissioner Luttropp Voted
Commissioner Ward Voted
Chairman Messina Voted

Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye

Motion to approve carried by a 7 to O vote.

ADJOURNMENT/CONTINUATION:

Motion by Commissioner Fleming, seconded by Commissioner Luttropp. Motion approved.

The meeting was adjourned at 6:36 p.m.

Prepared by Traci Clark, Administrative Assistant

PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES

December 12, 2023

Page 10



COEUR D'ALENE PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND DECISION

ZC-1-23

This matter came before the Planning and Zoning Commission on December 12, 2023, to consider ITEM
ZC-1-23, arequest for a zone change from R-17 (MO) to C-17L (MO).

APPLICANT/OWNER: JPL Living Trust, Jay Lange

LOCATION: 707 N. 4% Street, Coeur d’Alene, ID 83814

N 60 FT-S 120 FT-LTS 4, 5, & 6 BLK 3, CDA & KINGS ADD

A. FINDINGS OF FACT:

The Planning and Zoning Commission finds that the following facts, A1 through A21, have been
established on a more probable than not basis, as shown on the record before it and on the
testimony presented at the public hearing.

Al.

A2.

AS.

A4.

AS.

AG.

A7.

A8.

A9.

A10.

The notice of public hearing was published on October 28, 2023, which fulfills the legal
requirement for zoning prior to annexation.

The notice of public hearing was posted on the property on November 30, 2023, which
fulfills the proper legal requirement.

Seventy-Four (74) notices of public hearing were mailed to all property owners of record
within three hundred feet (300") of the subject property on November 20, 2023, which fulfills
the legal requirement.

Notice of intent to rezone the property was sent to all political subdivisions providing
services within the planning jurisdiction, including school districts, at least fifteen (15) days
prior to the public hearing scheduled by the Commission.

Public testimony was received on December 12, 2023.
The subject property is +/-0.21 acre.

The subject property is within the City Limits.

The existing land use is a single-family dwelling.

The Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map designation is Urban Neighborhood and
C-17L is compatible zoning in this place type.

The property is currently zoned R-17 (MO) — Midtown Overlay. The Midtown Overlay (MO)
district is intended to create a lively, neighborhood business district with a mixture of uses,
including retail, services, and residential. Storefronts would be relatively continuous along
the street within the core of the district. Housing would be encouraged both above and
behind commercial uses. Traffic calming measures would be applied and there would be
an emphasis on creating a streetscape that would offer safety, convenience and visual
appeal to pedestrians. All activity groups/uses allowed in the underlying zoning district are
generally permitted. The following activity groups/uses are expressly prohibited: 1.
Criminal Transitional Facilities; 2. Juvenile Offenders Facilities; 3. Adult Entertainment; 4.
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Adult Entertainment Retail Sales; 5. All other uses that includes the outdoor storage of
inventory, materials, or supplies.

All. Therequested zoning is C-17L (MO). Permitted uses in the C-17L zone are Administrative
offices, automobile parking when serving an adjacent business or apartment, banks and
financial establishments, boarding house, childcare facility, commercial film production,
community assembly, duplex housing, essential service, group dwelling — detached
housing, handicapped or minimal care facility, home occupation, hospitals/health care,
juvenile offenders facility, multiple-family housing, neighborhood recreation,
nursing/convalescent/ rest homes for the aged, personal service establishment,
professional offices, public recreation, rehabilitation facility, religious assembly, single-
family detached housing. Other uses are permitted with a special use permit.

Al12. The Comprehensive Plan Goals, Objectives and Policies that are applicable to this matter
are as follows:

Community & ldentity

Goal CI 1:
Coeur d’Alene citizens are well informed, responsive, and involved in community
discussions.
Objective CI 1.1:
Foster broad-based and inclusive community involvement for actions affecting
businesses and residents to promote community unity and involvement.

Goal CI 3
Coeur d’Alene will strive to be livable for median and below income levels, including
young families, working class, low income, and fixed income households.

OBJECTIVE CI 3.1
Support efforts to preserve existing housing stock and provide opportunities for
new affordable and workforce housing.

Growth & Development

Goal GD 1
Develop a mix of land uses throughout the city that balance housing and employment
while preserving the qualities that make Coeur d’Alene a great place to live.

