
 
CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING 

City Council Chambers, 160 South 3rd East 
Mountain Home, Idaho 

Tuesday, August 25, 2026 at 5:00 PM 

Join the Meeting live through Microsoft Teams Town Hall 
Link provided on the City Website: https://mountain-home.us/city-government/city-council/ 

All materials presented at public meetings become property of the City of Mountain Home. Anyone desiring 
accommodation for disabilities should contact the City Clerk's Office at 208-587-2104 by at least 9:00 AM the 

morning of the public meeting. 
 
CALL MEETING TO ORDER & ESTABLISH A QUORUM (5:00 PM) 

____ Councilman Harjo   ____ Councilwoman Wirkkala   
____ Councilman McCarthy  ____ Councilman Sanders  ____ Mayor Sykes  

PUBLIC HEARING  
 1) The City proposed budget for the Fiscal year 2026-2027 (FY27). 

RECOGNIZING PERSONS IN THE AUDIENCE 
 (Please limit comments to a maximum of 3 minutes) The purpose of this agenda item is to provide an 

opportunity for members of the public to address the City Council on matters that are not listed on the 
current agenda and are within the subject matter jurisdiction and municipal purview of the City. 
Comments may not involve personnel matters, legal disputes, or the private non-municipal affairs of the 
constituency. Comments regarding Zoning or Land Use issues may only be made during properly noticed 
public hearings. 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST DECLARATION 
 Has any Council Member received information pertaining to, or otherwise had, any contact with any 

person regarding any items on this City Council agenda? If so, please set forth the nature of the contact. 

CONSENT AGENDA  
 1) Approval acceptance of minutes: Planning & Zoning Commission - July 21, 2026 
 2) Approval acceptance of minutes: Regular City Council Minutes - August 11, 2026 
 3) Approval acceptance of minutes: Special City Council Minutes - August 14, 2026 
 4) Approval acceptance of minutes: Special City Council Minutes - August 18, 2026 
 5) Bills from 8/12/2026 to 8/25/2026 in the amount of $405,963.74. 
 6) Authorize the Parks Department capital outlay purchase and allocation to complete the bleacher 

project at Optimist Park.  
 7) Appoint Jimmy Schipani to complete the term previously held by Mae Beaver, expiring January 

30, 2030. 
 8) Appoint Tiffany Mashburn to complete the term previously held by Brenda Schwartze, expiring 

January 30, 2028. 
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 9) Approve write-offs for 2025-2026 in the amount of $6,120.99. 
 10) Approve Addendum #1 for a Water Rate study with Clearwater Financial and authorize the 

Mayor to sign.  
 11) Approve Addendum #2 for a Wastewater Rate study with Clearwater Financial and authorize 

the Mayor to sign. 

OLD BUSINESS 
 1) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding the award of the N. 10th East Rehabilitation 

Project to Summit Construction LLC. and authorize the Mayor to sign documents. 
 2) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding Airport fees. 

NEW BUSINESS 
 1) Items removed from the Consent Agenda 
 2) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision to adopt the tentative FY27 budget. 
 3) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision to certify L2 for FY27 Budget and authorize the Treasurer 

to sign. 
 4) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding proposed Resolution 25-2026R establishing a 

policy on Tournament/Pro Shop Credit. 

ORDINANCE 
 1) Action Item: Ordinance #1824 adopting the Fiscal Year 2026-2027 (FY27) budget. 

FINAL COMMENTS 

ADJOURN 

STAFF MEMO 
 1) Public Works staff report 
 2) City Hall staff memo 
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Notice of Public Hearing

for the Proposed Budget for the City of Mountain Home, Idaho

Fiscal Year 2026-27 (FY27)

FY 25 FY 25 FY 26 FY 26 FY 27 FY 27

 Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed

Expenditures Revenue Expenditures Revenue Expenditures Revenue

GENERAL FUND

Administration 10,035,398      14,968,669     4,196,050       

Prosecution 240,000           240,000          250,000          

Police & Animal Shelter 5,354,841        5,572,158       6,073,291       

Fire Department 2,303,191        1,545,105       1,428,642       

Parks 1,360,720        1,597,273       1,621,769       

Property Tax 6,010,353       6,833,295       7,245,646       

Other Revenue 13,283,797     17,089,910     6,324,106       

Total General 19,294,150      19,294,150     23,923,205     23,923,205     13,569,752     13,569,752     

OPERATION FUNDS

Cemetery 301,656           70,395            202,691          142,090          208,527          135,181          

Recreation 4,073,476        3,277,969       3,641,685       3,163,608       1,510,319       1,051,100       

Library 874,118           117,930          974,426          195,552          1,038,162       235,922          

Airport 4,295,402        4,217,599       2,335,775       2,263,528       1,297,540       1,254,649       

Fire Development 705,652           705,652          871,512          871,512          1,166,985       1,166,985       

Police Development 324,182           324,182          513,789          513,789          662,756          662,756          

Park Development 567,941           567,941          709,934          709,934          919,376          919,376          

Restricted Deposit Account 40,000             40,000            40,000            40,000            40,000            40,000            

Golf Course Maintenance 1,646,503        1,646,503       1,930,587       1,930,587       1,012,443       1,012,443       

Property Tax 1,860,759       1,389,799       1,377,696       

Total Operation Funds 12,828,930      12,828,930     11,220,399     11,220,399     7,856,108       7,856,108       

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUNDS

Street Department 4,932,266        4,813,051       6,833,410       6,633,568       3,030,664       2,902,199       

Street Development 1,144,143        1,144,143       1,214,635       1,214,635       1,466,497       1,466,497       

Street Lighting 159,000           32,534            159,000          49,615            159,000          38,847            

Property Tax 245,681          309,227          248,618          

Total Capital Imp. Funds 6,235,409        6,235,409       8,207,045       8,207,045       4,656,161       4,656,161       

ENTERPRISE FUNDS

Water Maintenance 16,878,880      16,878,880     17,812,918     17,812,918     13,244,838     13,244,838     

Wastewater Maintenance 15,705,501      15,705,501     37,559,951     37,559,951     11,125,520     11,125,520     

Sanitation 1,878,100        1,878,100       2,122,935       2,122,935       2,296,648       2,296,648       

Fiber Optics 5,209,125        5,209,125       4,965,559       4,965,559       1,573,924       1,573,924       

Total Enterprise Funds 39,671,606      39,671,606     62,461,363     62,461,363     28,240,930     28,240,930     

Library supplemental levy 25,062             25,062            9,587              9,587              1,500              1,500              

TRUST FUNDS

Wastewater Availability Fund 3,554,337        3,554,337       4,533,024       4,533,024       5,460,467       5,460,467       

Water Availability Fund 1,513,597        1,513,597       1,897,503       1,897,503       2,425,746       2,425,746       

Tap Deposit 185,000           185,000          185,000          185,000          185,000          185,000          

Total Trust Funds 5,252,934        5,252,934       6,615,527       6,615,527       8,071,213       8,071,213       

LID#1 Guarantee Funds 1,198,205       1,198,205       457,233          457,233          

GRAND TOTAL ALL FUNDS 83,308,091$    83,308,091$   113,635,331$ 113,635,331$ 62,852,897$   62,852,897$   

Proposed Revenues

Property Tax Revenues 8,116,793       8,532,321       8,871,960       

Judgement Refund I.C. 63-1305 122,007          

Total of all other revenues 75,191,298     105,103,010   53,980,937     

83,308,091$   113,635,331$ 62,852,897$   

The proposed  expenditures and revenues for the Fiscal Year 2026-27 have been tentatively approved by the City Council.

First publication August 12th, 2026

Second publication August 19th, 2026

A public hearing, pursuant to Idaho Code 50-1002 and 63-802, for consideration of the proposed budget for the fiscal year that begins October 

1, 2026 and ends September 30, 2027 will be held in the Council Chambers, 160 South 3rd East, Mountain Home, Idaho on August 25th,  

2026 at 5:00 PM.  Written or verbal comments about the proposed budget are encouraged.  Copies of the proposed FY27 Mountain Home City 

Budget (in detail) are available at City Hall for 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. weekdays.  City Hall is accessible to persons with disabilities. Anyone 

desiring accommodations for disabilities related to the budget documents or to the public hearing please contact the City Hall office. (208) 587-

2104, no later than Tuesday prior to the public hearing.
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##### 

Council Minutes – August 11, 2026 

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME, ELMORE COUNTY, IDAHO, 

HELD ON AUGUST 11th, 2026, AT 5:00 P.M. 
AT MOUNTAIN HOME CITY HALL CHAMBERS 

MOUNTAIN HOME, IDAHO 
 
#####  CALL MEETING TO ORDER/ESTABLISH A QUORUM 
 
#####  PUBLIC HEARING 

1) Public Hearing on an increase in Recreation and Swimming Pool Fees. 
2) Public Hearing on an increase to the Tie Down Fee at Mountain Home Airport. 

 
#####  RECOGNIZING PERSONS IN THE AUDIENCE 
 
#####  CONFLICT OF INTEREST DECLARATION 
  Has any Council Member received information pertaining to, or otherwise had any contact with any person 

regarding any items on this City Council agenda? If so, please set forth the nature of the contact. 
 
##### CONSENT AGENDA  

  All matters listed within this Consent Agenda section require formal Council action, but are typically routine or not of 
great controversy and will be enacted by one motion. Questions for the purpose of clarification may be asked about 
a particular item before the motion is voted on. However, for lengthy discussion or separate motion a Council 
member or citizen may request an item be removed from the Consent Agenda section and placed on the Regular 
Agenda.  
ALL CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS LISTED BELOW ARE ACTION ITEMS.   

1) Approval acceptance of minutes: Regular City Council Minutes — July 28, 2026  
2) Bills from 7/29/2026 to 8/11/2026 in the amount of $646,732.19.  
3) Approve payroll for the period of 06/22/2026 to 07/21/2026 in the amount of $880,851.27  
4) Approve the Treasurer's report for the period ending July 31, 2026.  
5) Approve Final Plat – Blue Yonder Subdivision 4  
6) Approve City alcohol license renewals for 2026/2027.  
7) Award the N. 10th East Rehabilitation Project to Summit Construction LLC. and authorize the Mayor to 

sign documents. 
 
#####  OLD BUSINESS 
       
#####  NEW BUSINESS 

1) Items removed from the Consent Agenda 
2) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding 23-2026R Recreation and Swimming Pool fees.  
3) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding 24-2026R regarding Airport fees. 

 
#####  FINAL COMMENTS 
 
#####  EXECUTIVE SESSION 

1) Pursuant to Idaho Code Section 74-206(1)(a) –to consider the hiring of a public officer, employee, staff 
member, or individual agent, wherein the respective qualities of individuals are to be evaluated in order to fill 
a particular vacancy or need. 

 
#####  ADJOURN 
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##### 

Council Minutes – August 11, 2026 

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME, ELMORE COUNTY, IDAHO, 

HELD ON AUGUST 11TH, 2026 AT 5:00 P.M. 
 
 The Council of the City of Mountain Home, Elmore County, Idaho, met at the Mountain Home City Hall Chambers, 160 South 3rd 
East, Mountain Home, Idaho, on August 11, 2026. A quorum was established with Councilmember Harjo, Councilmember Wirkkala, 
Councilmember McCarthy, Councilmember Sanders, and Mayor Sykes being present. 
 
 Mayor Sykes requested that Executive Session subsection F be added to the already existing Executive Session. 
 
PUBLIC HEARING 
 
 1) Public Hearing on an increase in Recreation and Swimming Pool Fees. 
 
 The Public Hearing opened at 5:02 P.M. 
  
 Jennifer Shrum expressed her opposition to the increase of fees. 
 
 Dara Corvus also expressed her opposition to the increase of fees. 
  
 Stephen Nameth spoke neither in support of or against the proposed user fee increases and requested that the City consider keeping 
the pool open for additional months each year. 
 
 Sinead Thurgood requested that, regardless of any rate increases, the City improve training and oversight for swim instructors to 
ensure they are properly prepared to manage and effectively teach young children. 
 
 Rod Dudley expressed his opposition to the increase of fees. 
 
 The Public Hearing closed at 5:15 P.M. 
 
 2) Public Hearing on an increase to the Tie Down Fee as the Mountain Home Airport. 
 
 The Public Hearing opened at 5:15 P.M. 
 
 Ted Thompson and Will Marshall discussed the Civil Air Patrol program and why the tie down fees should be waived for them. 
 
 Ian Morcott came forward from the Airport Advisory Committee, and stated they were in favor of the tie down fee increase.  
 
 The Public Hearing closed at 5:31 P.M. 
 
RECOGNIZING PERSONS IN THE AUDIENCE 
 
 Stephen Nameth requested that the Mayor and City Council consider adopting a resolution to proactively prohibit Flock-style 
surveillance cameras within the City and establish a legal barrier preventing future City leadership from approving such a contract. 
 
 Dara Corvus expressed her similar sentiments to the Flock-style cameras and her opposition to them. She requested the City 
consider holding a town hall regarding Flock-style cameras, allowing residents sufficient time to prepare and participate in the discussion. 
 
CONFLICT OF INTEREST DECLARATION 
 

Has any Council Member received information pertaining to, or otherwise had any contact with any person regarding any items on 
this City Council agenda? If so, please set forth the nature of the contact.  

 
 Councilmember Wirkkala stated she had received emails from Rosavette Ruiz, Nicholas Gatejen, Charlene Carrie, and Sylvia Nixon 
regarding New Business Item 2 and there was no conflict. 
 
