
 
CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING 

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

Tuesday, May 26, 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  

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: Regular Planning and Zoning Commission Minutes — April 

21, 2026  
 2) Approval acceptance of minutes: Regular City Council Minutes — May 12, 2026 
 3) Bills from 5/13/2026 to 5/26/2026 in the amount of $1,131,624.02. 
 4) Treasurer's report for the period ending April 30, 2026 
 5) Approve the appointment of Markus Green to the Planning and Zoning Commission for a 4-

year term set to expire February 2030. 
 6) Approve the appointment of David Johnson to the Planning and Zoning Commission for a 4-

year term set to expire February 2030. 

OLD BUSINESS 
 1) Approve the consulting agreement with TischleBiseGalena, Inc., regarding City of Mountain 

Home Impact Fees and authorize the Mayor to sign. 

NEW BUSINESS 
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 1) Items removed from the Consent Agenda  
 2) Action Item: Discussion/Decision regarding the intergovernmental agreement between the City 

and Elmore County for development impact fees. 
 3) Action Item: Discussion/Decision to provide staff with direction regarding FY27 Civic group 

budget presentations. 
 4) Non-Action Item: Presentation regarding engineering.(Harjo) 

FINAL COMMENTS 

ADJOURN 

STAFF MEMO 
 1) Elmore County Domestic Violence Council - Spring update 
 2) Airport Advisory Committee — Frequency decision 
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##### 

Council Minutes – May 12, 2026 

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

HELD ON MAY 12th, 2026, AT 5:00 P.M. 
AT MOUNTAIN HOME CITY HALL CHAMBERS 

MOUNTAIN HOME, IDAHO 
 
#####  CALL MEETING TO ORDER/ESTABLISH A QUORUM 
 
#####  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 — April 28, 2026 
2) Bills from 4/29/2026 to 5/12/2026 in the amount of $329,849.47 

(Pulled from Consent Agenda and moved to New Business) 
3) Approve payroll for the period of 03/22/2026 to 04/21/2026 in the amount of $809,755.20 
4) Approve the drafted extension of the Franchise Agreement with the City of Mountain Home and Intermountain Gas 

Company. 
5) Approve and set a Public Hearing for June 9, 2026, regarding Miscellaneous Golf Fee 

(Pulled from Consent Agenda and moved to New Business) 
6) Approve the task order 035 agreement for Well 18 with Keller Associates, Inc., and authorize the Mayor to sign. 

(Pulled from Consent Agenda and moved to New Business) 
7) Approve the task order 036 agreement for Western Trunkline Study with Keller Associates, Inc., and authorize the Mayor to 

sign. 
(Pulled from Consent Agenda and moved to New Business) 

8) Approve Finding of Facts for a conditional use permit to operate a drive-up window located at 945 Airbase Road with 
conditions. 

9) Approve Finding of Facts for a conditional use permit to expand the Mountain Home High School administrative office 
located at 300 S. 11th East Street with conditions. 

10) Approve the Construction Agreement and FAA Grant Application for the upcoming FAA Airport Pavement Maintenance 
Project and authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign all related documents. 

11) Approve the agreement with Angelo Benedetti, LLC for the removal, recycling, and resurfacing of North 10th East Street and 
authorize the Mayor to sign. 
(Pulled from Consent Agenda and moved to New Business) 

12) Approve the consulting agreement with TischleBiseGalena, Inc., regarding City of Mountain Home Impact Fees and 
authorize the Mayor to sign. 
(Pulled from Consent Agenda and moved to New Business) 

13) Approve agreement with Forte to process CivicPlus payments for building services and authorize the Mayor to sign. 
14) Approve the airport hangar land lease with Kookaburra Kiwi LLC (Scott Riley), and authorize the Mayor to sign. 
15) Pass Resolution 17-2026R and authorize the Mayor and Clerk to sign. 
16) Approve staff to set a public hearing date to consider adopting a resolution or ordinance authorizing the filing of a Petition for 

Judicial Confirmation under the Idaho Judicial Confirmation Law to confirm the power of the City to construct and finance an 
open access fiber optic network #2. 
(Pulled from Consent Agenda and moved to New Business) 

 
#####  OLD BUSINESS 

1) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding the letter of engagement with Sorren CPAs for FY26 auditing 
services, and authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the required documents. 

2) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding task order amendment with Keller Associates, Inc., and 
authorize the Mayor to sign. 

 
#####  NEW BUSINESS 

1) Items removed from the Consent Agenda 
2) Action Item: Discussion/Decision regarding the recommendation from the Golf Advisory Committee 

recommending the position of Golf Professional be established and hired as a City employee. 
3) Action Item: Discussion/Decision regarding the recommendation from the Golf Advisory Committee 

recommending that the City owns and operates the Golf Course Pro Shops under the guidance and expertise 
of the Golf Pro/Director of Golf. 

4) Action Item: Discussion/Decision regarding the recommendation from the Golf Advisory Committee 
recommending the adoption of the ForeUp Golf Management Software system for Golf Course operations. 

5) Action Item: Discussion/Decision regarding the ForeUp Golf Management Software system agreement and 
execution of documents. 

6) Action Item: Discussion/Decision regarding the termination of the existing Golf Management System 
software Zin. 

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

Council Minutes – May 12, 2026 

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

HELD ON MAY 12th, 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 May 12, 2026. A quorum was established with Councilmember Harjo, Councilmember Wirkkala, 
Councilmember McCarthy, Councilmember Sanders, and Mayor Sykes being present. 
 
 Mayor Sykes requested an amendment to the agenda to add Executive Session 74-206(1)(b).  
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala made a motion to create an action item under new business to appoint two appointees to P&Z due to Item 
Number 12 on the Consent agenda. 
 
 There was discussion regarding the appointment of two applicants to serve alongside the Planning and Zoning Commission on the 
impact fee committee.  
 

Councilmember Wirkkala stated the appointments should have already been brought forward for Council approval. 
 
Mayor Sykes explained he was waiting for recommendations from the Planning and Zoning Commission, and expressed frustration 

with being asked to make appointments immediately without first discussing the applicants with others involved in the process. 
 
Paul Fitzer, City Attorney, clarified that the Mayor appoints members, and the Council confirms those appointments. 
 

 Councilmember McCarthy seconded the motion.  
 
 Councilmember McCarthy asked for clarification on where the executive session would be added. 
 
 Mayor Sykes said after the meeting. 
 
 Tiffany Belt, City Clerk, asked for clarification that Councilmember McCarthy was seconding the motion made by Councilmember 
Wirkkala, as well as the request for Executive session.  
 
 The vote goes as follows: Councilmember Sanders, aye; Councilmember McCarthy, aye; Councilmember Wirkkala, aye; 
Councilmember Harjo, aye. The motion passed unanimously.   
 
RECOGNIZING PERSONS IN THE AUDIENCE 
 
 James Newton spoke about fiber and his support of LID #2 and asked the Council if they did not plan to move forward with City fiber, 
what their alternative plan was. 
 
 Rachel Summers, Mountain Home Irrigation District Secretary, extended an invitation to the Mayor and Council to visit the tunnels 
and see the irrigation system. 
 
 Dara Corvus expressed concerns about the impacts of rising agricultural costs, community growth, pedestrian safety, ADA 
accessibility, and the need for improved sidewalks, signage, and public infrastructure. 
 
 Rod Dudley questioned why a nonprofit organization was denied use of the Railroad Park LED sign after previously being allowed 
access. He requested clearer policies outlining what qualifies as a nonprofit community event and who may use the publicly owned sign. 
 
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 Sanders said he had contact with Terri Manduca, Nicolas Gajan, John Cristobal, and Paris Dickerson, as well as 
several City staff, but none were a conflict of interest. 
 
 Councilmember Harjo stated he received an email from Nicolas Gajan. 
 
 Councilmember McCarthy also received an email from Nicolas Gajan. 
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala said she spoke with Becky Garvey, Nicolas Gajan, John Cristobal, and Paris Dickerson from Idaho Power. 
 