OBJECTIVE GD 1.1
Achieve a balance of housing product types and price points, including affordable
housing, to meet city needs.

OBJECTIVE GD 1.5
Recognize neighborhood and district identities.

Goal GD 2
Ensure appropriate, high-quality infrastructure to accommodate community needs and
future growth.

OBJECTIVE GD 2.1
Ensure appropriate, high-quality infrastructure to accommodate growth and
redevelopment.
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Al3.

Al4.

A15.

Al6.

Al7.

Al8.

Al9.

A20.

A21.

The Comprehensive Plan Transportation Maps show existing and planned bicycle
network for a shared roadway on 4t Street, sidewalk infrastructure in front of the subject
property, and Existing Transit Route A on 4t Street.

This is an appropriate location for C-17L (MO) zoning. The properties to the north and
south are both zoned C-17L (MO) and the properties to the east are also zoned C-17L
(MO).

The surrounding uses are commercial in nature.

The subject property is currently served by City water with a 3/4” water meter. There is
adequate capacity in the public water system.

The subject property is in the City limits and currently served by City sewer and has a
sewer easement along the western property line. The Wastewater Utility presently has
the capacity, willingness and intent to serve this zone change request as proposed.

Fire department access to the site (road widths, surfacing, maximum grade, and turning
radiuses), fire protection (size of water main, fire hydrant amount and placement, and any
fire line(s) for buildings requiring a fire sprinkler system) will be reviewed prior to Site
Development and Building Permit, utilizing the currently adopted International Fire Code
(IFC) for compliance. The Coeur d’Alene Fire Department can address all concerns at the
time of site and building permit submittals with the corrections to the below conditions.

The physical characteristics of the site are an existing single-family structure. Directly to
the north and south of the subject property are existing single-family homes that are
grandfathered professional office uses, each with varying degrees of commercial
improvements (parking). To the south of the nearest intersection (N. 4t Street & E Foster
Ave.) is a Fire Station. To the east, across 4t Street, is an Attorney’s office, a CityLink
bus stop, and single-family homes. The area retains various mature trees and other
vegetation. There are no topographical constraints that would make the subject property
unsuitable to the request, however, the configuration of the existing structure could
present future parking challenges.

The proposed zone change may not generate additional traffic. Because it is unclear what
the end use will ultimately be, no assessment of traffic was provided by the City Engineer.

Currently, the property is accessed via a driveway from N. 4t Street.

B. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW:

Based on the foregoing Findings of Fact, the Planning Commission makes the following
Conclusions of Law.

B1.

B2.

B3.

B4.

This proposal is in conformance with the Comprehensive Plan Goals, Objectives, and
Policies.

Public facilities and utilities are available and adequate for the proposed use.
The physical characteristics of the site do make it suitable for the request.

The proposal would not adversely affect the surrounding neighborhood with regard to
traffic, neighborhood character, and or existing land uses.
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C. DECISION

The Planning Commission, pursuant to the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, has
determined that the requested zone change does comply with the required evaluation criteria and
recommends that the City Council adopts the C-17L (MO) zoning.

Motion by Commissioner Ingalls, seconded by Commissioner Coppess, to adopt the foregoing

Findings and Order.

ROLL CALL:

Commissioner Fleming Voted
Commissioner Ingalls Voted
Commissioner Luttropp Voted
Commissioner Coppess Voted
Commissioner McCracken Voted
Commissioner Ward Voted
Chairman Messina Voted

Motion to approve carried by a 7 to 0 vote.

Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye

— .
L0\
VA NSO A h ~ B

CHAIRMAN TOM MESSINA
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ORDINANCE NO.
COUNCIL BILL NO. 24-1001

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ZONING ACT OF THE CITY OF COEUR
D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO, KNOWN AS ORDINANCE NO. 1691,
ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF COEUR D'ALENE, BY CHANGING THE FOLLOWING
DESCRIBED PROPERTY FROM R-17(MO) TO C-17L(MO), SAID PROPERTY BEING
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS, TO WIT: +/- 0.21 ACRE PARCEL IN THE CDA & KINGS
ADDITION. LOCATED ON THE WEST SIDE OF 4™ STREET AND NORTH OF E. FOSTER
AVENUE COMMONLY KNOWN AS 707 NORTH 4™ STREET; REPEALING ALL
ORDINANCES AND PARTS OF ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT HEREWITH; PROVIDING A
SEVERABILITY CLAUSE; PROVIDE FOR THE PUBLICATION OF A SUMMARY OF THIS
ORDINANCE AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE HEREOF.