 Councilmember Harjo stated he received an email from Ted Thompson regarding airport tie down fees and emails from Rosavett 
Ruize, Charlene Carrie, Alexis Garcia, and Nicholas Gatejan regarding pool fees and there was no conflict. 
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala added she forgot an email from Ted Thompson regarding airport tie down fees. 
 
 Councilmember McCarthy reported receiving emails from Rosavette Ruiz, Charlene Carrie, Nicholas Gatejan, and Sylvia Nixon 
regarding pool fees. He also received an email from Ted Thompson regarding airport tie-down fees and an email from Rod Dudley regarding 
Consent Agenda Item 5. He stated that he had no conflicts. 
 

Councilmember Sanders stated that he had no additional disclosures previously mentioned by Council or conflicts. 
 
CONSENT AGENDA 
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Council Minutes – August 11, 2026 

 
All matters listed within this Consent Agenda section require formal Council action but are typically routine or not of great controversy 

and will be enacted by one motion. Questions for the purpose of clarification may be asked about a particular item before the motion is voted 
on. However, for lengthy discussion or separate motion a Councilmember or citizen may request an item be removed from the Consent Agenda 
section and placed on the Regular Agenda. ALL CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS LISTED BELOW ARE ACTION ITEMS. 

 
1) Approval acceptance of minutes: Regular City Council Minutes — July 28, 2026 
2) Bills from 7/29/2026 to 8/11/2026 in the amount of $646,732.19. 
3) Approve payroll for the period of 06/22/2026 to 07/21/2026 in the amount of $880,851.27  
4) Approve the Treasurer's report for the period ending July 31, 2026.  
5) Approve Final Plat – Blue Yonder Subdivision 4  
6) Approve City alcohol license renewals for 2026/2027.  
7) Award the N. 10th East Rehabilitation Project to Summit Construction LLC. and authorize the Mayor to sign 

documents. 
(Item pulled and moved to New Business) 

 
Councilmember Wirkkala asked about a charge on the City credit card statement for the Association of Rural and Small Libraries.  

 
Councilmember Harjo explained, as the Library Board liaison, that the charge was for the Association of Rural and Small Libraries 

Annual Conference, including registration, round-trip airfare, and Airbnb accommodations, totaling $390. 
 
Councilmember Wirkkala asked for clarification regarding two law enforcement credit card charges.  
 
Chief Larsen stated that the Laser Labs charge was related to equipment for patrol officers and believed the Fire Penny charge was 

likely for patrol equipment, possibly access tools for locked doors. 
 
Councilmember Wirkkala asked for clarification regarding charges listed for Public Works.  
 
Chris Curtis, Public Works Director, explained that a charge with a credit was related to IT upgrades to the Public Works building, 

fiber building, and SCADA systems, including installing an independent switch for SCADA systems to improve cybersecurity. 
 
Councilmember Sanders requested to pull Consent Item 7 for discussion.  
 
Councilmember Wirkkala made a motion to pass the Consent Agenda as printed, pulling Item 7. Councilmember McCarthy seconded 

the motion. The vote goes as follows: Councilmember Sanders; aye, Councilmember McCarthy; aye, Councilmember Wirkkala; aye, 
Councilmember Harjo; aye. The motion passed unanimously.  

 
OLD BUSINESS 
 
 There was no Old Business to be discussed at this time.  
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
 1) Items removed from the Consent Agenda 
  

7) Award the N. 10th East Rehabilitation Project to Summit Construction LLC. and authorize the Mayor to sign documents. 
  
 Councilmember Sanders expressed concerns regarding the revised Public Works resurfacing bid, noting differences between the 
original and current project documents and stating that the original direction from Council was to follow the City’s purchasing policy.  
 

Chris Curtis stated that he understood Council’s direction to require the entire project to be completed by the contractor without City 
staff involvement.  

 
Councilmember Sanders disagreed with that interpretation, questioned the bid process and project scope, and stated that he believed 

the bid was flawed and should be rejected. 
 
There was continued discussion regarding the resurfacing bid and the difference between contractor costs and work that could 

potentially be completed by City staff and regarding whether the original project qualified for a sole-source procurement under State law and 
the City’s purchasing policy.  

 
Councilmember Wirkkala suggested that the item be tabled to allow Council additional time to review the information and concerns 

raised, noting that she supported avoiding in-kind work but wanted to better understand the issues presented. 
 
Councilmember McCarthy asked Chris Curtis to clarify the scope of the proposed bid.  
 
Chris Curtis confirmed that the project included the full construction of the roadway with no City in-kind work, including base repairs 

for soft spots, traffic control, striping, and density testing. 
 
There was a discussion regarding the scope of the current 10th Street resurfacing project compared with the previous proposal and 

the 6th Street project. 
 
Chris Curtis clarified that the current project includes full roadway rehabilitation with limited City staff involvement, while the higher 

cost of the 6th Street project was largely due to underground utility improvements. 
 
Councilmember Sanders raised concerns regarding the bid’s lack of specified roadbed repairs and potential for additional costs, 
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Council Minutes – August 11, 2026 

stating that the open-ended pricing could significantly increase the project cost. He questioned whether the bid was responsive and reiterated 
his concern that the bid process was flawed. 

 
Councilmember Wirkkala made a motion to table Item #7, the rehabilitation project with Summit Construction, LLC, until the next City 

Council meeting and direct staff to provide Council with the original bid documents and any additional documentation obtained by 
Councilmember Sanders for review prior to the item returning as an action item. Councilmember Harjo seconded the motion. The vote goes as 
follows: Councilmember Harjo; aye, Councilmember Wirkkala; aye, Councilmember McCarthy; aye, Councilmember Sanders; aye. The motion 
passed unanimously.  

 
 END OF ITEMS REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA  
 
 2) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding 23-2026R Recreation and Swimming Pool fees. 

 
 Councilmember Wirkkala discussed the proposed pool fee increases and noted that pool operations receive funding through the 
General Fund.  
 

Mayor Sykes stated, if called upon to vote, he would support keeping the $2 admission fee unchanged while increasing other pool 
fees, including party and extracurricular activity fees. 

 
There was a discussion regarding the pool’s operating costs and funding with staff noting that daily operating costs vary based on 

staffing, utilities, chemicals, patron attendance, and hours of operation. 
 
Councilmember Wirkkala discussed the use of state revenue sharing funds within the Recreation Department and emphasized the 

need to consider the costs of all City amenities consistently. She noted that while the funds support Recreation, they may also be used for 
infrastructure and stressed the importance of balancing quality-of-life services with responsible use of taxpayer funds.  

 
Tiffany Belt clarified that the Recreation Department’s transfer supports a variety of programs and expenses, not solely pool 

operations. 
 
Councilmember Wirkkala emphasized that taxpayer funds are accounted for line by line and that the City does not have a general 

“slush fund.” She stated that Council’s responsibility is to be good stewards of taxpayer funds and apply consistent standards to City services 
without favoring one amenity over another. 

 
Councilmember Sanders emphasized the importance of City amenities as part of the community and supported keeping the $2 fee 

for public swimming and lap swim. He supported increased fees for private and themed pool parties and noted that individual swim lesson fees 
should reflect the cost of providing one-on-one instruction.  

 
Tiffany Belt explained that the proposed private lesson fee was based on four half-hour lessons and reflected the higher cost of 

individual instruction compared with group lessons. 
 
Councilmember Harjo made a motion to approve Resolution 23-2026R, changing through interlineation and removing any increase 

to fees and keep the remaining fees to $2 for public swimming, $2 one-day pool passes, and $2 lap swim and keep the rest as proposed. 
Councilmember Wirkkala seconded the motion. The vote goes as follows: Councilmember Sanders; aye, Councilmember Wirkkala; aye, 
Councilmember Harjo; aye, Councilmember McCarthy; aye. The motion passed unanimously.  

 
 3) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding 24-2026R regarding Airport fees. 
 
 Councilmember Sanders questioned the proposed difference in airport tie-down fees for turbine and non-turbine aircraft, suggesting 
that fees instead be based on the number of tie-down spaces occupied or aircraft weight. He also questioned the practicality of the proposed 
fee waiver and whether pilots would have adequate access to submit receipts. 
 
 There was discussion regarding the proposed airport tie-down fee structure and alternative methods, such as fees based on aircraft 
size, weight, or space occupied, rather than propulsion type.  
 

Councilmember Harjo noted that staff availability may affect the practicality of implementing a size- or weight-based system. 
 
Councilmember Sanders made a motion to table until next Council meeting. 
 
Tiffany Belt clarified that the item could not simply be tabled if Council intended to change the fee structure to a square-footage-

based system, as doing so would require a public hearing. 
 
Mayor Sykes asked whether there were any concerns with the remaining proposed fees aside from the turbine/non-turbine distinction 

as staff would need to review a potential square-footage-based fee structure and bring it back to Council for further consideration. 
 
Councilmember Sanders recalled his previous motion in order to amend the wording. Councilmember Sanders made a motion to 

take no action on this item tonight and ask staff to prepare for discussion and possible public hearing for a fee structure based upon square 
footage utilized  and reinstate the waiver of the fee for Civil Air Patrol aircraft. Councilmember McCarthy seconded the motion. The vote goes 
as follows: Councilmember Harjo; aye, Councilmember Wirkkala; aye, Councilmember McCarthy; aye, Councilmember Sanders; aye. The 
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Council Minutes – August 11, 2026 

motion passed unanimously.  
 

FINAL COMMENTS 
 

Councilmember Harjo provided an update on the dispatch agreement, stating that the County Commission had discussed the 
agreement but had not initially taken action, however after he and the Police Chiefs left two County Commissioners had taken action to propose 
increasing the dispatch agreement’s annual service fee from $90,000 to approximately $114,445, with a 5% annual increase, in addition to the 
$10,000 ILETS amount. He noted that the proposal differed from the previously discussed terms and was unexpected by those involved. 

 
There was discussion on Mayor and Council showing up if they had the ability with their schedules and if someone would be available 

to record for posting on YouTube. 
 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 

1) Pursuant to Idaho Code Section 74-206(1)(a) –to consider the hiring of a public officer, employee, staff member, or individual 
agent, wherein the respective qualities of individuals are to be evaluated in order to fill a particular vacancy or need. 

 
Councilmember Harjo made a motion to enter into Executive Session pursuant to Idaho Code Section 74-206(1)(a). Councilmember 

Wirkkala seconded the motion. The vote goes as follows: Councilmember Harjo; aye, Councilmember Wirkkala; aye, Councilmember McCarthy; 
aye, Councilmember Sanders; aye. The motion passed unanimously. 

 
 The Council went into Executive Session at 6:41 p.m. 
 
 The Council came out of Executive Session at 8:00 p.m. 
 
2) Pursuant to Idaho Code Section 74-206(1)(f) - To communicate with legal counsel for the public agency to discuss the legal 

ramifications of and legal options for pending litigation, or controversies not yet being litigated but imminently likely to be litigated. 
 

Councilmember Harjo made a motion to enter into Executive Session pursuant to Idaho Code Section 74-206(1)(f). Councilmember 
Wirkkala seconded the motion. The vote goes as follows: Councilmember Harjo; aye, Councilmember Wirkkala; aye, Councilmember McCarthy; 
aye, Councilmember Sanders; aye. The motion passed unanimously. 

 
 The Council went into Executive Session at 6:41 p.m. 
 
 The Council came out of Executive Session at 8:00 p.m. 
 

ADJOURN 
 
 There being no further business to come before the Council, the meeting was adjourned at 8:00 p.m. by orders from Mayor Sykes. 
 
 
 
 
 
       ___________________________________   
       Rich Sykes, Mayor  
 
  
 
 
ATTEST:  _______________________________ 
         Tiffany Belt, City Clerk 
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   ##### 

AGENDA 
SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

HELD ON FRIDAY, AUGUST 14, 2026 AT 9:00 A.M.  
 AT THE ELMORE COUNTY COURTHOUSE 

150 SOUTH 4TH EAST STREET 
  

       CALL MEETING TO ORDER/ESTABLISH A QUORUM  
 
TOPIC 
 
1) Discussion with Elmore County Commissioners. 
 
ADJOURN  
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   ##### 

MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL MEETING OF THE 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME, ELMORE COUNTY, IDAHO, 

HELD ON FRIDAY, AUGUST 14TH, 2026 AT 9:00 A.M. 
AT THE ELMORE COUNTY COURTHOUSE  

150 SOUTH 4TH EAST STREET 
 

The Council of the City of Mountain Home, Elmore County, Idaho, met at Elmore County 
Courthouse, 150 South 4th East, Mountain Home, Idaho on August 14, 2026. A quorum was established 
with Councilmember Harjo, Councilmember Wirkkala, Councilmember McCarthy, and Mayor Sykes 
being present. Councilmember Sanders was absent. 
 
TOPIC 
 
 1) Discussion with Elmore County Commissioners. 
 
 Commissioner Rogers explained that she reviewed the dispatch agreement and worked with 
County HR to determine the anticipated FY2027 salary for a dispatcher. She stated the $114,000 figure 
represented the anticipated salary and related costs for one dispatcher and was the reason she 
requested increasing the proposed amount from $90,000. 
 
 Chairman Hofer explained that the dispatch agreement had historically included a 3% increase, 
but recent 5% raises and increases in dispatcher pay had resulted in the County falling behind its actual 
costs. He noted that the City had likely already completed its budget and that the parties had worked 
extensively to reach the $90,000 agreement. 
 
 Commissioner Rogers stated that she received the County HR cost information only shortly 
before the City Council approved the agreement. 
 