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 Councilmember or citizen may request an item be removed from the Consent Agenda 
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Council Minutes – May 12, 2026 

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 — April 28, 2026 
2) Bills from 4/29/2026 to 5/12/2026 in the amount of $329,849.47 
3) Approve payroll for the period of 03/22/2026 to 04/21/2026 in the amount of $809,755.20 
4) Approve the drafted extension of the Franchise Agreement with the City of Mountain Home and 

Intermountain Gas Company. 
5) Approve and set a Public Hearing for June 9, 2026, regarding Miscellaneous Golf Fee 
6) Approve the task order 035 agreement for Well 18 with Keller Associates, Inc., and authorize the Mayor to 

sign. 
7) Approve the task order 036 agreement for Western Trunkline Study with Keller Associates, Inc., and 

authorize the Mayor to sign. 
8) Approve Finding of Facts for a conditional use permit to operate a drive-up window located at 945 Airbase 

Road with conditions. 
9) Approve Finding of Facts for a conditional use permit to expand the Mountain Home High School 

administrative office located at 300 S. 11th East Street with conditions. 
10) Approve the Construction Agreement and FAA Grant Application for the upcoming FAA Airport Pavement 

Maintenance Project and authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign all related documents. 
11) Approve the agreement with Angelo Benedetti, LLC for the removal, recycling, and resurfacing of North 10th 

East Street and authorize the Mayor to sign. 
12) Approve the consulting agreement with TischleBiseGalena, Inc., regarding City of Mountain Home Impact 

Fees and authorize the Mayor to sign. 
13) Approve agreement with Forte to process CivicPlus payments for building services and authorize the Mayor 

to sign. 
14) Approve the airport hangar land lease with Kookaburra Kiwi LLC (Scott Riley), and authorize the Mayor to 

sign. 
15) Pass Resolution 17-2026R and authorize the Mayor and Clerk to sign. 
16) Approve staff to set a public hearing date to consider adopting a resolution or ordinance authorizing the filing 

of a Petition for Judicial Confirmation under the Idaho Judicial Confirmation Law to confirm the power of the 
City to construct and finance an open access fiber optic network #2. 

 
Councilmember Sanders requested that Items 2, 5, 11, and 16 be pulled for discussion. 
 
Councilmember Wirkkala requested that Items 6 and 12 be pulled. 
 
Councilmember McCarthy requested that Item 7 be pulled. 
 
Councilmember Harjo made a motion to pass the Consent agenda as printed, pulling Items 2, 5, 6, 7, 11, 12, and 16. 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. 
 
OLD BUSINESS 
 

1) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding the letter of engagement with Sorren CPAs for FY26 auditing services, and authorize 
the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the required documents. 

 
 Councilmember McCarthy made a motion to approve the letter of engagement with Sorren CPAs for FY26 auditing services, and 

authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the required documents. Councilmember Harjo seconded the motion. The vote goes as follows: 
Councilmember McCarthy, aye; Councilmember Wirkkala, aye; Councilmember Harjo, aye; Councilmember Sanders, aye. The motion passed 
unanimously. 

 
2) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding task order amendment with Keller Associates, Inc., and authorize the Mayor to sign. 
 

  Councilmember Harjo said he believed this was originally tabled until the Public Works Director and engineers could answer some 
questions.  
 
 Councilmember McCarthy requested clarification on the scope and cost of consultant services related to water, wastewater, and 
development services. 
 
 Chris Curtis, Public Works Director, invited James Bledsoe and Jordan Crane with Keller Associates to join the discussion. He 
continued to explain that the purpose of the task orders was based primarily on ongoing growth throughout the City. 
 
 James Bledsoe explained that the consultant services were primarily on-call support for recurring permits, reports, and development-
related needs. He stated costs varied depending on workload and noted the services helped protect the City’s interests by preventing costly 
infrastructure mistakes. 
 
 Chris Curtis explained that consultant invoices were broken down by project and that some costs were recovered through 
development review fees. He stated staff was working to better track expenses and evaluate whether fee increases may be needed to offset 
costs associated with new development reviews. 
 
 Jordan Crane stated the consultant services budget had not been increased in approximately two years and that some responsibilities 
were now being handled in-house.  
 

James Bledsoe added that consultant costs could decrease over time as the City expands staff capacity, though some engineering 
services would still be required. 
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Councilmember McCarthy questioned how consultant and development-related costs aligned with the City’s slower-than-expected 
growth rate. He asked whether ongoing development review expenses reflected projects occurring behind the scenes, noting he had not seen 
many recent development items coming before Planning and Zoning. 

 
Chris Curtis explained that many consultant review costs were tied to ongoing phased developments, which had already been 

approved, including projects such as Blue Yonder, Fall Creek, and Thunderbolt Landing. He noted each phase required additional review, and 
development activity continued behind the scenes as projects progressed. 

 
Councilmember Harjo thanked the consultants for their work and emphasized that development reviews involved significant 

engineering analysis tied to infrastructure planning and phased subdivision requirements. He stated the work helped protect the City’s long-
term infrastructure interests and required professional expertise. 

 
Councilmember Harjo made a motion to approve the task order amendment with Keller Associates, Inc., and authorize the Mayor to 

sign. Councilmember Sanders seconded the motion. The vote goes as follows: Councilmember Wirkkala; nay, Councilmember Sanders; nay, 
Councilmember Harjo; aye, Councilmember McCarthy; nay. The motion failed by majority vote.  

 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
 1) Items removed from the Consent Agenda  
 

2) Bills from 4/29/2026 to 5/12/2026 in the amount of $329,849.47 
 
Councilmember Sanders raised concerns about golf merchandise purchases being charged to a line item without a dedicated 

expenditure budget. He proposed reallocating funds from several existing golf-related budget lines to cover the expense and recommended 
transferring future related revenue into contingency to avoid similar issues. 

 
Councilmember Wirkkala opposed using taxpayer funds to cover the golf merchandise expense and provided background on a 

related Idaho Power co-op budget line. She explained that the City includes anticipated grant and co-op amounts in the budget even if funds 
are not guaranteed, and stated she had concerns about how the Idaho Power contribution was represented and whether conditions were 
attached to it. 

 
Councilmember Sanders disagreed with including unconfirmed grant funding in the budget, stating Idaho law allows the budget to be 

reopened if grants are later received. He stated the golf merchandise bill had already been paid and the remaining issue was determining how 
to properly allocate the expense. 

 
Councilmember Wirkkala clarified that the golf merchandise bill had not been paid because it was removed from the consent agenda, 

stating the Council was not obligated to approve the payment. 
 
Councilmember Sanders stated he believed the golf merchandise purchase was inappropriate and outside established Council 

policies and budget authority. He recommended returning the items, if possible, until the matter could be properly addressed through the 
appropriate process. 

 
Councilmember McCarthy agreed with Councilmember Sanders in this was an inappropriate purchase and with Councilmember 

Wirkkala that he did not agree with the taxpayer money being used on the golf pro shop.  
 
Mayor Sykes stated he had consulted with legal counsel before approving the golf merchandise purchase and believed it complied 

with purchasing policy. He explained the intent was to support youth golf programming and provide equipment for use at the golf course while 
the Council determined the long-term direction for golf operations. 

 
Councilmember Sanders stated he supported the golf course but believed the purchase was made before the Council had finalized 

direction. He said the process and budget authority should have been followed first. 
 
Councilmember Sanders asked that golf staff return the merchandise and provide the information to Council to address appropriate 

action, and have budget line 45-156-10-52 shifted to contingency. 
 
Councilmember McCarthy made a motion to approve the bills from 4/29/2026 to 5/12/2026 pulling the $4900.06. Councilmember 

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

 
5) Approve and set a Public Hearing for June 9, 2026, regarding Miscellaneous Golf Fee 
 
Councilmember Sanders made a motion to indefinitely table the approval and setting of a Public Hearing. Councilmember McCarthy 

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

 
6) Approve the task order 035 agreement for Well 18 with Keller Associates, Inc., and authorize the Mayor to sign. 
 