WHEREAS, after public hearing on the hereinafter provided amendments, and after
recommendation by the Planning Commission, it is deemed by the Mayor and City Council to be for
the best interests of the City of Coeur d'Alene, Idaho, that said amendments be adopted; NOW,
THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED, by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Coeur d'Alene:

SECTION 1. That the following described property, to wit:

A part of Lots four, five and six (4, 5 and 6) in Block three (3) of the Town of Coeur
d'Alene, according to the corrected plat of said Town of Coeur d'Alene and Kings
Addition, according to the corrected Plat recorded in Book C of Plats at Page(s) 144,
Records of Kootenai County, Idaho, and particularly described as follows:

Commencing at a point on the East line of said Block 3, 60 feet North of the
Southeast corner of said Block, running thence North along the East line of said
Block 60 feet; thence

At right angles West a distance of 150 feet to the West line of Lot 4 in said Block 3,
running thence at right angles South along the West line of Lot 4 of said Block 3 a
distance of 60 feet, running thence at right angles East a distance of 150 feet to the
Point of Beginning, being a lot 60 feet by 150 feet in size

is hereby changed and rezoned from R-17(MO) to C-17L(MO).

SECTION 2. That the Zoning Act of the City of Coeur d'Alene, known as Ordinance No. 1691,
Ordinances of the City of Coeur d'Alene, is hereby amended as set forth in Section 1 hereof.
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SECTION 3. Thatthe Planning Director is hereby instructed to make such change and amendment
on the official Zoning Map of the City of Coeur d'Alene, and shall make an electronic copy available
on the City’s website.

SECTION 4. All ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict with this ordinance are hereby
repealed.

SECTION 5. After its passage and adoption, a summary of this Ordinance, under the provisions of
the Idaho Code, shall be published once in the official newspaper of the City of Coeur d'Alene, and
upon such publication shall be in full force and effect.

Passed under suspension of rules upon which a roll call vote was duly taken and duly
enacted an Ordinance of the City of Coeur d’Alene at a regular session of the City Council on
February 6, 2024.

APPROVED this 6™ day of February 2024.

James Hammond, Mayor
ATTEST:

Renata McLeod, City Clerk
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SUMMARY OF COEUR D’ALENE ORDINANCE NO.
Zone Change — ZC-1-23
+/- 0.21 ACRE PARCEL AT 707 N. 4" STREET

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ZONING ACT OF THE CITY OF COEUR
D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO, KNOWN AS ORDINANCE NO. 1691,
ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF COEUR D'ALENE, BY CHANGING THE FOLLOWING
DESCRIBED PROPERTY FROM R-17(MO) TO C-17L(MO), SAID PROPERTY BEING
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS, TO WIT: +/- 0.21 ACRE PARCEL IN THE CDA & KINGS
ADDITION. LOCATED ON THE WEST SIDE OF 4™ STREET AND NORTH OF E. FOSTER
AVENUE COMMONLY KNOWN AS 707 NORTH 4™ STREET; REPEALING ALL
ORDINANCES AND PARTS OF ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT HEREWITH AND
PROVIDING A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE. THE ORDINANCE SHALL BE EFFECTIVE UPON
PUBLICATION OF THIS SUMMARY. THE FULL TEXT OF THE SUMMARIZED
ORDINANCE NO. IS AVAILABLE AT COEUR D’ALENE CITY HALL, 710 E.
MULLAN AVENUE, COEUR D’ALENE, IDAHO 83814 IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY
CLERK.

Renata McLeod, City Clerk
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STATEMENT OF LEGAL ADVISOR

I, Randall R. Adams, am City Attorney for the City of Coeur d'Alene, Idaho. | have
examined the attached summary of Coeur d'Alene Ordinance No. , +/- 0.21 ACRE
PARCEL AT 707 N. 4" STREET, and find it to be a true and complete summary of said
ordinance which provides adequate notice to the public of the context thereof.

DATED this 6" day of February, 2024.

Randall R. Adams, City Attorney
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