 Mayor Sykes confirmed the City had already closed and approved the budget for FY2027.  
 
 Councilmember Harjo noted that, based on his understanding, the dispatch agreement was a 
service contract for dispatch services rather than an agreement tied directly to dispatcher headcount. 
 
 Chairman Hofer explained the dispatch agreement originated from the need for an additional 
dispatcher to handle call volume during emergencies, noting a single dispatcher could not adequately 
manage the workload. 
 
 Councilmember Harjo noted the proposed dispatch agreement represented a significant 
increase from prior years and that the City had budgeted based on the previously agreed-upon $90,000 
service fee plus $10,000 for ILETS. He emphasized the City’s recent efforts to strengthen its partnership 
with the County and stated that the proposed increase was substantially higher than what had been 
previously agreed upon. 
  
 Chairman Hofer said he would make a motion to approve, but there would be no point. 
 
 Councilmember Harjo noted the proposed increase would place a significant additional cost on 
City residents, particularly because City residents already contribute to County services through their 
taxes. He emphasized the City was willing to contribute its fair share and had negotiated in good faith, 
but questioned whether the increased cost would provide stability for the full five-year agreement and 
protect the City from another significant increase in the future. 
 
 Mayor Sykes stated he had understood the dispatch agreement to cover non-emergency calls 
rather than dispatcher services.  
 
 Chairman Hofer explained the history of the agreement and the need for additional dispatch 
staffing.  
 
 The discussion also addressed dispatcher staffing challenges, call volume, and the difference 
in costs between City and County residents.  
 
 There was a discussion regarding the percentage of emergency and non-emergency calls, 
whether the City’s contribution should be tied to service costs or staffing costs, and how the proposed 
increase should be structured.  
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala questioned whether the agreement required payment for staffing 
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   ##### 

costs. 
 
 Councilmember Harjo emphasized the agreement was for dispatch services and supported 
increases tied to factors such as CPI and COLA. 
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala stated she would not support the $114,000 proposal because the 
City had budgeted for the previously agreed upon terms.  
 
 Councilmember Harjo emphasized the importance of maintaining dispatch services and 
reaching an agreement before the current contract expired.  
 
 Commissioner Rogers expressed concern about the County falling behind its staffing costs.  
  
 Councilmember McCarthy encouraged both parties to continue working together in good faith 
and revisit the agreement in the future. 
 
 Councilmember Harjo stated establishing predictable costs for both parties was reasonable but 
acknowledged that certain costs, such as ILETS, could fluctuate based on actual usage. 
 
 There was continued discussion regarding the proposed annual increase, with Commissioner 
Rogers suggesting an 8% increase over the five-year term while starting at the previously budgeted 
$90,000.  
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala stated she would not support increasing the City’s budgeted amount 
and preferred to retain the 5% increase.  
 
 Councilmember Harjo proposed allowing additional time for both parties to exchange 
information and reconvene, potentially at a special meeting. 
 
Commissioner Hofer agreed to delay the decision until Commissioner Corbus could participate.  
 
ADJOURN 
 

There being no further business to come before the Council, the meeting was adjourned at 9:40 
A.M. by orders from Mayor Sykes. 
 
 
 
              
       Rich Sykes, Mayor 
 
 
 
ATTEST:        

   Tiffany Belt, City Clerk 
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AGENDA 
SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

HELD ON TUESDAY, AUGUST 18, 2026 AT 5:30 P.M.  
 AT THE MOUNTAIN HOME CITY HALL CHAMBERS 

160 SOUTH 3RD EAST STREET 
  

       CALL MEETING TO ORDER/ESTABLISH A QUORUM  
 
TOPIC 
 
1) Workshop with Planning & Zoning Committee – Discussion on Data Centers: 

Concerns and Establishing a Definition. 
 
ADJOURN  
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL MEETING OF THE 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME, ELMORE COUNTY, IDAHO, 
HELD ON TUESDAY, AUGUST 18, 2026 AT 5:30 P.M.  
 AT THE MOUNTAIN HOME CITY HALL CHAMBERS 

160 SOUTH 3RD EAST STREET 
 

The Council of the City of Mountain Home, Elmore County, Idaho, met at the Mountain Home City Hall 
Chambers, 160 South 3rd East, Mountain Home, Idaho, on August 18, 2026. A quorum was established 
with Councilmember Harjo, Councilmember Sanders, Councilmember McCarthy, Councilmember 
Wirkkala, and Mayor Sykes being present. 
 
TOPIC 
 
 1) Workshop with Planning & Zoning Committee – Discussion on Data Centers: Concerns and 
Establishing a Definition. 
 
 The Council joined the Planning and Zoning Committee to have a discussion between the two 
governing bodies regarding Data Centers and coming up with a definition of Data Centers. The impact 
on the water and wastewater. The difference sizes of Data Center, noise, impact on the infrastructure. 
If Data Centers are allowed, what zone would it fall under and would it be conditional, permitted, or 
outright not permitted. 
 
ADJOURN 
 

There being no further business to come before the Council, the meeting was adjourned at 6:42 
P.M. by orders from Mayor Sykes. 
 
 
 
              
       Rich Sykes, Mayor 
 
 
 
ATTEST:        

   Tiffany Belt, City Clerk 
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Collections is actively seeking payment for 5 years from when we send these accounts to Collection 

agency. Will stay on credit report for 7 years. Belinda gives customer 3 months before sending to 

collection agency. 

ACCOUNT # CUSTOMER SERVICE ADDRESS TERM DATE WATER SEWER GARBAGE OTHER

 LATE 

FEE/NSF AMOUNT NOTES

1.0130.06 Williams, Spencer & Marujita 1015 E 5th S 11/10/2020 107.48$    26.27$      28.74$          $      15.00 177.49$       

1.0260.06 Worthey, Jarah 145 N 11th E 8/18/2021 168.93$    67.21$      62.77$          $      15.00 313.91$       

1.0925.06 Esposito, Shasta 750 S 12th E 2/16/2021 42.76$      42.35$      27.89$          $      28.60 141.60$       

1.1210.19 Sterling, Brianna 870 S 13th E 7/22/2021 100.92$    25.70$      17.75$          $      15.00 159.37$       

1.1280.15 Martinez, Eric & Erika 755 S 13th E 6/4/2021 68.76$      34.18$      26.13$          $      15.00 144.07$       

1.1285.23 Bradley, Debra 745 S 13th E 10/2/2020 76.43$      77.81$      36.23$          $      15.00 205.47$       

1.1360.18 Wilson, Alexander 650 S 14th E 12/2/2020 91.52$      60.37$      5,378.00$     $      30.00 235.67$       

2.0345.11 Lopez-Martinez, Alicia 1265 E 4th N 6/21/2021 36.47$      16.64$      11.50$         64.61$         

2.0385.18 Emlet, Terry 1330 E 4th N 6/23/2021 38.24$      10.40$      7.18$           55.82$         

4.0495.01 Shonk, Paul 830 N 8th E 3/11/2021 52.45$      46.35$      46.03$          $      15.00 159.83$       

5.0045.02 Independence Dining Venture - Taco Johns 495 N Main 7/9/2021 169.78$    74.92$      244.70$       

5.0700.06 Dean, Hollie 122 Mtn View Drive 12/3/2020 56.35$      42.86$      36.80$          $      30.00 166.01$       

5.1230.11 Sale, April 900 N 3rd E 2/10/2021 62.95$      66.14$      59.19$          $      45.00 233.28$       

5/1230/12 Byrns, Savannah 900 N 3rd E 5/17/2021 50.65$      39.79$      27.48$         4.75$          $      15.00 137.67$       

6.0040.13 Embry, Christine 420 N 3rd W 8/18/2021 47.34$      48.52$      28.10$          $      15.00 138.96$       

6.0260.06 Robinson-Iglesias, Camellia 202 N 4th W 4/13/2021 35.67$      40.32$      26.52$          $      30.00 132.51$       

6.0700.01 Pate, Diane 402 Chestnut 9/30/2020 103.86$    38.31$      35.10$          $      30.00 207.27$       

6.0885.07 Brummett, Billy 402 Chestnut 1/12/2021 134.31$    183.04$    59.52$          $      45.00 421.87$       

6.0965.11 Nicholas, Louis 425 W 3rd N 11/2/2020 131.52$    21.59$      39.99$          $      30.00 223.10$       

6.0970..18 Terrell, Margie Lynn & Duwayne 423 W 3rd N 8/17/2021 34.00$      15.50$      12.34$          $      15.00 76.84$         

8.0180.07 Smith, Joe 365 S 2nd E 5/18/2021 41.57$      40.62$      35.25$          $      30.00 147.44$       

8.0259.10 Carlon, Zoey Lynn 488 S 2nd E 7/16/2021 82.80$      145.50$    44.66$          $      15.00 287.96$       

8.0520.06 Smith, Steven 410 S 3rd E 10/14/2020 69.23$      117.62$    51.85$          $      30.00 268.70$       

8.0545..11 Jones, Jason 290 S 3rd E 7/1/2021 175.61$    52.23$      36.07$          $      30.00 293.91$       

9.0630.08 Stockton, Cheyanne 1197 N 9th E 2/3/2021 61.24$      21.81$      19.65$          $      19.53 122.23$       

9.0875.11 Seaman, Nicole 1335 Owyhee Drive 12/4/2020 47.88$      24.00$      37.36$          $      30.00 139.24$       

9.0945.23 Dominguaz, Jeremy 985 Terrell Drive 10/14/2020 109.38$    48.30$      43.03$          $      15.00 215.71$       

10.1070.16 Mullins, Lily & Kody 1420 N 10th E 7/30/2021 27.26$      24.87$      17.18$          $      15.00 84.31$         

11.0185.11 Caldarella, Browyen & Christopher 630 E 17th N 8/10/2021 112.44$    33.99$      25.88$          $      15.00 187.31$       

11.1110.05 Ptak, Danielle & Jennings, Justis 1640 N 10th E 5/13/2021 51.37$      36.48$      25.19$          $      15.00 128.04$    

11.1460.05 Shieler, Ethan 1330 E 15th N 9/10/2020 20.83$      26.27$      23.40$          $      15.00 85.50$         

20.0020.17 Huynh, Sara & Thang 1540 Targhee 9/10/2020 146.42$    58.47$      40.95$          $      15.00 260.84$       

20.0082.20 Diaz, Justin Jovani 1720 Targhee 8/4/2021 62.39$      3.32$         14.41$         80.12$         

21.0130.11 Donchak, Ashley & Braho, Tyler 1480 Windmere Drive 2/2/2021 8.44$         21.11$      19.02$          $      15.00 63.57$         

26.0980.08 Robinson, Walter 428 NW Bradford Ave 5/6/2021 39.45$      30.67$      21.19$          $      24.75 116.06$       

 Total 6,120.99$   

2025-2026 WRITE OFFS
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CDI Affiliates will collect on an account for four years.  If at any time in the four years they are able to make contact with the customer then the four years starts over.  

That is why most of these are so old.  Some people will start making payments on their collection account and then stop paying and not respond to the collection 

agency.  Any payments made to the collection agency are forwarded to us.  CDI collects their fee from the customer after they have collected ours.
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ADDENDUM #1 

 
This addendum to the Master Services Agreement dated ____________, is made by and between the City 
of Mountain Home, referred to as the "Client" located at 160 South 3rd East, Mountain Home, Idaho 
83647, AND Clearwater Financial, LLC located at 2300 S Orchard St. Boise, ID 83705, referred to as the 
"Consultant." 
 
1. Scope of Services. The Client hereby employs the Consultant to perform the following services in 
accordance with the terms and conditions set forth in this addendum and any attached exhibits. These 
services include: 
 

a. Water Rate Study Services: See Exhibit A to this addendum. 
 
The completion of this scope will be dependent on the availability of information needed to complete the 
scope as identified in Exhibit A, some of which may be provided by the Client. 
 
2. Terms of Agreement. This addendum will begin when this addendum is fully executed by both the 
Client and the Consultant. The time frames for delivery of services will be measured from the execution 
of this addendum and as outlined in Exhibit A. 
 
3. Cost of Services. The costs for these services will be: 
 

a. Exhibit A: Water Rate Study: $40,000, assuming this study is done in conjunction with the 
Wastewater Rate Study; if the City chooses to do only this Water Rate Study, it will be $45,000, 
not to exceed unless agreed upon in writing by both parties. 

 
The Consultant will submit a monthly invoice for services performed. The Client will pay the Consultant 
the amount due as indicated within thirty (30) days of the invoice date. 
 
Travel and reimbursable expenses will be billed separately as identified in the Master Services 
Agreement. 
 
4. All other terms and conditions as outlined in the Master Services Agreement remain in force. 
 

 
Client: City of Mountain Home    Consultant: Clearwater Financial 
Name: ________________________   Name: Cameron Arial 
Title: _________________________   Title: President 
 
                                                   
/s/: ____________________________   /s/: ____________________________ 
Date: __________________________   Date: __________________________ 
 
 
 
Attest: _________________________ 
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EXHIBIT A 

OVERVIEW      

1. Project Background and Description 

 
 
 

Purpose: Conduct a comprehensive Water Rate Study for the City of Mountain Home's municipal water utility. The study will 
evaluate the utility's financial health and determine whether the existing rate structure generates sufficient revenue to operate, 
maintain, repair, replace, and improve the water system while meeting future capital needs. The Consultant will provide 
recommendations regarding future water rates that are equitable, financially sustainable, and understandable to City 
leadership and the public. 
 
Background: The City of Mountain Home owns and operates a municipal water system serving residential, commercial, 
industrial, and institutional customers. 
 