Councilmember Wirkkala asked James Bledsoe and Jordan Crane to come back up to discuss a proposed task order related to the 

City’s water system capacity.  
 
Councilmember Harjo stated that multiple infrastructure issues were affecting the City at the same time and noted prior studies had 

identified the need for action on both water and wastewater systems. He then asked whether the City currently held sufficient water rights to 
support a future well and whether there were any time requirements associated with putting those water rights into use. 

 
There was discussion about the City’s water capacity planning after Well #17 came online. Councilmember McCarthy questioned 

why the City was nearing planning thresholds again, and James Bledsoe explained that while the new well increased capacity, additional 
infrastructure planning was still needed for future growth. 

 
There was discussion regarding future water supply planning and potential locations for Well #18.  
 
Councilmember Harjo referenced the City’s declining balance report and discussed planning thresholds, forecasting future demand, 
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and the importance of beginning infrastructure planning before capacity limits are reached.  
 
James Bledsoe explained that planning typically begins when systems reach 85% capacity. 
 
Chris Curtis confirmed the City had identified alternate well locations if needed. 
 
Councilmember Harjo made a motion to approve the task order 035 agreement for Well 18 with Keller Associates, Inc., and authorize 

the Mayor to sign. There being no second the motion dies. 
 
Councilmember Harjo emphasized the importance of investing in public infrastructure before capacity issues become critical. He 

asked fellow Councilmembers to explain any concerns with moving forward on the proposed task order. 
 
Councilmember Wirkkala questioned whether the City should continue using the same engineering firm for all water and wastewater 

projects and suggested looking at other options to ensure the best value for taxpayers. 
 
There was discussion regarding the City’s water capacity planning and the use of engineering consultants.  
 
Councilmember McCarthy questioned why the City was only now moving forward with additional planning if the issue had been 

developing over time and expressed support for considering competitive qualifications and project completion timelines.  
 
James Bledsoe explained that reaching 85% capacity was a planning threshold rather than an emergency and discussed how 

engineering selection and fee negotiations are handled under Idaho law. 
 
There was discussion regarding how to proceed with the item after no second was made to the motion and Mayor Sykes clarified 

the item would simply be dropped before moving on to the next agenda item. 
 
7) Approve the task order 036 agreement for Western Trunkline Study with Keller Associates, Inc., and authorize the Mayor to sign. 
 
Councilmember Harjo made a motion to approve the task order 036 agreement for Western Trunkline Study with Keller Associates, 

Inc., and authorize the Mayor to sign. Councilmember Wirkkala seconded the motion while asking for further discussion.  
 
There was discussion regarding future wastewater infrastructure planning and projected growth on the west side of the City. It was 

explained that updated development projections could affect the size and alignment of future trunk lines and emphasized the importance of 
long-term planning to avoid costly infrastructure issues later.  

 
Councilmember Wirkkala clarified that the discussion involved future projections rather than an immediate infrastructure problem. 
 
There was discussion regarding long-term wastewater trunk line planning and potential routing through private property. 
 
Councilmember McCarthy questioned whether future infrastructure plans depended on landowner approval. 
 
James Bledsoe explained that the proposed route followed the most practical topography to avoid additional lift stations while still 

allowing for alternate options if needed. 
 
Mayor Sykes reminded the Council there had been a motion and a second and called for the question. The vote goes as follows: 

Councilmember Sanders; aye, Councilmember McCarthy; nay, Councilmember Wirkkala; nay, Councilmember Harjo; aye. The vote being a tie, 
Mayor Sykes votes aye. The motion passes by majority vote.  

 
11) Approve the agreement with Angelo Benedetti, LLC for the removal, recycling, and resurfacing of North 10th East Street and 

authorize the Mayor to sign. 
 
There was discussion between Councilmember Sanders and Chris Curtis regarding a proposed street resurfacing project and its 

placement within the City’s Capital Improvement Plan.  
 
Chris Curtis stated the project had been identified in the CIP for several years and described it as a practical project to complete with 

available funding. He clarified the item was a contract for resurfacing services rather than the purchase of materials or equipment. 
 
Councilmember Sanders, Councilmember Wirkkala, and Councilmember McCarthy all expressed their concerns regarding the 

proposal and their desires to see the project go out for local bidding.  
 
Councilmember Sanders made a motion to deny the request and instead go out for bidding as per the City’s purchasing policy. 

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

 
12) Approve the consulting agreement with TischleBiseGalena, Inc., regarding City of Mountain Home Impact Fees and authorize the 

Mayor to sign. 
 
Councilmember Wirkkala stated she pulled the item from the consent agenda because she wanted the Council to first appoint two 

members to the Planning and Zoning/Impact Fee Committee before approving the consulting agreement. She questioned whether the Council 
was moving forward before the committee had been established. 

 
Councilmember McCarthy stated he wanted the Council to follow through with appointing two additional members to the committee 

before moving forward with the consulting agreement.  
 
There was a discussion between Mayor Sykes and Councilmember Wirkkala regarding the timing of the consulting agreement and 

the appointment of two additional members to the P&Z DIFAC committee. 
 
Councilmember Sanders said he would offer a compromise of passing the item but not move forward with any work until the 

members are appointed.  
 
There was discussion regarding the appointment of additional members to the Planning and Zoning/Impact Fee Committee.  
 
Tiffany Belt suggested appointing one applicant that evening based on prior legal recommendations and stated that could satisfy part 

of the Council’s earlier direction. 
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Councilmember Harjo stated he understood the desire to appoint members that evening, but noted the item was not publicly noticed 
on the agenda. He expressed concern about making appointments without first contacting applicants and stated he believed the matter should 
follow the normal public process. 

 
Tiffany Belt stated on the staff level, the agreement could wait until the May 26 meeting agenda if needed. 
 
Mayor Sykes tabled the agreement until the next meeting.  
 
16) Approve staff to set a public hearing date to consider adopting a resolution or ordinance authorizing the filing of a Petition for 

Judicial Confirmation under the Idaho Judicial Confirmation Law to confirm the power of the City to construct and finance an open access fiber 
optic network #2. 
 
 Councilmember Sanders thanked Chris Curtis for providing clarification regarding budget questions and noted concerns about future 
bandwidth costs tied to expanding fiber service subscriptions. He stated that as the number of subscribers grows, the City may face increasing 
bandwidth expenses that will require ongoing budget monitoring. 
 
 Mayor Sykes stated the City was continuing to evaluate bandwidth usage and future costs associated with the fiber network. He 
noted staff were reviewing whether certain users or multi-unit properties were consuming disproportionate bandwidth and how that could affect 
future budgeting and service planning. 
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala discussed concerns about how fiber network funds were being separated and tracked between new 
development fiber, City-owned fiber, and Fiber LID #1. She questioned how Fiber LID #1 could remain self-supporting if the account was 
overdrawn and asked how expenses were being allocated between the different fiber categories. 
 
 Paula Szafranski, City Treasurer, explained that Fiber LID #1 was tracked separately within its own budget line on the Treasurer’s 
Report and stated that LID payments were being used to repay Columbia Bank. She clarified that the LID was paying for itself and was not 
being funded through the general fiber account. 
 
 Tiffany Belt clarified that Fiber LID #1 was a completed local improvement district construction project with its own separate funding 
account. She explained that the construction costs were approved upfront and paid back by the property owners through assessments, while 
ongoing fiber service and bandwidth costs are covered separately through utility billing for operations and maintenance. 
 

Councilmember Wirkkala stated she supported residents having the choice to use fiber service if it could pay for itself, but expressed 
concerns about how costs and equipment were being shared between the City’s utility system and the public fiber network. She also reiterated 
concerns about the government operating services that compete with the private sector. 
 
 Councilmember Sanders stated his earlier comments were intended to highlight the need for careful budgeting as fiber bandwidth 
costs continue to change.  
 
 Councilmember McCarthy asked for clarification the item at hand was to just set a public hearing, not the actual confirmation. 
 