Project objectives: 
• Evaluate whether current water rates adequately fund daily operations and maintain existing infrastructure. 
• Evaluate the replacement of aging infrastructure and future capital improvement needs. 
• Evaluate appropriate reserve levels, debt service obligations, and long-term financial sustainability. 
• Determine whether existing rates should remain unchanged or increase, the amount of any recommended increase, and 

whether changes should occur immediately or be phased in over multiple years. 
• Evaluate the financial impacts of alternative implementation scenarios and provide practical, technically supported 

recommendations. 

2. Water Rate Study Scope 

 Water Rate Study Process: 
The Consultant will provide, at a minimum, the following services. 
 
Task 1 - Data Collection 
Review available information, including: 

• Water utility budgets 
• Annual operating expenses 
• Historical revenues 
• Water production 
• Water consumption 
• Customer classifications 
• Existing rate structure 
• Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) 
• Debt obligations 
• Reserve balances 
• Historical financial trends 
• Growth projections 

Coordinate with City staff to obtain any additional necessary information. 
 
Task 2 - Utility Financial Analysis 
Perform a comprehensive financial review, including: 

• Revenue sufficiency 
• Operating cost analysis 
• Capital funding needs 
• Debt coverage 

MOUNTAIN HOME 
MUNICIPAL WATER RATE STUDY 
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• Reserve requirements 
• Cash flow analysis 
• Infrastructure replacement funding 
• Asset management considerations 

 
Task 3 - Water Rate Analysis 
Evaluate the City's current rate structure, including: 

• Base charges 
• Consumption charges 
• Customer classifications 
• Rate design 
• Conservation impacts 
• Affordability considerations 

Determine whether the current rate structure equitably recovers the revenue requirement among customer classes using cost-of-
service principles. 
 
Task 4 - Rate Projections 
Develop financial projections for a minimum planning horizon of ten (10) years and prepare multiple rate scenarios, including but not 
limited to: 

• Scenario A - Maintain existing rates. 
• Scenario B - Immediate rate adjustment sufficient to meet long-term financial needs. 
• Scenario C - Gradual annual increases over multiple years. 
• Scenario D - Alternative phased implementation determined appropriate by the Consultant. 

Each scenario shall include: 
• Annual revenues 
• Operating margins 
• Reserve balances 
• Debt coverage 
• Capital funding capability 
• Customer bill impacts 

 
Task 5 - Recommendations 
Prepare recommendations addressing: 

• Whether rates should increase. 
• Amount of recommended increase. 
• Timing of increases. 
• Multi-year implementation schedule. 
• Long-term financial impacts. 
• Risks associated with maintaining current rates. 

Recommendations will include both technical justification and practical implementation considerations. 
 
Task 6 - Water Rate Affordability Analysis 
Evaluate customer affordability using generally accepted utility industry standards. The analysis shall include: 

• Typical residential monthly bills 
• Percentage of median household income spent on water service 
• Comparison with applicable Idaho Department of Environmental Quality affordability criteria 
• Impacts of proposed rate scenarios on residential customers 
• Consideration of impacts on commercial and industrial users 

Identify affordability concerns and recommend strategies to address customer impacts while maintaining financial sustainability. 
 
Task 7 - Comparative Utility Benchmarking 
Compare the City of Mountain Home's water utility with at least eight (8) and no more than twelve (12) comparable Idaho 
municipalities. The comparison should include, where available: 

• Monthly residential bills 
• Base charges 
• Commodity charges 
• Average residential usage 
• Commercial rates 
• Annual operating expenditures 
• Capital investment levels 

Identify how Mountain Home's rates compare with similar communities and explain material differences in service levels, customer 
mix, usage, capital needs, and other factors that limit direct comparisons. 
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Task 8 - Ten-Year Capital Funding Analysis 
Evaluate the City's anticipated water system capital needs over a minimum ten (10)-year planning horizon. The analysis shall include, 
at a minimum: 

• Water production facilities 
• Wells and well rehabilitation 
• Water storage reservoirs 
• Booster stations 
• Water transmission mains 
• Distribution mains 
• Pressure reducing stations 
• Water treatment facilities (if applicable) 
• SCADA and control systems 
• Emergency power systems 
• Major mechanical and electrical equipment 
• Other significant water utility assets 

Identify anticipated replacement cycles, estimated replacement costs, recommended annual funding levels, and the projected impact 
of these expenditures on future water rates. 
 
Task 9 - Asset Replacement Reserve Analysis 
Evaluate the adequacy of the City's existing reserve funds and recommend an appropriate Asset Replacement Reserve Program. 
The analysis shall include: 

• Recommended minimum reserve balance 
• Emergency operating reserve 
• Capital replacement reserve 
• Debt service reserve (if applicable) 
• Annual reserve contribution targets 
• Long-term reserve funding strategy 

Recommendations shall support the utility's financial sustainability while minimizing unexpected rate increases. 
 
Task 10 - Capital Improvement Funding Strategy 
Review the City's current Capital Improvement Program (CIP) and recommend funding strategies for future infrastructure 
improvements. Funding alternatives shall include, where appropriate: 

• Pay-as-you-go funding, including cash-funded capital 
• Revenue bonds 
• State Revolving Fund (SRF) loans 
• Grants 
• Impact fees 
• Reserve funding 

Identify the advantages, disadvantages, eligibility requirements, timing, and rate impacts of each funding approach. 
 
Task 11 - Council Workshop 
Conduct one City Council workshop before preparing the Final Report. The workshop shall include: 

• Existing financial condition 
• Preliminary findings 
• Alternative rate scenarios 
• Funding options 
• Council discussion 
• Policy direction 

Incorporate Council feedback into the Final Water Rate Study. 
 
Task 12 - Final Report 
Provide a comprehensive report including: 

• Executive Summary 
• Existing Conditions 
• Ten-Year Capital Funding Analysis 
• Affordability Analysis 
• Financial Analysis 
• Infrastructure Funding Assessment 
• Rate Analysis 
• Alternative Scenarios 
• Recommended Rate Structure 
• Five-Year Rate Schedule 
• Ten-Year Financial Forecast 
• Supporting Tables and Appendices 
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The report shall be suitable for adoption by the City Council. 

3. High-Level Requirements 

 City staff will make available: 
• Budgets 
• Financial statements 
• Customer billing data in a mutually agreed secure format, subject to applicable confidentiality requirements 
• Existing water rates 
• Capital Improvement Plan 
• Utility maps, if requested 
• Historical usage data 
• Other information reasonably available 

 
City staff will engage with Clearwater Financial throughout the process by: 

• Designating a City project manager and coordinating timely access to available utility, financial, billing, usage, capital, and 
operational information. 

• Responding to requests for additional information reasonably necessary to complete the study. 
• Reviewing preliminary findings, rate scenarios, financial assumptions, and draft deliverables. 
• Participating in the City Council workshop and providing policy direction. 
• Providing timely review and approval to support the agreed-upon project schedule. 

4. Deliverables 

 • Draft Water Rate Study 
• Final Water Rate Study 
• Fully editable financial model in Excel format, with formulas, assumptions, and inputs clearly identified 
• Presentation materials 
• Electronic PDF report 
• Electronic supporting spreadsheets and source tables used in the analysis 

5. Implementation Plan 

 Clearwater Financial will work with the City to collect and review available data; perform the utility financial, cost-of-service, 
affordability, benchmarking, capital funding, reserve, and rate analyses; develop and evaluate alternative rate scenarios; 
conduct one City Council workshop; incorporate policy direction; and prepare draft and final Water Rate Study deliverables. 

6. High-Level Timeline/Schedule 

 • Proposed project start: Upon approval of the scope and completion of the applicable agreement or amendment. 
• The Consultant will prepare a detailed project schedule from Notice to Proceed through final adoption. 
• One City Council workshop will occur before preparation of the Final Report. 
• The final schedule will depend on the timely availability of City data, City review periods, and the schedules of City staff and the 

City Council. 

7. Cost 

 Water Rate Study: $40,000, assuming this study is done in conjunction with the Wastewater Rate Study; if the City chooses to do 
only this Water Rate Study, it will be $45,000 (not to exceed unless agreed upon in writing by both parties). This cost is firm until 
August 31st, 2026. 
 
*Travel and reimbursable expenses are billed separately as identified in the Master Services Agreement. 
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ADDENDUM #2 

 
This addendum to the Master Services Agreement dated ____________, is made by and between the City 
of Mountain Home, referred to as the "Client" located at 160 South 3rd East, Mountain Home, Idaho 
83647, AND Clearwater Financial, LLC located at 2300 S Orchard St. Boise, ID 83705, referred to as the 
"Consultant." 
 
1. Scope of Services. The Client hereby employs the Consultant to perform the following services in 
accordance with the terms and conditions set forth in this addendum and any attached exhibits. These 
services include: 
 

a. Wastewater Rate Study Services: See Exhibit A to this addendum. 
 
The completion of this scope will be dependent on the availability of information needed to complete the 
scope as identified in Exhibit A, some of which may be provided by the Client. 
 
2. Terms of Agreement. This addendum will begin when this addendum is fully executed by both the 
Client and the Consultant. The time frames for delivery of services will be measured from the execution 
of this addendum and as outlined in Exhibit A. 
 
3. Cost of Services. The costs for these services will be: 
 

a. Exhibit A: Wastewater Rate Study: $40,000, assuming this study is done in conjunction with the 
Water Rate Study; if the City chooses to do only this Wastewater Rate Study, it will be $45,000, 
not to exceed unless agreed upon in writing by both parties. 

 
The Consultant will submit a monthly invoice for services performed. The Client will pay the Consultant 
the amount due as indicated within thirty (30) days of the invoice date. 
 
Travel and reimbursable expenses will be billed separately as identified in the Master Services 
Agreement. 
 
4. All other terms and conditions as outlined in the Master Services Agreement remain in force. 
 

 
Client: City of Mountain Home    Consultant: Clearwater Financial 
Name: ________________________   Name: Cameron Arial 
Title: _________________________   Title: President 
 
                                                   
/s/: ____________________________   /s/: ____________________________ 
Date: __________________________   Date: __________________________ 
 
 
 
Attest: _________________________ 
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EXHIBIT A 

OVERVIEW      

1. Project Background and Description 

 
 
 

Purpose: Conduct a comprehensive Wastewater Rate Study for the City of Mountain Home's municipal wastewater utility. 
The study will evaluate the utility's financial health and determine whether the existing rate structure generates sufficient 
revenue to operate, maintain, repair, replace, and improve the wastewater system while meeting future capital needs. The 
Consultant will provide recommendations regarding future wastewater rates that are equitable, financially sustainable, and 
understandable to City leadership and the public. 
 
Background: The City of Mountain Home owns and operates a municipal wastewater system serving residential, 
commercial, industrial, and institutional customers. 
 
Project objectives: 
• Evaluate whether current wastewater rates adequately fund daily operations and maintain existing infrastructure. 
• Evaluate the replacement of aging infrastructure and future capital improvement needs. 
• Evaluate appropriate reserve levels, debt service obligations, and long-term financial sustainability. 
• Determine whether existing rates should remain unchanged or increase, the amount of any recommended increase, and 

whether changes should occur immediately or be phased in over multiple years. 
• Evaluate the financial impacts of alternative implementation scenarios and provide practical, technically supported 

recommendations. 

2. Wastewater Rate Study Scope 

 Wastewater Rate Study Process: 
The Consultant will provide, at a minimum, the following services. 
 
Task 1 - Data Collection 
Review available information, including: 

• Wastewater utility budgets 
• Annual operating expenses 
• Historical revenues 
• Wastewater production 
• Customer classifications 
• Existing rate structure 
• Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) 
• Debt obligations 
• Reserve balances 
• Historical financial trends 
• Growth projections 

Coordinate with City staff to obtain any additional necessary information. 
 
Task 2 - Utility Financial Analysis 
Perform a comprehensive financial review, including: 

• Revenue sufficiency 
• Operating cost analysis 
• Capital funding needs 
• Debt coverage 
• Reserve requirements 

MOUNTAIN HOME 
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• Cash flow analysis 
• Infrastructure replacement funding 
• Asset management considerations 

 
Task 3 - Wastewater Rate Analysis 
Evaluate the City's current rate structure, including: 

• Base charges 
• Usage charges 
• Customer classifications 
• Rate design 
• Conservation impacts 
• Affordability considerations 

Determine whether the current rate structure equitably recovers the revenue requirement among customer classes using cost-of-
service principles. 
 
Task 4 - Rate Projections 
Develop financial projections for a minimum planning horizon of ten (10) years and prepare multiple rate scenarios, including but not 
limited to: 

• Scenario A - Maintain existing rates. 
• Scenario B - Immediate rate adjustment sufficient to meet long-term financial needs. 
• Scenario C - Gradual annual increases over multiple years. 
• Scenario D - Alternative phased implementation determined appropriate by the Consultant. 

Each scenario shall include: 
• Annual revenues 
• Operating margins 
• Reserve balances 
• Debt coverage 
• Capital funding capability 
• Customer bill impacts 

 
Task 5 - Recommendations 
Prepare recommendations addressing: 

• Whether rates should increase. 
• Amount of recommended increase. 
• Timing of increases. 
• Multi-year implementation schedule. 
• Long-term financial impacts. 
• Risks associated with maintaining current rates. 

Recommendations will include both technical justification and practical implementation considerations. 
 
Task 6 - Wastewater Rate Affordability Analysis 
Evaluate customer affordability using generally accepted utility industry standards. The analysis shall include: 

• Typical residential monthly bills 
• Percentage of median household income spent on wastewater service 
• Comparison with applicable Idaho Department of Environmental Quality affordability criteria 
• Impacts of proposed rate scenarios on residential customers 
• Consideration of impacts on commercial and industrial users 

Identify affordability concerns and recommend strategies to address customer impacts while maintaining financial sustainability. 
 
Task 7 - Comparative Utility Benchmarking 
Compare the City of Mountain Home's wastewater utility with at least eight (8) and no more than twelve (12) comparable Idaho 
municipalities. The comparison should include, where available: 

• Monthly residential bills 
• Base charges 
• Commodity charges 
• Average residential usage 
• Commercial rates 
• Annual operating expenditures 
• Capital investment levels 

Identify how Mountain Home's rates compare with similar communities and explain material differences in service levels, customer 
mix, usage, capital needs, and other factors that limit direct comparisons. 
 
Task 8 - Ten-Year Capital Funding Analysis 
Evaluate the City's anticipated wastewater system capital needs over a minimum ten (10)-year planning horizon. The analysis shall 
include, at a minimum: 
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• Wastewater production facilities 
• Wells and well rehabilitation 
• Wastewater storage reservoirs 
• Booster stations 
• Wastewater transmission mains 
• Distribution mains 
• Pressure reducing stations 
• Wastewater treatment facilities (if applicable) 
• SCADA and control systems 
• Emergency power systems 
• Major mechanical and electrical equipment 
• Other significant wastewater utility assets 

Identify anticipated replacement cycles, estimated replacement costs, recommended annual funding levels, and the projected impact 
of these expenditures on future wastewater rates. 
 
Task 9 - Asset Replacement Reserve Analysis 
Evaluate the adequacy of the City's existing reserve funds and recommend an appropriate Asset Replacement Reserve Program. 
The analysis shall include: 

• Recommended minimum reserve balance 
• Emergency operating reserve 
• Capital replacement reserve 
• Debt service reserve (if applicable) 
• Annual reserve contribution targets 
• Long-term reserve funding strategy 

Recommendations shall support the utility's financial sustainability while minimizing unexpected rate increases. 
 
Task 10 - Capital Improvement Funding Strategy 
Review the City's current Capital Improvement Program (CIP) and recommend funding strategies for future infrastructure 
improvements. Funding alternatives shall include, where appropriate: 

• Pay-as-you-go funding, including cash-funded capital 
• Revenue bonds 
• State Revolving Fund (SRF) loans 
• Grants 
• Impact fees 
• Reserve funding 

Identify the advantages, disadvantages, eligibility requirements, timing, and rate impacts of each funding approach. 
 
Task 11 - Council Workshop 
Conduct one City Council workshop before preparing the Final Report. The workshop shall include: 

• Existing financial condition 
• Preliminary findings 
• Alternative rate scenarios 
• Funding options 
• Council discussion 
• Policy direction 

Incorporate Council feedback into the Final Wastewater Rate Study. 
 
Task 12 - Final Report 
Provide a comprehensive report including: 

• Executive Summary 
• Existing Conditions 
• Ten-Year Capital Funding Analysis 
• Affordability Analysis 
• Financial Analysis 
• Infrastructure Funding Assessment 
• Rate Analysis 
• Alternative Scenarios 
• Recommended Rate Structure 
• Five-Year Rate Schedule 
• Ten-Year Financial Forecast 
• Supporting Tables and Appendices 

The report shall be suitable for adoption by the City Council. 
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MOUNTAIN HOME 
MUNICIPAL WASTEWASTEWATER 
RATE STUDY 

   
3. High-Level Requirements 

 City staff will make available: 
• Budgets 
• Financial statements 
• Customer billing data in a mutually agreed secure format, subject to applicable confidentiality requirements 
• Existing wastewater rates 
• Capital Improvement Plan 
• Utility maps, if requested 
• Historical usage data 
• Other information reasonably available 

 
City staff will engage with Clearwater Financial throughout the process by: 

• Designating a City project manager and coordinating timely access to available utility, financial, billing, usage, capital, and 
operational information. 

• Responding to requests for additional information reasonably necessary to complete the study. 
• Reviewing preliminary findings, rate scenarios, financial assumptions, and draft deliverables. 
• Participating in the City Council workshop and providing policy direction. 
• Providing timely review and approval to support the agreed-upon project schedule. 

4. Deliverables 

 • Draft Wastewater Rate Study 
• Final Wastewater Rate Study 
• Fully editable financial model in Excel format, with formulas, assumptions, and inputs clearly identified 
• Presentation materials 
• Electronic PDF report 
• Electronic supporting spreadsheets and source tables used in the analysis 

5. Implementation Plan 

 Clearwater Financial will work with the City to collect and review available data; perform the utility financial, cost-of-service, 
affordability, benchmarking, capital funding, reserve, and rate analyses; develop and evaluate alternative rate scenarios; 
conduct one City Council workshop; incorporate policy direction; and prepare draft and final Wastewater Rate Study 
deliverables. 

6. High-Level Timeline/Schedule 

 • Proposed project start: Upon approval of the scope and completion of the applicable agreement or amendment. 
• The Consultant will prepare a detailed project schedule from Notice to Proceed through final adoption. 
• One City Council workshop will occur before preparation of the Final Report. 
• The final schedule will depend on the timely availability of City data, City review periods, and the schedules of City staff and the 

City Council. 

7. Cost 

 Wastewater Rate Study: $40,000, assuming this study is done in conjunction with the Water Rate Study; if the City chooses to do 
only this Wastewater Rate Study, it will be $45,000 (not to exceed unless agreed upon in writing by both parties). This cost is firm 
until August 31st, 2026. 
 
*Travel and reimbursable expenses are billed separately as identified in the Master Services Agreement. 
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City of Mountain Home                    Department of Public Works 

P.O. Box 10 • 1150 South Main, Mountain Home, ID 83647 • (208) 587-2108 • www.mountain-home.us 

 

 

To: Mayor and City Council 

From: Public Works Department 

Date: August 12, 2026 

Subject: Airport Tiedown Fee Options 

During the August 11th City Council Meeting, the Public Works Department was tasked with 

providing options to replace the current airport daily Non-Turbine and Daily Turbine power 

tiedown fees. Below is the original proposal presented to the City Council on July 14, 2026, and 

three possible options for the City Council to consider. The average daily rates shown in each 

option were obtained by reviewing airports in the northwestern United States.  

This is the proposal that was presented to the Council on July 14, 2026, and published in 

accordance with State Public Hearing guidance: 

FEE CURRENT FEE PROPOSED  

City Resident annual Fee $100 $300 

Non-City Resident annual Fee $150 $350 

City Resident monthly Fee $15 $35 

Non-City Resident monthly fee $25 $40 

Daily Non-Turbine-powered fee $5 $15 

Daily turbine-powered fee $20 $50 

Daily Commercial Operator fee $0 $200 

Option one is to replace the Daily Turbine and Non-turbine fee with a weight-based fee structure. 

Below is an example with average daily rates:  

Typical Daily Tie-Down Rate - Weight-

Based   Range 

Light GA (≤12,500 lbs.)   $5-$25 

GA (12,501–20,000 lbs.)   $15 - $21 

Corporate (20,001–80,000 lbs.)   $25 - $35 

Narrow-body jets (80,001–275,000 lbs.)   $35 - $49 

Wide-body jets (275,001+ lbs.)   $61 - $86 

A second possible option to replace daily turbine and non-turbine fees would be an area/space 

rate. Below is an example with average daily rates:  

Typical Daily Area/Space rate   Range 

Single Row, T-Tie down (single engine/small twin)   $10 - $20 

Twin Row, T-tie down areas (twin-engine)   $25 - $35 

Jet Row (jet aircraft)   $40 - $60 
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City of Mountain Home                    Department of Public Works 

P.O. Box 10 • 1150 South Main, Mountain Home, ID 83647 • (208) 587-2108 • www.mountain-home.us 

 

A Third option to replace daily turbine and non-turbine fees is an aircraft square foot-based fee. 

Below is an example with average daily rates: 

Typical Daily Square Foot Rate   Range 

Aircraft less than 1250 sq ft   $15 - $22 

Aircraft 1250 sq ft to $2000 sq ft   $35 - $65 

Aircraft 2000 sq ft to 3500 sq ft   $70 - $85 

Aircraft greater than 3500 sq ft   $100 - $125 

The Public Works Department and the Airport Manager appreciate the Council's attention to this 

matter and await your directions on moving this resolution forward. 

Respectfully, 

 

Chris Curtis          

Director of Public Works 

City of Mountain Home, Idaho 
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Notice of Public Hearing

for the Proposed Budget for the City of Mountain Home, Idaho

Fiscal Year 2026-27 (FY27)

FY 25 FY 25 FY 26 FY 26 FY 27 FY 27

 Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed

Expenditures Revenue Expenditures Revenue Expenditures Revenue

GENERAL FUND

Administration 10,035,398      14,968,669     4,196,050       

Prosecution 240,000           240,000          250,000          

Police & Animal Shelter 5,354,841        5,572,158       6,073,291       

Fire Department 2,303,191        1,545,105       1,428,642       

Parks 1,360,720        1,597,273       1,621,769       

Property Tax 6,010,353       6,833,295       7,245,646       

Other Revenue 13,283,797     17,089,910     6,324,106       

Total General 19,294,150      19,294,150     23,923,205     23,923,205     13,569,752     13,569,752     

OPERATION FUNDS

Cemetery 301,656           70,395            202,691          142,090          208,527          135,181          

Recreation 4,073,476        3,277,969       3,641,685       3,163,608       1,510,319       1,051,100       

Library 874,118           117,930          974,426          195,552          1,038,162       235,922          

Airport 4,295,402        4,217,599       2,335,775       2,263,528       1,297,540       1,254,649       

Fire Development 705,652           705,652          871,512          871,512          1,166,985       1,166,985       

Police Development 324,182           324,182          513,789          513,789          662,756          662,756          

Park Development 567,941           567,941          709,934          709,934          919,376          919,376          

Restricted Deposit Account 40,000             40,000            40,000            40,000            40,000            40,000            

Golf Course Maintenance 1,646,503        1,646,503       1,930,587       1,930,587       1,012,443       1,012,443       

Property Tax 1,860,759       1,389,799       1,377,696       

Total Operation Funds 12,828,930      12,828,930     11,220,399     11,220,399     7,856,108       7,856,108       

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT FUNDS

Street Department 4,932,266        4,813,051       6,833,410       6,633,568       3,030,664       2,902,199       

Street Development 1,144,143        1,144,143       1,214,635       1,214,635       1,466,497       1,466,497       

Street Lighting 159,000           32,534            159,000          49,615            159,000          38,847            

Property Tax 245,681          309,227          248,618          

Total Capital Imp. Funds 6,235,409        6,235,409       8,207,045       8,207,045       4,656,161       4,656,161       

ENTERPRISE FUNDS

Water Maintenance 16,878,880      16,878,880     17,812,918     17,812,918     13,244,838     13,244,838     

Wastewater Maintenance 15,705,501      15,705,501     37,559,951     37,559,951     11,125,520     11,125,520     

Sanitation 1,878,100        1,878,100       2,122,935       2,122,935       2,296,648       2,296,648       

Fiber Optics 5,209,125        5,209,125       4,965,559       4,965,559       1,573,924       1,573,924       

Total Enterprise Funds 39,671,606      39,671,606     62,461,363     62,461,363     28,240,930     28,240,930     

Library supplemental levy 25,062             25,062            9,587              9,587              1,500              1,500              

TRUST FUNDS

Wastewater Availability Fund 3,554,337        3,554,337       4,533,024       4,533,024       5,460,467       5,460,467       

Water Availability Fund 1,513,597        1,513,597       1,897,503       1,897,503       2,425,746       2,425,746       

Tap Deposit 185,000           185,000          185,000          185,000          185,000          185,000          

Total Trust Funds 5,252,934        5,252,934       6,615,527       6,615,527       8,071,213       8,071,213       

LID#1 Guarantee Funds 1,198,205       1,198,205       457,233          457,233          

GRAND TOTAL ALL FUNDS 83,308,091$    83,308,091$   113,635,331$ 113,635,331$ 62,852,897$   62,852,897$   

Proposed Revenues

Property Tax Revenues 8,116,793       8,532,321       8,871,960       

Judgement Refund I.C. 63-1305 122,007          

Total of all other revenues 75,191,298     105,103,010   53,980,937     

83,308,091$   113,635,331$ 62,852,897$   

The proposed  expenditures and revenues for the Fiscal Year 2026-27 have been tentatively approved by the City Council.

First publication August 12th, 2026

Second publication August 19th, 2026

A public hearing, pursuant to Idaho Code 50-1002 and 63-802, for consideration of the proposed budget for the fiscal year that begins October 

1, 2026 and ends September 30, 2027 will be held in the Council Chambers, 160 South 3rd East, Mountain Home, Idaho on August 25th,  

2026 at 5:00 PM.  Written or verbal comments about the proposed budget are encouraged.  Copies of the proposed FY27 Mountain Home City 

Budget (in detail) are available at City Hall for 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. weekdays.  City Hall is accessible to persons with disabilities. Anyone 

desiring accommodations for disabilities related to the budget documents or to the public hearing please contact the City Hall office. (208) 587-

2104, no later than Tuesday prior to the public hearing.
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District's Name:

Yes

Elmore $1,562,985,767 $75,441,784

 

 

 

Total Value: $1,562,985,767 $75,441,784

Fund Balance to be Levied Levy Rate Maximum Levy Rate "Over Max"

General Fund $7,245,646 0.004635772

Street Oiling/Street Lighting $248,618 0.000159066

Cemetery Fund $73,346 0.000046927

Recreation Fund $459,219 0.000293809

Library Fund $802,240 0.000513274

Aiport Fund $42,891 0.000027442

All Other Funds

Subtotal 8,871,960 0.005676290

Exempt Funds

Subtotal

Total 8,871,960 0.005676290

Enter U/R Increment Value For RAAs 

That Should NOT Generate 

Revenue From That Specific Fund*

City of Mountain Home

Levy Calculation Area

- Bonds passed after 2007

Does this District Overlap any Urban Renewal RAAs? Some funds may not generate revenue for Urban Renewal (see below).