 Tiffany Belt explained that the City would need to schedule a public hearing and adopt a resolution or ordinance before seeking 
judicial confirmation for an opt-in fiber network expansion. 
 
 Councilmember Harjo made a motion to approve staff to set a public hearing date to consider adopting a resolution or ordinance 
authorizing the filing of a Petition for Judicial Confirmation under the Idaho Judicial Confirmation Law to confirm the power of the City to 
construct and finance an open access fiber optic network #2. Councilmember Sanders second the motion. The vote goes as follows: 
Councilmember Sanders; aye, Councilmember McCarthy; aye, Councilmember Wirkkala; aye, Councilmember Harjo; aye. The motion passed 
unanimously. 
 
End of Items removed from the Consent Agenda 
 
 2) Action Item: Discussion/Decision to add two appointees to Planning & Zoning. 
   
 Councilmember Wirkkala referenced the earlier discussion with Mayor Sykes regarding contacting the five applicants for the two 
P&Z/DIFCA seats to ask whether they were willing to serve on both the Impact Fee Committee and Planning and Zoning Commission. She 
stated she would be open to holding a special meeting or waiting until the next regular meeting to complete the appointments. 
 
 Councilmember Sanders stated if there was to be a Special Meeting called on Friday, he would have to join via calling in. 
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala made a motion for the Mayor to contact the five individuals tomorrow that applied for the impact fee 
committee to ask to see if they want to also be part of the PNZ Commission, then put the two recommendations on the next City Council 
meeting. Councilmember Sanders seconded the motion. The vote goes as follows: Councilmember Harjo; aye, Councilmember Wirkkala; aye, 
Councilmember McCarthy; aye, Councilmember Sanders; aye. The motion passed unanimously. 
 

1.0) Action Item: Discussion/Decision regarding the recommendation from the Golf Advisory Committee recommending that the 
position of Golf Professional be established and hired as a City employee. 
 
 Councilmember Sanders made a motion to indefinitely table the recommendation from the Golf Advisory Committee. Councilmember 
McCarthy seconded the motion. The vote goes as follows: Councilmember Sanders; aye, Councilmember McCarthy; aye, Councilmember 
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Wirkkala; aye, Councilmember Harjo; aye. The motion passed unanimously.  
 
 2) Action Item: Discussion/Decision regarding the recommendation from the Golf Advisory Committee recommending that the City 
owns and operates the Golf Course Pro Shops under the guidance and expertise of the Golf Pro/Director of Golf.  
 
 Councilmember Sanders made a motion to indefinitely table the recommendation from the Golf Advisory Committee. Councilmember 
McCarthy seconded the motion. The vote goes as follows: Councilmember McCarthy; aye, Councilmember Harjo; aye, Councilmember 
Sanders; aye, Councilmember Wirkkala; aye. The motion passed unanimously. 

 
 3) Action Item: Discussion/Decision regarding the recommendation from the Golf Advisory Committee recommending the adoption 
of the ForeUp Golf Management Software system for Golf Course operations. 
 
 There was a lengthy discussion regarding different golf software systems that had been looked into versus the current system that 
was outdated as well as additional systems for golf course technology for GPS and messaging systems for the golf carts. There was also 
discussion on how the ForeUp system functions and costs associated compared to current costs. 
 
 Councilmember Sanders made a motion to approve the recommendation from the Golf Advisory Committee recommending the 
adoption of the ForeUp Golf Management Software system for Golf Course operations.  
 
 There was a discussion regarding how to proceed with the recommendation for the ForeUp golf management system.  
 

Councilmember Wirkkala stated she wanted additional time to review the financial information before deciding.  
 

Councilmember Sanders clarified that his motion was intended to acknowledge receipt of the recommendation and allow the Council 
more time to study it without taking final action.  
 

Councilmember Harjo asked for clarification on whether that approach meant the recommendation was effectively being tabled for 
further review. 

 
Councilmember Sanders clarified that his motion would have the same effect as tabling the item for further review and delaying final 

action until the Council had more time to evaluate the information. 
 
Mayor Sykes reminded the Council there had been a motion and asked if there was a second. 
 
Councilmember McCarthy stated he understood Councilmember Sanders’ intent but felt formally tabling the item until the next 

meeting would provide clearer direction for further consideration. 
 
Paul Fitzer stated that the Council members were effectively proposing the same outcome and noted that everyone agreed on 

delaying action for further review. 
 
Councilmember McCarthy seconded the motion. The vote goes as follows: Councilmember Sanders; aye, McCarty; aye, 

Councilmember Wirkkala; aye, Councilmember Harjo; aye. The motion passed unanimously. 
 

4) Action Item: Discussion/Decision regarding the ForeUp Golf Management Software system agreement and execution of 
documents. 

 
Councilmember Sanders stated he supported moving forward with the new golf management software after reviewing the proposal 

and comparing it to the current system. He said he believed the change would improve golf course operations both immediately and long term. 
 
Councilmember Harjo asked whether ForeUp would replace both the current Zen software and GolfNow.  
 
Chris Eastman, Seasonal Golf Professional, explained that ForeUp would replace Zen while continuing to integrate with GolfNow for 

online tee-time bookings, and stated that ForeUp offered additional scheduling and tee sheet management capabilities that were not available 
in the current system. 

 
There was discussion regarding the capabilities of the ForeUp golf management system and its relationship with GolfNow.  
 
Tiffany Belt explained that the City uses GolfNow primarily for advertising and attracting golfers from outside the local area. She 

stated that staff's main concern was replacing the outdated Zen system, and that if the Council wished to discontinue GolfNow, staff could bring 
that option forward for consideration at a future meeting. 

 
Councilmember Sanders made a motion to approve the ForeUp Golf Management Software system agreement and execution of 

documents. Councilmember Harjo seconded the motion.  
 
Councilmember Wirkkala said she needed more time to review the information and research that had been discussed, noting that 

some supporting materials were not included in her packet. 
 
Councilmember Harjo stated that his concerns came from researching ForeUp’s available features and integrations. He noted that 
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ForeUp is a comprehensive software suite and questioned whether the City should continue using other systems that provide similar services. 
 
The vote goes as follows: Councilmember Harjo; aye, Councilmember Wirkkala; abstain, Councilmember McCarthy; aye; 

Councilmember Sanders; aye. The motion passed unanimously. 
 
5) Action Item: Discussion/Decision regarding the termination of the existing Golf Management Software system Zin. 
 
Councilmember Harjo made a motion to approve the termination of the existing Golf Management Software system Zin. 

Councilmember Sanders seconded the motion.  
 
Tiffany Belt asked the record reflect that there was a typo, it should be sZen. 
 
The vote goes as follows: Councilmember McCarthy, aye; Councilmember Wirkkala, abstain; Councilmember Harjo, aye; 

Councilmember Sanders, aye. The motion passed unanimously.  
 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 

1) Pursuant to Idaho Code Section 74-206(1)(b)- To consider the evaluation, dismissal or disciplining of, or to hear complaints or 
charges brought against, a public officer, employee, staff member or individual agent, or public school student. 

 
 Councilmember Harjo made a motion to enter into Executive Session Pursuant to Idaho Code Section 74-206(1)(b). Councilmember 
Wirkkala seconded the motion. The vote goes as follows: Councilmember Wirkkala; aye, Councilmember Harjo; aye, Councilmember McCarthy; 
aye, Councilmember Sanders; aye. The motion passed unanimously.  
 
 The Council went into Executive Session at 7:18 P.M. 
 
 The Council came out of Executive Session at 8:11 P.M. 
 
FINAL COMMENTS 
 
 There were no final comments.  

 
ADJOURN 
 
 There being no further business to come before the Council, the meeting was adjourned at 8:11 p.m. by orders from Mayor Sykes. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

       ___________________________________   
       Rich Sykes , Mayor  
 
  
 
 
ATTEST:  _______________________________ 
         Tiffany Belt, City Clerk 
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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 

 

 
May 21, 2026  

 

Subject: Action Item: Appointment to Planning and Zoning Commission 

Meeting Date: May 26, 2026 

 

City Councilmembers, 

After careful consideration and conversations with all applicants, I respectfully recommend 
the appointment of Markus Green and David Johnson to serve on the Planning and Zoning 
Commission. 