Net Taxable

Market Value

Less U/R Increment

County
Total Net 

Increment Value

Increment Value of 

Post-2007 RAAs or 

Annexations

Funds for this type of district that should NOT 

generate revenue for Urban Renewal RAAs include:

- Temporary Overrides

- Bonds passed before 2008 & RAA created/modified after 2007

- I.C.§63-1305 Judgments

2026 Levy Rate Calculation Worksheet

(For County Use Only)

*Leave blank if the fund should generate revenue for all Urban Renewal, add increment value for all RAAs that should NOT get revenue from the specific fund.
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        City of Mountain Home       City Hall & Office of Mayor Sykes 

P.O. Box 10, 160 S. 3rd East, Mountain Home, ID 83647 • (208) 587-2104 • www.mountain-home.us 

 

P.O. Box 10 ● Mountain Home, ID 83647  
www.mountain-home.us 

 

August 19, 2026  

RE: Draft Golf Tournament Resolution – Policy Guidance 

City Council Meeting: August 25, 2026  

 
City Council Members, 
 
The attached golf tournament resolution is presented in draft form for Mayor and Council 
review. Staff is seeking policy guidance regarding the administration of tournament prizes, 
pro shop credits, expiration of credits, and the handling of unused balances. 
 
Currently, $1,100 remains on the City’s books as outstanding pro shop credit from prior 
golf events, including couples events and Ladies Association activities. 
 
The purpose of the draft resolution is to establish a clear and consistent City policy moving 
forward, including how existing outstanding credits should be addressed. 
 
Respectfully,  
 
 
Tiffany Belt    Paula Szafranski  
City Clerk     City Treasurer  
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Resolution #25-2026R   

 

 

RESOLUTION NO. #25-2026R 
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME, IDAHO, ADOPTING A 
TOURNAMENT PRIZE FUND POLICY FOR DESERT CANYON GOLF COURSE BE RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME, IDAHO, AS FOLLOWS: 

WHEREAS, the City of Mountain Home owns and operates Desert Canyon Golf Course and hosts or 

facilitates golf tournaments and other competitive golf events; and 

WHEREAS, certain tournaments may include entry fees, tournament prize funds, prize credits, or other 

amounts designated for awards to tournament participants; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to establish a consistent process for the collection, accounting, 

administration, redemption, reconciliation, and disposition of tournament prize funds; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council recognizes the need to distinguish between cash prize money and qualifying 

non-cash prizes or golf-course credits and to administer tournament prizes consistent with applicable 

tournament rules and the United States Golf Association (USGA) Rules of Amateur Status; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council further desires to establish appropriate internal controls and ensure that the 

administration or disposition of tournament prize funds occurs only pursuant to authority and procedures 

established by the City; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

MOUNTAIN HOME, IDAHO, that the following Tournament Prize Fund Policy is hereby adopted: 

TOURNAMENT PRIZE & PRO SHOP CREDIT FUND POLICY 

The purpose of this policy is to establish a uniform procedure for the collection, administration, accounting, 

redemption, and reconciliation of tournament prize funds associated with tournaments conducted at Desert 

Canyon Golf Course. 

The policy is intended to provide clear authority and accountability for City staff and tournament personnel 

while maintaining appropriate financial controls and compliance with applicable tournament and amateur-

status requirements. 

Tournament Classification: Prior to the commencement of a tournament involving prizes, the Golf 

Professional or designated Tournament Manager shall document: 

• Whether the tournament is a scratch or handicap competition; 

• Whether participants are competing as amateurs or professionals; 

• The type and value of prizes to be awarded; and 

• The manner in which prizes or prize credits may be redeemed. 

Tournament prizes shall be administered in accordance with applicable USGA Rules of Amateur Status and 

the approved rules of the tournament. 
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Resolution #25-2026R   

Amateur Prize Restrictions: The City shall not knowingly distribute or administer a tournament prize in a 

manner inconsistent with applicable USGA Rules of Amateur Status. 

For amateur participants, tournament staff shall determine whether a cash prize is permissible based upon 

the type of competition and applicable prize limitations. 

When cash prize money is not permitted, an approved non-cash prize may be provided when allowed by 

applicable rules. Such prizes may include qualifying vouchers, gift certificates, gift cards, or golf-course 

credits. 

The City shall not use delayed payment, indirect payment, or another individual or entity to circumvent 

applicable amateur-status prize restrictions. 

Tournament Prize Credits: When an approved tournament prize is provided as a Desert Canyon Golf 

Course credit, the credit may be maintained through the City's approved golf-course point-of-sale or 

tournament management system. 

Approved prize credits may be used for: 

• Pro shop merchandise; 

• Greens fees; 

• Golf Passes at Desert Canyon Golf Course 

• Golf cart rentals; and 

• Other golf-course goods or services specifically approved by the Mayor. 

Prize credits established as non-cash prizes shall not be redeemable for cash. 

Administration of Prize Funds: The Golf Professional or designated Tournament Manager may 

administer tournament prizes within the authority established by this policy. 

For each prize or prize credit, records shall include, at a minimum: 

• Tournament name and date; 

• Participant name; 

• Prize amount or value; 

• Amateur or professional status, when applicable; 

• Scratch or handicap classification; 

• Form of prize awarded; 

• Date and amount of each redemption; 

• Remaining balance, if applicable; and 

• Any adjustment or final disposition of the prize. 

The Golf Professional or Tournament Manager shall not have authority to convert a non-cash prize to cash 

or otherwise distribute tournament prize funds contrary to this policy, applicable tournament rules, or 

applicable USGA requirements. 

Accounting and Internal Controls: Tournament prize funds shall be accounted for separately and in a 

manner sufficient to identify the tournament, participant, original prize amount, redemptions, adjustments, 

and remaining balance. 
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Resolution #25-2026R   

Because the golf-course management system and the City's financial accounting system may operate 

independently, tournament prize activity shall be periodically reconciled with the City's financial records. 

No single employee should have sole responsibility for collecting, approving, adjusting, redeeming, and 

reconciling tournament prize funds when reasonable separation of duties can be maintained. 

The City Treasurer or designee shall periodically review tournament prize activity and may require 

additional supporting documentation as necessary for financial reconciliation. 

Transfers and Adjustments: No internal accounting transfer, adjustment, distribution, or other disposition 

of tournament prize funds shall independently establish or alter a participant's entitlement to those funds. 

Any transfer or accounting entry shall be made only in accordance with this policy, approved tournament 

documentation, and the City's established financial procedures. 

The City Treasurer's role shall be to properly account for authorized transactions and shall not 

independently determine the disposition of tournament prize funds outside the authority established by this 

policy. 

Transferability of Prize Credits: Tournament prize credits shall be assigned to the participant earning the 

prize. 

Expiration and Unused Balance: All Pro Shop credits and tournament prize credits shall expire on 

December 31 of the calendar year in which they are issued, regardless of the date the credit was earned or 

awarded. 

Participants receiving tournament prize credits shall be informed of the December 31 expiration date at the 

time the prize credit is awarded. Tournament rules and related materials shall clearly state the expiration 

requirement. 

Any Pro Shop or tournament prize credit remaining unused after December 31 shall be considered expired 

and shall no longer be available for redemption, transfer, or use. 

Expired, abandoned, or otherwise unused credit balances shall be handled in accordance with applicable 

law and City financial procedures and shall not be distributed, extended, reinstated, or transferred at the sole 

discretion of an individual employee. 

Documentation and Reconciliation: The Golf Professional or designated Tournament Manager shall 

maintain sufficient documentation to support each tournament prize transaction. 

Tournament prize records shall be made available to the City Treasurer, City Clerk, Mayor, City Council, 

auditors, or other authorized City personnel upon request. 

Reconciliation shall be completed on a schedule established by the City Treasurer and shall include 

comparison of outstanding participant prize balances, prize redemptions, adjustments, and applicable City 

accounting records. 

Administrative Procedures: The Mayor, City Clerk, City Treasurer, Golf Professional, and other 

appropriate City staff are authorized to develop administrative procedures necessary to implement this 

policy, provided such procedures are consistent with this Resolution. 
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Resolution #25-2026R   

Administrative procedures may address documentation forms, reconciliation schedules, authorized system 

access, transaction approval requirements, tournament closeout procedures, and other internal controls. 

Administrative procedures shall not expand the authority to distribute or dispose of tournament prize funds 

beyond that authorized by this Resolution. 

Compliance: Nothing in this policy shall be interpreted as authorizing a tournament prize that is prohibited 

by applicable law, tournament rules, or USGA Rules of Amateur Status. 

Tournament participants remain responsible for maintaining their eligibility under applicable USGA Rules 

of Amateur Status. 

This Resolution and the Tournament Prize Fund Policy adopted herein shall become effective immediately 

upon passage and approval. 

 
PASSED by the City Council of the City of Mountain Home, Idaho, this ______ day of August 2026. 

APPROVED by the Mayor of the City of Mountain Home, Idaho, this _________day of August 2026. 

 

 

Rich Sykes, Mayor 
 
 

ATTEST:      (SEAL) 
 

 

Tiffany Belt, City Clerk 
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                        ORDINANCE NO. _ 1824 ____

GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES:

Administration 4,196,050        

Prosecution 250,000           

Police/Animal Shelter 6,073,291        

Fire Department 1,428,642        

Parks 1,621,769        

TOTAL GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES: 13,569,752      

SPECIAL REVENUE FUND EXPENDITURES:

Street Department 3,030,664        

Street Lighting 159,000           

Cemetery 208,527           

Recreation 1,510,319        

Library 1,038,162        

Library Supplemental Levy 1,500               

Airport 1,297,540        

Golf Course Maintenance 1,012,443        

Fire Development 1,166,985        

Police Development 662,756           

Park Development 919,376           

Street Development 1,466,497        

Restricted Deposit Account 40,000             

TOTAL SPECIAL REVENUE FUND EXPENDITURES: 12,513,769      

ENTERPRISE FUND EXPENDITURES:

Water Maintenance 13,244,838      

Wastewater Maintenance 11,125,520      

Sanitation 2,296,648        

Wastewater Availability Fund 5,460,467        

Water Availability Fund 2,425,746        

Fiber Optic Fund 1,573,924        

TOTAL ENTERPRISE FUND EXPENDITURES: 36,127,143      

FIDUCIARY FUND EXPENDITURES:

Tap Deposit 185,000           

TOTAL FIDUCIARY FUND EXPENDITURES: 185,000           

LID#1 Guarantee Funds 457,233           

GRAND TOTAL ALL EXPENDITURES: 62,852,897      

 ______________________ 

     ATTEST:

Tiffany Belt, City Clerk  Rich Sykes, Mayor 

     One publication _______________________

     PASSAGE under suspension of rules upon which a roll call vote was taken and duly enacted an Ordinance of the City of Mountain 

Home, Elmore County, Idaho at a convened meeting of the City of Mountain Home City Council held on the 25th of August, 2026.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME, ELMORE COUNTY,  IDAHO:

SECTION 2.   The objects and purposes for which such appropriation is made and the amount of each object and purpose  as shown 

below:

AN ORDINANCE ENTITLED THE ANNUAL APPROPRIATION ORDINANCE FOR THE FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING OCTOBER 1, 2026 , 

APPROPRIATING THE SUM OF  $62,852,897  TO DEFRAY THE EXPENSES AND LIABILITES OF THE CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME FOR SAID 

FISCAL YEAR, AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

SECTION 1.  That the sum of $62,852,897, and the same is appropriated to defray the necessary expenses and liabilities of the City of 

Mountain Home, Elmore County, Idaho, for the fiscal year beginning October 1, 2026.

SECTION 3.  That a general tax levy on all taxable property within the City of Mountain Home, Idaho be levied in an amount allowed by law 

for the general purposes for said City, for the fiscal year beginning  October 1, 2026.

SECTION 4.  All ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict with this ordinance are hereby repealed.

SECTION 5.  This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force upon its passage, approval and publication in one issue of the Mountain 

Home News, a newspaper of general circulation in the City of Mountain Home and the official newspaper of said City.
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      City of Mountain Home                    Department of Public Works 

P.O. Box 10 • 1150 South Main, Mountain Home, ID 83647 • (208) 587-2108 • www.mountain-home.us 

 

 

August 10, 2026 

 

RE: Risk And Resilience Assessment and Emergency Response Plan Updates 

 

 

Mayor & Council, 

 

On February 13, 2026, the Public Works Department received approval to enter into a task order 

agreement with Keller and Associates. This task involved Keller Associates providing the City of 

Mountain Home with updates to the Risk and Resilience Plan (RRA) and the Emergency 

Response Plan (ERP). Both documents are required to be updated every five years by the 

Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ), with the most recent updates completed by Keller 

Associates in 2021. The total cost of the task order was $15,838. 

On August 10, 2026, Keller Associates completed the task order before the DEQ submission 

deadline. Due to the confidential nature of the content, these documents are not included and 

cannot be released to the public. 