Both individuals have expressed a willingness to serve the community and to bring valuable 
perspectives on land use, development, impact fees, and long-range planning within the City 
of Mountain Home. Their service will support the Commission’s role in reviewing land-use 
applications, making recommendations to the City Council, and helping to guide orderly 
growth and development in accordance with City Code. 

In accordance with applicable City Code provisions, these appointments are subject to 
confirmation by the City Council. 

Requested Action: 

Approve the Mayor’s recommendation to appoint Marcus Green and David Johnson to the 
Planning and Zoning Commission for four-year terms for four (4) year terms set to expire in 
February 2030. 

Respectfully, 

 

Mayor Rich Sykes 
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CONSULTANT AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN TISCHLERBISEGALENA, INC. AND  

THE CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME 

 
THIS AGREEMENT, entered into this ______ day of __________, 2026, by and between the City of 
Mountain Home hereinafter called the “City”, and TischlerBiseGalena, Inc., hereinafter called the 
“Consultant”. 
 
WHEREAS the City is in need of certain impact fee services; and 
 
WHEREAS the Consultant has expertise in the preparation of impact fees and related infrastructure 
finance studies. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, IN CONSIDERATION OF THE COVENANTS HEREIN CONTAINED, and for other good 
and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged by each party 
to the other, it is hereby agreed as follows: 
 
1. The Consultant shall provide those services to the City as more particularly identified in the 
attached Exhibit “A”. 
 
2. In performing the services identified in the attached Exhibit “A”, the Consultant shall perform all 
steps necessary to the full and effective performance of the tasks specifically referenced in Exhibit “A”.   
 
3. Consultant shall provide sufficient qualified personnel to perform all services as required herein, 
including but not limited to inspections and preparation of reports, as reasonably requested by 
representatives of the City. 
 
4.  The Consultant shall base the analysis on data and information available at the time of the 
study. 
 
5. (A) The term of this agreement shall be from the date of execution of the Agreement, and shall 
terminate upon the completion of the appropriate tasks specified in Exhibit “A”.   
 
 (B)  Notwithstanding the foregoing, this Agreement may be terminated by the City upon ten (10) 

days written notice, with or without cause.  If this Agreement is terminated, the Consultant shall be paid 

for services performed to the date of Consultant’s receipt of such termination notice. 

 
6. Any notices to be given by either party to the other must be in writing, and personally delivered 
or mailed by prepaid postage and certified mail, at the following address: 
 
City: Rich Sykes, 160 S. 3rd East Mountain Home Idaho, 83647. 

 
Consultant: Colin McAweeney, TischlerBiseGalena, 999 W Main St Suite 100, Boise, ID 83702.  
 
7. This Agreement is non-assignable by the Consultant and its subcontractors. 
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8. The City shall pay to Consultant the amounts indicated in Exhibit “B” for those appropriate tasks 

identified in Exhibit “A”. Invoices will be issued by the Consultant to the City on a percentage completion 

basis.  Payment will be made by the City within 30 days of receipt of invoice. 

9. This Agreement shall be construed under the laws of Idaho. 
 
10. This Agreement and Exhibits “A” and “B” represent the entire and integrated Agreement 
between the City and the Consultant and supersede all prior negotiations, representations, or 
agreements, either written or oral.  This Agreement may be amended only by written instrument signed 
by both the City and the Consultant.  Written and signed amendments shall automatically become part 
of the Agreement, and shall supersede any inconsistent provision therein; provided, however, that any 
apparent inconsistency shall be resolved, if possible, by construing the provisions as mutually 
complementary and supplementary. 
 
11. In the event any provision of the Agreement shall be held to be invalid and unenforceable, the 
remaining provisions shall be valid and binding upon the parties.  One or more waivers by either party of 
any provisions, terms, conditions, or covenant shall not be construed by the other party as a subsequent 
breach of the same by the other party.   
 
12. The Consultant shall secure and maintain during the life of this Agreement, insurance coverage 
which shall include comprehensive general and automobile liability in the amount of at least 
$1,000,000.00 coverage with an insurer acceptable to the City.  Consultant shall also maintain errors and 
omissions insurance in the amount of at least $250,000.00 for the duration of the contract and a period 
of two years after completion of the contract.  Consultant shall provide the City with proof of such 
insurance in a form acceptable to City upon request. 

 
13. No oral orders, objection, claim, or notice by any party to the other shall affect or modify any of 
the terms or obligations contained in the Agreement, and none of the provisions of this Agreement shall 
be held to be waived or modified by reason of any act whatsoever, other than by a definitely agreed 
waiver or modification thereof in writing.  No evidence of modification or waiver other than evidence of 
any such written notice, waiver, or modifications shall be introduced in any proceeding. 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused the Agreement to be signed by their duly authorized 
representatives as of the ______ day of __________, 2026. 
 
 
CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME     CONSULTANT 
 
 
___________________________    ___________________________ 
Rich Sykes       Colin McAweeney 
Mayor        Western Region Manager 
City of Mountain Home      TischlerBiseGalena, Inc. 
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EXHIBIT A 

The following scope of work provides detailed steps to ensure this project is completed successfully and 

meets the legal requirements for impact fees, based on the State’s enabling legislation, as well as 

national case law.  

TASK 1: PROJECT INITIATION / DATA ACQUISITION 

During this task, we will meet with City staff to establish lines of communication, review and discuss 

project goals and expectations related to the project, review (and revise if necessary) the project 

schedule, request data and documentation related to new proposed development, and discuss staff’s 

role in the project. The objectives of this initial discussion are outlined below. Furthermore, our previous 

2021 and 2026 impact fee efforts with the City of Mountain Home will expedite the data gathering 

phase. 

• Obtain and review current demographics and other land use information for the city  

• Review and refine work plan and schedule  

• Assess additional information needs and required staff support 

• Identify and collect data and documents relevant to the analysis 

Meetings:  

• One on-site visit to meet with Planning, Police, Fire, Parks, Streets project staff. 

• One on-site presentation to City Council introducing the study and impact fee education. 

Deliverables: 

• Data request memorandum (prepared in advance of meeting). 
 

TASK 2: PREPARE LAND USE ASSUMPTIONS AND DEVELOPMENT PROJECTIONS 

The purpose of this task is to review and understand the current demographics of the City and 

determine the likely development future for the City in terms of new population, housing units, 

employment, and nonresidential building area over the next 10-20 years. Information from the City, as 

well as other regional/State sources, may serve as the basis for preparing projections for residential and 

nonresidential development for consideration by staff and the Impact Fee Advisory Committee. Our 

previous experience in Elmore County will provide further insight into development in Mountain Home. 

Our Team will prepare a plan that includes projections of changes in land uses, densities, intensities, and 

population.   

Meetings: 

• Discussions with staff will be held as part of Task 1, as well as conference calls as needed.  

Deliverables: 

• TischlerBiseGalena will prepare a draft Technical Memorandum discussing the recommended 

land use factors and projections. After review and sign-off by the City, a final memorandum will 

be issued, which will become part of the final Impact Fee Report and Capital Improvement 

Plans. 
 

TASK 3: DETERMINE CAPITAL FACILITY NEEDS AND SERVICE LEVELS 

This Task as well as Tasks 4-7 may vary somewhat depending on the methodology applied to the impact 

fee components. 
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Identify Facilities/Costs Eligible for Impact Fee Funding. As an essential part of the nexus analysis, 

TischlerBiseGalena will evaluate the impact of development on the need for additional facilities, by type, 

and identify costs eligible for impact fee funding. Elements of the analysis include: 

• Review facility plans, fixed asset inventories, and other documents establishing the relationship 

between development and facility needs by type. 

• Identify planned facilities, vehicles, equipment, and other capital components eligible for impact 

fee funding. 

• Prepare forecast of relevant capital facility needs. 

• Adjust costs as needed to reflect other funding sources. 