Respectfully, 

 

Chris Curtis 

Director of Public Works 
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P.O. Box 10 • 1150 South Main, Mountain Home, ID 83647 • (208) 587-2108 • www.mountain-home.us 

 

 

August 10, 2026 

 

RE: Western Trunkline 

 

Mayor & Council, 

 

On May 12, 2026, the Public Works Department received approval to enter into a task order 

agreement with Keller and Associates. This task involved Keller Associates providing the City of 

Mountain Home with an updated evaluation of the Western Trunkline study to support future 

growth and expansion of the City's wastewater lines. The total cost of the task order was 

$16,478. 

On August 7, 2026, Keller Associates completed the task order. The completed document is 

attached.  

Respectfully, 

 

Chris Curtis 

Director of Public Works 
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CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME | 214010-036 1 

Technical Memorandum 

TO: Chris Curtis, Public Works Director 

FROM: Keller Associates, Inc. – Jordan Crane, PE 

DATE: August 7, 2026 

SUBJECT: Mountain Home – Western Trunkline Study 
 

1.  PURPOSE 

The City of Mountain Home (City) completed a Wastewater Facilities Planning Study (WWFPS) in 2023 

outlining recommended improvements to its wastewater system to accommodate growth and improve 

system operations. One recommended improvement was to construct a new western sewer trunkline to 

accommodate anticipated growth on the western edge of the City. This recommended project is identified 

as capital improvement project (CIP) 3.1 in the WWFPS. Recently, there has been additional interest in 

development on the western edge of the City, beyond the growth anticipated during development of the 

WWFPS. The City has tasked Keller Associates to re-evaluate the western sewer trunkline CIP project to 

check the alignment and recommended pipeline size with the new potential growth. This technical 

memorandum summarizes the findings of this evaluation.   

2.  LOCATION 

The western trunkline project will serve growth on the western edge of the City. Figure 1 shows the locations 

of the potential growth areas by land use (i.e., residential, commercial, or Industrial) and whether it is 

anticipated to be developed within a 20-year or a 50-year horizon (full-sized figure provided in Attachment 

A). Additionally, the growth areas beyond what was originally contemplated in the 2023 WWFPS are 

indicated with an asterisk. Each growth area in Figure 1 is also identified with an ID number. This ID number 

is referenced in Section 3 where wastewater flows from the growth are estimated.  
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FIGURE 1: GROWTH AREAS 
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3.  PLANNING CRITERIA 

The average day flow (ADF), maximum day flow (MDF), and peak hour flow (PHF) wastewater flow planning 

criteria for this evaluation was taken from the WWFPS and is summarized in Table 1. Residential growth 

was assumed to have a household size of 2.51 people, consistent with the recent Water and Wastewater 

Declining Balance Update. Industrial wastewater flows were estimated on a per acre basis with a MDF 

value of 3,000 gallons per acre per day (gal/ac-day). Commercial wastewater flows were also estimated on 

a per acre basis with a MDF value of approximately 2,700 gal/ac-day and 2,100 gal/ac-day for 2041 and 

2071 growth areas respectively. The industrial and commercial MDF criteria were also taken from the 

WWFPS.  

TABLE 1: THUNDERBIRD FREEDOM RANCH FLOW PLANNING CRITERIA 

 

The growth areas contributing to the future western trunkline are shown in Figure 1. The City provided 

estimated residential development growth area sizes in equivalent dwelling units (EDUs) for known 

developments. The remainder of residential growth areas were assumed to develop at a density of 4.6 

EDUs per acre (similar density to recent developments within the City).  

The Bates Homes development (Growth Area 28 on Figure 1) encompasses approximately 245 acres. The 

development is primarily residential and includes a school, fire station, and park, assumed to occupy 6 

acres, 1 acre, and 7.5 acres, respectively. In coordination with the City, these non-residential facilities were 

assigned equivalent demands of 16 EDUs for the school, 2 EDUs for the fire station, and 6 EDUs for the 

park. The remaining approximately 231 acres were assumed to develop as residential land at a density of 

4.6 EDUs per acre. 

For the RV Park development (Growth Area 29 on Figure 1), a density of 8 EDUs per acre was assumed. 

This density was based on the observed development densities of comparable existing high-density 

developments within the City.   

The estimated wastewater flows from the growth areas are summarized in Table 2 through Table 5. The 

model flows from the WWFP were updated based on the following MDFs in Table 2 through Table 4. 

TABLE 2: INDUSTRIAL GROWTH AREA WASTEWATER FLOWS 

 

Flow 

Scenario

Planning 

Criteria 

(gpcd)

Residential 

Planning Criteria1 

(gpcd)

Commercial 

Planning Criteria1 

(gpcd)

Peaking Factor2

ADF 95 69.4 25.7 1.00

MDF 211 154.0 57.0 2.22

PHF 317 231.4 85.6 3.34
1) Residential and commercial planning criteria are 73% and 27%, respectively of the total planning criteria based on 

water use from the 2018 Water Master Plan.

2) Equal to the given scenario divided by the ADF total flow volume.

Growth Area ID2 Planning Period Acres MDF1 (gpm)

1 50-Year 349 727

2 20-Year 157 326

Total Industrial Area 506 1,053

1) Calculated based on 3,000 gpd per acre.

2) Asterisk indicates the growth area was identified after the 2023 WWFPS.
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TABLE 3: COMMERCIAL GROWTH AREA WASTEWATER FLOWS 

 

Growth Area ID2 Planning Period Acres MDF1 (gpm)

3 20-Year 8 15.0

4 20-Year 6 10.8

5 20-Year 3 5.8

6 20-Year 9 17.2

7 20-Year 3 6.0

8 20-Year 6 11.6

9 20-Year 15 28.8

10 20-Year 7 13.3

11 50-Year 14 21.5

12 50-Year 21 31.7

13 50-Year 3 4.5

14 50-Year 21 31.8

38* 50-Year 16 23.1

39* 50-Year 35 51.5

40 50-Year 31 46.7

41* 50-Year 20 24.8

42* 50-Year 173 214

43* 50-Year 22 27.3

57 108

357 477

414 586

1) Calculated based on 2,736 gpd per acre for 20-year growth and 2,144 gpd 

per acres for 50-year growth.

20-Year Commercial Growth

50-Year Commercial Growth

Total Commercial Growth

2) Asterisk indicates the growth area was identified after the 2023 WWFPS.
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TABLE 4: RESIDENTIAL GROWTH AREA WASTEWATER FLOWS 

 

TABLE 5: TOTAL WESTERN TRUNKLINE ESTIMATED WASTEWATER FLOW 

 

Growth Area ID2 Development Planning Period Acres EDUs MDF1 (gpm)

15 Aslin Ranch 20-Year - 44 11.81

16* Hearthstone 20-Year - 1,200 322

17 Blue Yonder West 20-Year - 376 101

18* Update Growth Area 20-Year - 118 31.5

19 Update Growth Area 20-Year - 58 15.6

20 Fall Creek 20-Year - 90 24.2

21 Runway Estates 20-Year - 173 46.4

22 Update Growth Area 20-Year - 35 9.3

23* Freedom Ranch 20-Year - 394 106

24 Airbase Commons 20-Year - 44 11.8

25 Update Growth Area 20-Year - 20 5.37

26* Update Growth Area 20-Year 26 120 32.2

27 Rallens Realty 20-Year 198 912 245

28 Bates Homes 20-Year - 1,072 288

29* RV Park 20-Year 10 81 21.6

30* WWMP 20-Year 16 74 19.8

31* WWMP 20-Year 29 135 36.3

32 WWMP 50-Year 49 227 61.0

33 WWMP 20-Year 4 19 5.21

34 WWMP 20-Year 10 46 12.3

35 WWMP 50-Year 55 253 67.9

36 WWMP 50-Year 66 305 81.9

37 WWMP 50-Year 59 272 73.0

44* Update Growth Area 50-Year 73 337 90.6

45* Update Growth Area 50-Year 122 559 150

5,009 1,345

1,953 524

6,963 1,869

2) Asterisk indicates the growth area was identified after the 2023 WWFPS.

1) MDF was calculated based on EDU and assumed 2.51 people per household, if EDUs were previously established. 

Otherwise MDF was calculated based on 4.6 EDUs per acre.

Residential 20-Year Growth

Residential 50-Year Growth

Total Residential Growth

Growth Periods MDF (gpm)

20-Year Growth 1,780

50-Year Growth 1,728

Total 3,508
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4.  EVALUATION CRITERIA 

Sewer service to the service area of the western trunkline was evaluated based on the following criteria: 

4.1.1.  Depth over Diameter (d/D) 

For gravity sewer pipelines, an indicator of pipeline capacity is the maximum flow depth as it relates 
to the size of the pipeline or depth of flow over diameter (d/D). If the d/D exceeds 0.75 for smaller 
pipelines (12-inch diameter or less) and 0.85 for larger pipelines (greater than 12-inch diameter) 
during peak hour flow conditions, planning for a pipe upsize project should begin, particularly if 
additional growth is planned “upstream.” If limited upstream growth is anticipated, the City should 
complete additional flow monitoring to validate conditions and confirm the timing for improvements.  

4.1.2.  Surcharging 

Surcharging refers to when the water level in a manhole rises above the top of the incoming or 
outgoing pipe. If surcharging occurs, it indicates insufficient pipe capacity downstream. No 
surcharging should occur in gravity sewer pipelines. 

4.1.3.  Minimum Gravity Pipe Cover Depth 

The City of Mountain Home requires that any new gravity sewer pipe installed in the City have a 
minimum of 4 feet of cover depth. Lack of this cover in accordance with City code, can lead to pipe 
freezing during colder temperatures. For planning purposes, a minimum of 6 feet of cover was 
considered. If less cover is needed to make a larger project feasible, locations with less cover are 
discussed.  

4.1.4.  Minimum Pipe Slope 

IDAPA references the 10 State Standards when establishing minimum pipe slopes of various sizes. 
These minimum slopes shown in Table 6 target a minimum scour velocity of 2 feet per second (fps) 
to reduce solids and sediments build-up in pipes. Constructability of pipes with less than 0.1% slope 
is difficult to achieve and measure. For planning purposes, trunklines 21-inches in diameter and 
larger were assumed to have a minimum slope of 0.1%, unless a flatter slope was necessary to 
maintain project feasibility. 

TABLE 6: GRAVITY SEWER PIPE MINIMUM SLOPES 

 

Where gravity service cannot be provided to the entire service area tributary to the western trunk 
line, a lift station is required to pump wastewater into the gravity collection system. 

 

Pipe Diameter (in)
10 States Standards 

Minimum Slope (%)

8 0.4

10 0.28

12 0.22

15 0.15

18 0.12

21 0.1

24 0.08

30 0.058
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4.1.5.  Lift Station Firm Capacity 

Firm capacity refers to a lift station’s pumping capacity with its largest pump offline. The lift station's 
firm capacity should be capable of handling peak hour flows into the lift station (per IDAPA 58.01.16, 
Section 440.02.c). This provides the lift station with redundancy capable of handling peak flows in 
the event of a pump failure. In duplex lift station systems (two pumps), a station exceeds its firm 
capacity if both pumps must run to convey flows. Similarly, a triplex lift station exceeds its firm 
capacity if all three pumps are required to run. When gravity service cannot be provided a lift station 
is required within the service area of the western trunkline. It should be able to pump the anticipated 
peak inflow with its firm capacity. 

4.1.6.  Force Main Sizing and Design Velocities 

For force mains, it is recommended not to exceed velocities of more than 10 fps. Exceeding this 
velocity increases head losses, reduces the efficiency of the lift station, and can limit the capacity of 
a lift station due to the excessive head losses. Additionally, high velocities can cause water 
hammering when the pumps turn on and off or when valves are opened or closed, which can cause 
damage to infrastructure. A high force main velocity is generally indicative of an undersized force 
main or an oversized pump. For longer force mains, maximum velocities of 5 to 7 feet per second 
may be preferred to minimize head loss and long-term pumping costs. A minimum velocity of 2 fps 
should be maintained in force mains to keep particles in suspension and remove settled debris in 
pipelines (IDAPA 58.01.16, Section 440.10.a). 

5.  WESTERN TRUNKLINE EVALUATION 

The WWFPS identified the western trunkline with a similar alignment to Alternative 1 shown in Figure 2. 

With the additional anticipated growth on the western edge of town, the purpose of this evaluation is to 

check that the alignment and size of this trunkline is optimal to provide gravity service. In this section, three 

alignment alternatives will be evaluated. The alignment alternatives are also shown in Figure 2.  

➢ Alternative 1 – Alternative 1 is a slight deviation of the WWFPS alignment and involves routing 

a segment of this alignment to the west out of the Fall Creek Development. The Fall Creek 

Development has constructed Phase I and has approved plans for Phase II. Routing the western 

trunkline through this development would involve excavating through a recently developed 

residential area.  

➢ Alternative 2 – This alternative involves utilizing the same alignment as Alternative 1 from the 

wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) to the end of SW Vera Street and then continuing due west 

out to Highway 51.  

➢ Alternative 3 – This alternative involves heading from the WWTP due west to Highway 51. 
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FIGURE 2: WESTERN TRUNKLINE ALTERNATIVES 
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For Alternatives 1 and 2, there are four potential routes from the WWTP headworks to SW Vera Street.  

➢ Route A – Follows the alignment from the WWTP and is routed through both future and existing 

phases of the Fall Creek Development. 

➢ Route B – Is routed through future phases of the Fall Creek development but avoids existing 

phase by heading west into the neighboring property then north to SW Vera Street.  

➢ Route C – Travels due west from the headworks within the City’s Lagoon site and continues 

north to SW Vera Street outside of the Fall Creek Development in the adjacent property to the 

west.  

➢ Route D – Follows a similar path to Alternative C but continues farther west and then continues 

north to SW Vera Street in the second property west of the Fall Creek Development. 

Due to lack of difference in hydraulics between the four routes, Route B was used in the hydraulic modeling 

for Alternatives 1 and 2. It should be noted that Routes C and D will have shallow cover depths at the 

location where the trunkline turns north as noted in Figure 3. The depths noted are approximate and assume 

a slope of 0.08% and a 30-inch diameter trunkline from the WWTP. A shallow bury depth of 3.2 feet is also 

expected at the end of SW Vera Street with a slope of 0.08% and a 30-inch trunkline from the WWTP. 

These shallow cover depths do not meet the standard 4-foot cover depth requirement but are necessary 

for the upstream service area of the western trunkline. Shallow bury depths can be mitigated with pipe 

material (i.e., ductile iron pipe) and insulation above the pipe. The City prefers Route D from the WWTP to 

SW Vera Street because it avoids construction within the Fall Creek Development (required for Routes A 

and B), and the property owner along Routes B and C has indicated they are not interested in granting an 

easement for the new trunkline. Additionally, Route D would be less expensive than construction through 

the existing phases of the Fall Creek Development required under Route A. The property owner along 

Route D has not yet been approached by the City. It is recommended that the City initiate discussions with 

this property owner to gauge the feasibility of obtaining an easement for the proposed trunkline. 

Docusign Envelope ID: 0CE5AC27-7016-8CFD-8309-FAD348B64286

Page 160 of 171



TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM | WESTERN TRUNKLINE STUDY 

CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME | 214010-036 10 

FIGURE 3: WWTP HEADWORKS TO SW VERA STREET ROUTES 

 

5.1.  EXISTING SEWER TIE-IN CONSIDERATIONS 

Several existing sewer lines and future developments in various stages of approval and construction could 

discharge to the 24-inch trunkline along SW Silverstone Avenue. The WWFPS identified multiple segments 

of this trunkline with projected 20-year PHF d/D exceeding 0.85, indicating that the pipeline would approach 

or exceed its recommended hydraulic capacity within the planning period. For this evaluation, the proposed 

western trunkline is assumed to intercept and redirect flows from the following existing sewer lines and 

developments, reducing the flow conveyed by the existing 24-inch trunkline along SW Silverstone Avenue. 

The following sections discuss these connection. 

➢ Northwest Marathon Way: 

There is an existing 10-inch sewer line that flows east along Northwest Marathon Way 

through W 5th N St. Manhole 060K (City GIS Manhole ID) is the closest manhole to the 

planned western trunkline alignments near the intersection of N Marathon Way and 

Elmcrest Street. Manhole 060K has an invert elevation of 3,141.35 feet per the model 

records. Therefore, the proposed western trunkline invert at this tie-in location should 

be at or below this invert elevation.  

➢ Highway 51 (also known as Airbase Road)/Thunderbird Freedom Ranch Development: 

There is currently an existing 8-inch sewer line that along Highway 51 that serve the 

Chevron at the intersection of Highways 67 and 51. Several 20-year commercial 

developments are planned along Highway 67 corridor, and the Thunderbird Freedom 

Ranch residential development (growth area ID 23, per Table 4) is also planned to 

connect to the existing system at Manhole 009F5. The invert elevation, 3,139.82 feet, 
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at Manhole 009F5 collected during the Thunderbird Freedom Ranch development 

evaluation. The proposed western trunkline invert at this tie-in location should be at or 

below this invert elevation.  

➢ Blue Yonder West Development: 

The Blue Yonder West development (growth area ID 17, per Table 4) is planned to be 

serviced with a temporary lift station as identified in the 2023 WWFPS. The planned lift 

station invert is 3,122.91 feet. The proposed western trunkline invert at this tie-in 

location should be at or below this invert elevation. Once the western trunkline is 

constructed and the temporary lift station can be decommissioned. 

➢ Aslin Ranch Development: 

The Aslin Ranch development (growth area ID 15, per Table 4) will also have a 

temporary lift station since the development cannot flow north to the existing gravity line 

in S 34th St W. The planned lift station invert is 3,111 feet from the 30% lift station 

drawings. The proposed western trunkline invert at this tie-in location should be at or 

below this invert elevation. The Aslin Ranch Lift Station can be decommissioned after 

flows are diverted to the western trunkline. 

For these tie-in locations, all evaluated alignments are able to meet these connection depths with the 

planned pipe diameters and slopes. The following sections discuss the individual alignment considerations.  

5.2.  ALTERNATIVE 1 EVALUATION 

As mentioned previously Alternative 1 follows primarily the same alignment from the WWFPS. The 

previously identified pipe diameters are displayed in Figure 4. To accommodate the increased service area 

and refined connection depth information, sewer manhole invert depths were increased within the model. 

The pipe slopes were also adjusted to avoid pipe invert depths greater than 25 feet. From the WWTP 

headworks to the end of SW Vera Street, the minimum slope for a 24-inch pipe at 0.08% was assumed due 

to the existing elevations at the end of SW Vera Street. At this location, the available cover to the top of the 

24-inch pipe is approximately 3.7 feet. This location of the alignment is where the minimum 4 feet cover 

depth is not possible. As this is a relatively small area that cannot meet minimum cover, it is recommended 

that additional fill be used in construction, if possible, to increase the bury depth and or change the pipe 

material (i.e., ductile iron pipe) and use insulation to further protect the trunkline.  Additionally, to update 

the loading of the new developments, the service area for the southwestern lift station was approximated 

based on the alignment depths and grade to maximize the area that can be serviced by gravity. 
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FIGURE 4: ALTERNATIVE 1 PIPE DIAMETER 

 

The sewer model was exercised with these updates and the updated flows from Tables 2 through 4. Figure 

5 displays the d/D for 50-year PHF conditions. For the model analysis the upstream CIPs identified in the 

WWFPS were assumed to be completed to alleviate any upstream bottlenecks. However, the CIP project 

on SW Silverstone Ave was not included in this model run to check if the improvement is still required with 

the additional flows being directed to the western trunkline.  

As shown in Figure 5, the portion of the planned 24-inch trunkline with 0.08% slopes surcharge and 

manholes begin to flood due to the additional development and their respective flows. Even with the flows 

diverted off the existing Silverstone Avenue trunkline to the western trunkline, there is a small segment that 

still has a d/D greater than 0.85. The model was rerun with the same pipe slopes, but the surcharging 

segments were upsized to 30-inch diameter pipes. Figure 6 displays the d/D results for this scenario with 

all the CIP projects as completed, including the CIP on the Silverstone Avenue trunkline. As shown in these 

results upsizing these pipes to 30-inch diameter provides sufficient capacity at a slope of 0.08%; however, 

this does reduce the pipe cover at the end of SW Vera Street to approximately 3.2 feet. Tables 7 and 8 

summarize pipe slope and depth assumptions for Alternative 1. 
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FIGURE 5: ALTERNATIVE 1 50-YEAR PHF DEPTH/DIAMETER WWFPS PIPE DIAMETERS 
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FIGURE 6: ALTERNATIVE 1 50-YEAR PHF DEPTH/DIAMETER WITH 2023 CIP PROJECTS 
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TABLE 7: ALTERNATIVE 1 PIPE SLOPE SUMMARY 

 

TABLE 8: ALTERNATIVE 1 DEPTH SUMMARY 

 

5.3.  ALTERNATIVE 2 EVALUATION 

Alternative 2 follows the same alignment as Alternative 1 from the WWTP headworks to the end of SW 

Vera Street. From this location, Alignment 2 continues due west to Highway 51 and then continues north 

along the same route as Alternative 1. Since this alternative is no longer routed to the southwest corner of 

the Blue Yonder West development, the invert of the Blue Yonder West lift station was checked and found 

sufficient to gravity flow west along Smith Road out to Highway 51 to the western trunkline – allowing the 

lift station to be displaced when the trunkline is constructed. It was also confirmed an 8-inch or larger sewer 

line can be routed from the end of SW Vera Street north to help service development 28. These service 

connections are displayed in Figure 7 but were not modeled. This alternative was evaluated similarly to 

Alternative 1A with 24- and 30-inch trunkline from the WWTP headworks to the end of SW Vera Street. 

Similar to Alternative 1, the 24-inch trunkline from the WWTP to the end of SW Vera Street surcharges with 

the increased flows from the additional development. A 30-inch trunkline does not surcharge and has a d/D 

less than 0.85. Figure 7 displays the 50-year PHF d/D with the 30-inch diameter pipe for conveyance. 

Tables 9 and 10 summarize pipe slope and depth assumptions for Alternative 2. 

Pipe Diameter 

(in)

Average Pipe 

Slope (%)

PHF per Model 

(gpm)

Minimum Slope for d/D 

Less Than 0.85 (%)

18 0.28% 1,580 0.12%

21 0.26% 2,890 0.18%

24 0.35% 3,300 0.12%

30 0.08% 5,480 0.08%

Item
Depth to Pipe 

Invert (ft)

Depth to Top of 

Pipe (ft)

Maximum 23.40 21.65

Minimum 5.72 3.22

Average 15.23 13.35
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FIGURE 7: ALTERNATIVE 2 50-YEAR PHF DEPTH/DIAMETER WITH 2023 CIP PROJECTS 

 

 

 

Docusign Envelope ID: 0CE5AC27-7016-8CFD-8309-FAD348B64286

Page 167 of 171



TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM | WESTERN TRUNKLINE STUDY 

CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME | 214010-036 17 

TABLE 9: ALTERNATIVE 2 PIPE SLOPE SUMMARY 

 

TABLE 10: ALTERNATIVE 2 DEPTH SUMMARY 

 

5.4.  ALTERNATIVE 3 EVALUATION 

Alternative 3 is routed due west from the WWTP headworks to Highway 51 and then continues north where 

it then follows the same path as the other alternative alignments. Due to the existing grade, this alignment 

cannot meet bury depth for approximately 3,800 feet, and for approximately 1,500 feet the pipe is expected 

to daylight above ground. Figure 8 displays the area where the alignment is unable to meet bury depth. 

Where the pipe is daylighting approximately 4-6 ft of vertical fill would be required to meet a minimum bury 

depth of 4 feet (red are in figure). Due to significant length where the pipe daylights and is unable to meet 

bury depth this alternative is not recommended and was not evaluated further. 

FIGURE 8: ALTERNATIVE 3 FILL REQUIRED FOR MIN BURY DEPTH 

 

Pipe Diameter 

(in)

Average Pipe 

Slope (%)

PHF per Model 

(gpm)

Minimum Slope for d/D 

Less Than 0.85 (%)

18 0.28% 1,580 0.12%

21 0.28% 2,900 0.18%

24 0.28% 3,300 0.11%

30 0.08% 5,480 0.08%

Item
Depth to Pipe 

Invert (ft)

Depth to Top of 

Pipe (ft)

Maximum 24.79 23.04

Minimum 5.72 3.22

Average 14.24 12.36
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6.  CONCLUSION 

Based on the evaluation completed for this study, both Alternative 1 and Alternative 2 are capable of serving 

as the long-term western trunkline alignment for the City’s western wastewater service area. Hydraulic 

modeling indicates that due to the additional anticipated development, under either alternative, the trunkline 

segment extending from the WWTP headworks to the end of SW Vera Street should be constructed as a 

30-inch diameter pipeline. A 24-inch pipeline in this reach was found to surcharge under the projected flows, 

while a 30-inch pipeline provides adequate conveyance capacity and maintains acceptable depth-to-

diameter ratios. 

Because both alternatives are technically feasible, the City should consider the timing and location of future 

development when selecting the preferred trunkline alignment. As development occurs, the alternative that 

most directly serves the areas developing first may provide the greatest opportunity to coordinate 

construction with private development. 

There are also multiple routing options for the trunkline between the WWTP headworks and SW Vera 

Street. Route D is the preferred option because Routes B and C cross private property where the owner 

has indicated they are unwilling to grant an easement for the proposed trunkline, while Route A would 

require construction through existing phases of the Fall Creek Development. 

Alternative 3 is not recommended because it cannot maintain the minimum required cover depth over a 

substantial portion of the alignment and would require significant fill to remain functional as a gravity sewer. 

Therefore, future planning for the western trunkline should focus on Alternatives 1 and 2, with the ultimate 

alignment selected based on development timing, funding opportunities, and constructability 

considerations. The City should consider requiring the first development along either of these two 

alignments to construct the trunkline, allowing the alignment to be driven by the timing of future 

development. 
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	Bleacher purchase Optimist Park

	7) Appoint Jimmy Schipani to complete the term previo
	Golf advisory August 2026

	8) Appoint Tiffany Mashburn to complete the term prev
	9) Approve write-offs for 2025-2026 in the amount of 
	WRITE OFF LIST

	10) Approve Addendum #1 for a Water Rate study with Cl
	Addendum #1 - Water Rate Study 08.20.26

	11) Approve Addendum #2 for a Wastewater Rate study wi
	Addendum #2 - Wastewater Rate Study 08.20.26
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	Summit
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	L2 County - City of Mountain Home 2026

	4) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding propo
	Memo- Resolution 25-2026R Golf Prize
	25-2026R - adopting tournament payout - August 2026


	 ORDINANCE
	1) Action Item: Ordinance #1824 adopting the Fiscal Y
	Ordinance 1824 Budget  FY26-27
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	1) Public Works staff report
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