As part of calculating the fee, the City may include the construction contract price; the cost of acquiring 

land, improvements, materials, and fixtures; the cost for planning, surveying, and engineering fees for 

services provided for and directly related to the construction system improvement; and debt service 

charges, if the City might use impact fees as a revenue stream to pay the principal and interest on 

bonds, notes or other obligations issued to finance the cost of system improvements. All of these 

components will be considered in developing an equitable allocation of costs.  

Identify Appropriate Level of Service (LOS) Standards. We will review needs analyses and LOS for each 

facility type. Activities related to this Task include:  

• Apply defined service standards to data on future development to identify the impacts of 

development on facility and other capital needs. This will include discussions with staff of the 

existing versus adopted LOS, as appropriate.  

• Ascertain and evaluate the actual demand factors (measures of impact) that generate the need 

for each type of facility to be addressed in the study. 

• Identify actual existing service levels for each facility type. This is typically expressed in the 

number of demand units served.  

• Define service standards to be used in the impact fee analysis. 

Meetings: 

• One meeting with Police, Fire, Parks, and Streets staff to discuss capital facility needs and levels 

of service. 

Deliverables: 

•  Memoranda as appropriate. Results integrated into Draft/Final Impact Fee Report. 

 

TASK 4: EVALUATE DIFFERENT ALLOCATION METHODOLOGIES   

There are three basic methodologies that can be applied in the calculation of impact fees are the plan-

based, incremental expansion, and cost-recovery approaches. Selection of the particular methodology for 

each component of the impact fee will depend on which is most beneficial for the City. In a number of 

cases, we will prepare the impact fees using several methodologies and will discuss the trade-offs with 

the City. This allows the utilization of a combination of methodologies within one fee category. For 

instance, a plan-based approach may be appropriate for a new building while an incremental approach 

may be appropriate for apparatus. By testing all possible methodologies, the City is assured that the 

maximum supportable impact fee will be developed.  
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Meetings: 

• One on-site meeting with the Advisory Committee and relevant City staff to discuss issues 

related to allocation methodologies and relevant policy issues. 

Deliverables: 

•  “Storyboard” presentation on fee options.  
 

TASK 5: PREPARE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN (CIP) 

This task will reflect an initial CIP. The CIP will incorporate anticipated new capital facilities due to 

growth. Also included, as appropriate, will be replacement/retrofit/rehabilitation needs due to existing 

development. The CIP will represent the best estimates of the consultant team and City staff on priority, 

timing, cost, and method of financing. 

Deliverables: 

• See Task 8.  

Meetings: 

• One meeting with Police, Fire, Parks, and Streets staff to review CIPs. 
 

TASK 6:  DETERMINE NEED FOR “CREDITS” TO BE APPLIED AGAINST CAPITAL COSTS 

There are two types of “credits” that are included in the calculation of impact fees, each with specific, 

distinct characteristics. The first is a credit due to possible double payment situations. This could occur 

when a property owner will make future contributions toward the capital costs of a public facility 

covered by an impact fee. The second is a credit toward the payment of an impact fee for the required 

dedication of public sites and improvements provided by the developer and for which the impact fee is 

imposed. Both types of credits will be considered and addressed in the impact fee study. 

Deliverables: 

•  Memoranda as appropriate. See Task 8. 
 

TASK 7: CONDUCT FUNDING AND CASH FLOW ANALYSIS  

In order to prepare a meaningful capital funding strategy, it is important to not only understand the 

gross revenues, but also the capital facility costs and any deficits. In this case, some consideration should 

be given to anticipated funding sources. This calculation will allow the City to better understand the 

various revenue sources possible and the amount that would be needed if the impact fees were 

discounted.  

The initial cash flow analysis will indicate whether additional funds might be needed or if the funding 

strategy might need to be changed to have new growth pay its fair share of new capital facilities. This 

could also affect the total credits calculated in the previous Task. Therefore, it is likely that several 

iterations will be conducted to refine the cash flow analysis reflecting the capital improvement needs.  

Deliverables: 

• See Task 8. 
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TASK 8: PREPARE IMPACT FEE REPORT & PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS  

TischlerBiseGalena will prepare a draft report for the City’s review. The report will summarize the need 

for impact fees in the city and the relevant methodologies employed in the calculation. It will also 

document all assumptions and cost factors. The report will include at a minimum the following 

information: 

• Executive summary 

• A detailed description of the methodologies used during the study 

• A detailed description of all LOS standards and cost factors used and accompanying rationale 

• Capital improvement plans for the infrastructure categories 

• A detailed schedule of all proposed fees listed by land use type and activity 

• Other information which adequately explains and justifies the resulting recommended fee 

schedule 

• Cash flow analysis 

• Implementation and administration procedures 

Following the City’s review of the draft report, we will make mutually agreed upon changes to the 

impact fee report and issue a final version. 

The report will be a stand-alone document clearly understood by all interested parties. Because of the 

firm’s extensive experience in calculating impact fees and preparing such reports, we have developed a 

succinct written product that leaves a well-understood paper trail.  

Meetings: 

• One meeting to present the draft Impact Fee Study to City Staff. 

• One meeting to present the draft Impact Fee Study to the DIFAC. 

• One on-site meeting to present the final Impact Fee Study to the City Council. 

Deliverables: 

• Draft and Final Impact Fee Study.  

 

TASK 9: PUBLIC OUTREACH  

Impact Fee Advisory Committee. Meetings with the Development Impact Fee Advisory Committee 

(DIFAC) will allow interested parties, designated by the City, to understand assumptions and raise any 

questions about the technical data and approach being used in the fee update. The intent is for these 

discussions to be an opportunity for interested parties to understand the soundness and reasonableness 

of the technical methodologies, and to a certain extent, the political and/or philosophical use of fees. 

Based on our experience, we propose two meetings with this group. The first meeting would be an 

introduction to impact fees as well as the process going forward and the land use assumptions. Meeting 

2 will focus on the presentation of the draft Impact Fee Report.  

Meetings: 

•  Two on-site meetings with the DIFAC. 

Deliverables: 

• Presentation materials for meetings. 
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EXHIBIT B 

The table below summarizes our estimated consultant costs for the tasks reflected in our proposed 

scope of work. This proposal is a fixed fee and includes all project expenses. We have estimated these 

expenses based on past project experience and do not expect the City to reimburse us for any costs we 

incur above these estimates. TischlerBiseGalena invoices on a monthly basis, based on the percentage 

complete for each task.  

Project Team Member: McAweeney Wiggins

Job Title:
Project 

Manager

Project

Analyst

Hourly Rate $200 $180

Task 1: Project Initiation/Data Acquisition 8 4 12 $2,320 

Task 2: Develop Land Use Assumptions and 

Development Projections
32 24 56 $10,720 

Task 3: Determine Capital Facility Needs and 

Service Levels
32 20 52 $10,000 

Task 4: Evaluate Different Allocation 

Methodologies 
12 12 24 $4,560 

Task 5: Prepare Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) 24 20 44 $8,400 

Task 6: Determine Need for and Calculate 

Credits
8 4 12 $2,320 

Task 7: Conduct Funding Source and Cash Flow 

Analysis
10 4 14 $2,720 

Task 8: Prepare Draft/Final Impact Fee Report 36 24 60 $11,520 

Task 9: Meetings with Development Impact Fee 

Advisory Committee
18 10 28 $5,400 

TOTAL: 180 122 302 $57,960

Cost

CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE STUDY -

Police, Fire, Parks, Streets
Total

Hours
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ELMORE, COUNTY AND CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME INTERGOVERNMENTAL
AGREEMENT AND JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT FOR THE COLLECTION AND

EXPENDITURE OF ELMORE COUNTY DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES
Idzrho Code $$ 67-82MA; 67-2328

Parties to the Agreement:

County of Elmore ("County"), 150 S.4rh E. St., Mountain Home, ID 83647

City of Mountain Home ("City"), 160 S. 3rd E. St., Mountain Home, ID 83647

TIIIS AGREEMENT made effective the effective date of the Ordinance (Elmore County
Ordinance 2026-0XXX, by and between Elmore County, a duly formed political subdivision of the
state of Idaho as set forth in Idaho Code $ 3l - 122, hereinafter referred to as "County," and the City
of Mountain Home, a duly formed and maintained Idaho municipal corporation per Title 50,
Chapters I and 2, Idaho Code, hereinafter refened to as "City," each a party and collectively referred
to as the Parties to this Agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and promises herein set forth,
and for other good and valuable consideration hereby acknowledged by the Parties to this
Agreement as having been received, the Parties hereby mutually promise, covenant, and agree as

follows:

SECTION I DEFINITIONS

For all purposes of this Agreement, the following terms have the definitions as herein provided in
this Section unless the context of the term clearly requires otherwise:

1.1 Agreement: means and refers to this Elmore County- and City of Mountain Home
Intergoventmental Agreement and Joint Powers Agreement for the Collection and Expenditure of
Couruy Development Impact Fees, by and between the Parties pursuant to Idaho Code S$ 67-
8204A, Chapter 3, Title 12, of the Elmore County Code, and Chapter 4, Title 9 of the Mountain
Home City Code, which may be referred to and cited as the'Elmore County{ity of Mountain Home
Impact Fee Agreement" or "EC-MH-IFA."

1.2 Capital Improvements PIan: means and refers to the most recent lmpact Fee Study and
Capital lmprovements Plan, adopted by Elmore County and the City pursuant to the Idaho
Development Impact Fee Act, Chapter 82, Title 67, Idaho Code.

1.3 Capital Projects Fund.' Shall mean and refer to the County's capital projects fund as

established by its Board of County Commissioners by policy in compliance with the Ordinance
and Idaho Code $ 67-8210(l) which shall include any ofone or more interest bearing accounts
into which County Impact Fees shall be deposited and maintained by the County.

1.4 Costs: means and refers to the expense inclusive of attomey fees, publication costs, expert
and/or consultant fees directly related to the performance of a covenant of this Agreement.

ELMORE COUNTY AND CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT AND
JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT FOR THE COLLECTION AND EXPENDITURE OF COUNTY
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES - Page I of t I
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1.5

1.6

County: means and refers to Elmore County,ldaho, party to this Agreement.

City: means and refers to the Ciry of Mountain Home, pany to this Agreement.

1.8 Advimry Committee: means and refers to the Joint Elmore Counr2- Development Impact
Fee Advisory Committee formed pursuant to Idaho Code $ 67-8205 to prepare and recommend the
Capital Improvements Plan and any amendments, revisions, or updates ofthe same.

1.9 Ordinance: means and refers to the Elmore County Development Impact Fee Ordinance,
Elmore County Code 12-l-01 et seq.,logether with any amendments thereto approved subsequent

to the date of this Agreement.

1.10 Party/Parties: means and refers to the County and/or the City, as the Parties in this
Agreement, depending upon the context of the term used in this Agreement.

1.11 Service Area: means and refers to that certain area as defined in Idaho Code $ 67-8203(26)

being all that geographic area within the County in which the County provides

ambulance/emergency medical services to development within the City limits on the basis of sound

planning or engineering principles or both. For purposes of this Agreement, there shall be one

Service Area encompassing all areas within Elmore County.

l.l2 System Improvements: Means and refers to capital improvements to public facilities
identified in the Capital Improvements Plan designed to provide service to a service area as defined

in the Act at Idaho Code $ 67-8203(28).

l.l3 All other definitions: All other definitions of this Agreement are set forth in Section

l2-4-2 ofthe Ordinance, Section 9-4-2 ofthe City's development impact fee code, and Section 67-

8203, Idaho Code, and are herein included as separate definitions as ifthe same are set forth herein.

SECTION2 RECITALS

The Parties recite and declare:

2.1 The purpose of this Agreement is to facilitate the intent and purpose of the Capital
Improvements Plan and the Ordinance, to promote and accommodate orderly growth and

development, protect the public health, safety, and general welfare of the residents within the

boundaries of the Service Area and within the City, and to further the best interest of the Parties;

and

2.2 Idaho Code E 67 -2328 authorizes public agencies in Idaho to exercise jointly any power,
privitege, or authority authorized by the ldaho Constitution, statute, or charter. The Parties, each

being a public agency, hereby agree to exercise jointly their respective powers, privileges, and

authorities to accomplish the collection and expenditure ofdevelopment impact fees in accordance

ELMORE COUNTY AND CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME INTERGOVERNMENTAL ACREEMENT AND
JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT FOR THE COLLECTION AND EXPENDITURE OF COUNTY
DEVELOPMENT MPACT FEES - Page 2 of I I

1.7 City Development Impact Fee Code: The City's adopted development impact fee
ordinance, codified in Title 9, Chapter 4, of the Mountain Home City Code, as amended.
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with Title 67, Chapter 82, Idaho Code; and

2.3 The County and City are each a governmental entity as defined at Idaho Code g 67-8203(14)
and, as provided at ldaho Code $ 67-8202(5), each has ordinance authority to adopt a development
impact fee ordinance; and

2.4 Elmore County operates the Elmore Ambulance Service (EAS) which provides
ambulance/emergency medical services in the City and portions of the County not otherwise
served by a quick response unit or other agency or entity established and licensed by the Idaho
Bureau of EMS and Preparedness. County Development knpact Fees for ambulance/emergency
medical services collected by the County are managed and maintained by Elmore County and
expended by the County consistent with the Elmore County Capital Improvements Plan as defined
in Elmore County Code l2-4-2(E).

2.5 Idaho Code $ 67-8204A, provides that the County, when affected by development, has the

authority to enter into an intergovemmental agreement with the City for the purpose of agreeing
to collect and expend or remit development impact fees for Sheriff, jail, and ambulance/emergency
medical services System Improvements; and

2.6
and

The County's duty and responsibility is to provide ambulance/emergency medical services;

2.7 The City's boundaries include areas within the County, and the County provides
ambulance/emergency medical services within the jurisdictional boundary of the City as well as

the unincorporated area of the County; and

2.8 The County is experiencing and is affected by considerable growth and development; and

2.9 The purposes of the Idaho Code $ 67-8202 are as follows:

. Ensure that adequate public facilities are available to serve new growth and
development;

. Promote orderly growth and development by establishing uniform standards by
which local govemments, such as the Parties, may require those who benefit from
new growth and development pay [development impact fees] their proportionate
share of the costs of new public facilities needed to serve that new growth and
development; and

. Establish minimum standards for and authorize cities to adopt impact fee
ordinances.

2.10 County has provided the City with a Capital Improvements Plan prepared in accordance
with the requirements of Idaho Code $ 67-8208 in consultation with the Advisory Committee; and

2.ll Adoption of the Elmore County EMS Capital Improvements Plan by the Elmore County

ELMORE COUNTY AND CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME INTERGOVERNMENTAL ACREEMENT AND
JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT FOR THE COLLECTION AND EXPENDITURE OF COUNTY
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES - Page 3 of I I
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2.12 This Agreement facilitates the intent and purposes of the County's Capital Improvement
Plan and Ordinance, is in the best interest of the Parties, promotes and accommodates orderly
growth and development, and protects the public health, safety, and general welfare of the City
residents; and

2.13 The Parties have determined it is necessary and desirable to enter into this Agreement

SECTION3 CAPITALPROJECTSFUND

3.2 Deposits to the Capital Projects Fund Accounts: County development impact fees

collected by the County pursuant to this Agreement shall be deposited and maintained by County
to the Capital Projects Fund Accounts.

3.3 Interest Bearing Capital Projects Fund Accounts: The County shall establish the Capital

Projects Fund Accounts, each as an interesrbearing Account.

3.4 Capital Projects Fund Accounts Accounting: The County shall account for the County
Development lmpact Fees collected and remitted to the County as follows:

3.4.f Establish a separate accounting for each Impact Fee collected and paid to the County
by the designation of the year, month and date the Impact Fee was collected by the County, the

name of the fee payer, and the identification of the real property which is the subject of the

collection of the Impact Fee including the name of the subdivision, the lot # and the block # or the

County Assessor parcel number (i.e. 2l/5/l- Smith - 

- 

View' Subdivision No. l, Ittt
Block 

- 

or Elmore County Parcel No.

3.4.2 Each separate accounting shall be additionally designated; in the event it was paid
under protest (i.e., UP) or is the subject of a claim for refund or reimbursement (i.e., CR).

3.4.3 All Impact Fees collected by the County on behalf of the City shall be maintained by
the County in interest-bearing accounts. The interest earned on each Account pursuant to Idaho

Code $ 67-8210(l) shall not be governed by Idaho Code $ 57-127, as amended, but shall be

considered funds of the Account and shall be subject to the same restrictions on uses of collected
lmpact Fees on which the interest is generated.

3.4.5 Financial Records. Accurate financial records shall be maintained and kept by the

ELMORE COUNTY AND CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME INTERCOVERNMENTAL ACREEMENT AND
JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT FOR THE COLLECTION AND EXPENDITURE OF COUNTY
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES - Page 4 of I I

Board of County Commissioners and the City of Mountain Home was in accordance with Idaho
Code $$ 67-8206(3) and 67-8208(l) as applicable; and

3.1 Capital Projects Fund Name: The Capital Projects Funds established by the County
pursuant to sections l2-4-4 and l2-4-10 of the Ordinance and this Agreement shall be known as the

Elmore Couru1n Development Impact Fee Capital Projects Fund (the "Capital Projects Fund").

3.4.4 First-in/First-our. All Impact Fees in each account shall be spent in the order
collected, on a first-in/first-out basis.
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County for County Imprct Fees collected and the Cor:nty, for each account, shall show the source and
disbursement ofall revenues, shall account for all Impact Fees monies received, shall ensure that
the disbursement of funds from each account shall be used solely and exclusively for the provisions
of projects specified in the County's Capital lmprovements Plan, and shall provide an annual
accounting ofthe Capital Projects Fund account showing the source and amount ofall Impact Fees
collected and the projects that were funded.

3.5 Capital Projects Fund Accounts Audit: The County shall have performed, prepared and
a copy provided to the City, an audit as an annual report: (a) describing the amount of all Impact
Fees received, appropriated, or spent during the preceding year by category of Public Facility; and
(b) describing the percentage of taxes and revenues from sources other than the Impact Fees

collected, appropriated or spent for System lmprovements during the preceding fiscal year by
System Improvements category of public facility and the Service Area.

3.6 Capital Projects Fund Accounts Expenditures: Distribution from the Capital Projects
Fund, except for a Fee Payer reimbursement or Fee Payer Refund made pursuant to the County
Ordinance and this Agreement, shall be in accordance with Idaho Code $ 67-8210.

SECTION 4 COVENANTS OF PERFORMANCE SPECIFIC TO THE COUNTY

The County shall at all times:

4.1 Abide by the terms and conditions required of the County as set fonh in the Ordinance and
any amendments to the same; and

4.2 Maintain and staff the position of County Treasurer to manage and perform the duties and
responsibilities of the County as set forth in the Ordinance; and

4,3 Establish and maintain the Capital Projects Fund which is in accordance with the terms and

conditions of the Ordinance and the provisions of Idaho Code $ 67-8210 and any amendment or
recodification of the same; and

4.4 Pay the following costs within thirty (30) days of receipt of City billing of administrative
fees and costs associated with remittance of impact fees to County as allowed by this agreement,
which shall be submitted by the County to the City address listed in Section 7.2.1:

4.4.1 Costs associated with the City's performance of this Agreement;

4.4.2 Cost associated with an appeal of a claim of exemptionl

4.4.3 Legal costs and fees of any action brought by a Fee Payer or Developer involving a
determination of the County under the provisions of the Ordinance;

4.5 Be solely responsible for the County's performance of the terms and conditions required of
it by the Ordinance and by this Agreement.

ELMORE COUNTY AND CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME INTERGOVERNMENTAL ACREEMENT AND
JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT FOR THE COLLECTION AND EXPENDITURE OF COUNTY
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES - Page 5 of I I
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SECTION 5 COVENANTS OF PERFORMANCE SPECIFIC TO THE CITY

The City shalt

5.I Maintain and staff the position of the City Development Services Department to manage
and perform the duties and responsibilities of the City as set forth in this Agreement; and

5.2 Abide by the terms and conditions required of the City per this Agreement, including the
calculation and collection of County Impact Fees in accordance with the terms of the Ordinance;
and

5.3 Require developers to remit fees as calculated by the City's Development Services
Department, as established by the County's EMS Capital knprovements Plan directly to the
County Building Department and to require proof of such payment prior to issuing a building
permit or other development approval in accordance with the City's Development Irnpact Fee
Code.

5.4 Calculate the applicable impact fee pursuant to the County EMS Capital Improvement Plan
adopted fee schedule in accordance with the City Development lmpact Fee Code.

5.5 Process requests for individualized assessments pursuant to the City's Code.

5.6 Provide a copy of the calculation and total fee due to the fee payer and provide a copy to
the County's Building Services Department in advance of the payment.

5.7 Notify the County when a fee payer pays under protest pursuant to Idaho Code and the
City's code, and the amount of the fee under protest.

5.9 Be solely responsible for the City's performance of the terms and conditions required of it
by this Agreement; and.

5.10 The City shall not be responsible or liable for any Fee Payer reimbursements or Fee Payer
refunds. This shall be the responsibility and liability of County to work with the Fee Payer to
complete and/or negotiate any and all Fee Payer reimbursements or Fee Payer refunds.

SECTION6 JOINT DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

6.1 There is hereby established a Joint Development lmpact Advisory Cornmittee, which shall
consist of the County's appointed Development Impact Fee Advisory Comrnittee, and the City's
appointed Development lmpact Fee Advisory Committee. All appointments to the Committee
shall be by the respective governing bodies and shall conform to the requirements of ldaho Code
67 -8205. The Committee shall select a chair of the Joint Committee, and shall notify the County
and City the name of the selected chair.

ELMORE COUNTY AND CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME INTERGO\'ERNMENTAL AGREEMENT AND
JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT FOR THE COLLECTION AND EXPENDITURE OF COUNTY
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES - Page 6 of I I

5.8 Process appeals under City Code.
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6.2 For the first year of this agreement, the Joint Development Impact Fee Advisory Committee
shall meet at least bi-monthly to monitor and evaluate implementation of the Capital Improvements
Plan, report to the City and County any perceived inequities in implementing the Capital
lmprovement Plan or imposing the development impact fees, and to advise the City and County
of the need to update or revise land use assumptions, the capital improvements plan, and
development impact fees.

6.3 Pursuant to Idaho Code 67-8205(4), the County and City agree to provide the advisory
committee, at least bi-monthly, reports of all hnancial and accounting information, professional
reports in relation to other development and implementation of land use assumptions, and the
capital improvements plan.

6.4 The County agrees, upon reasonable request ofthe Joint Development Impact Fee Advisory
Committee, to make available its retained consultant for purposes of evaluating and advising on
the County's Capital Improvement Plan and proposed amendments thereof. The County shall bear
the costs of its retained consultant for such purposes.

6.5 The administration and performance by the City shall be under the direction of the City
Development Services Department. The City agrees to make available monthly, and upon request,
all new subdivision annexations, development applications, building permits, or other land use
applications being processed which may affect the land use assumptions and associated Capital
Improvements Plan.

SECTION 7 NOTICE AND DELIVERY OF DOCUMENTS

7.1 The contact information for purposes of notice to and/or the delivery of documents to the
City is as follows by mail or hand delivery addressed to:

Mountain Home Development Services Department
Mountain Home City Hall
160 s. 3'd E. st.
Mountain Home, ID 83647

or by scanning, attaching, and e-mailing to @mountain-home.us.

7.2 The contact information for purposes of notice to and/or the delivery of documents to the
County is as follows by mail or hand delivery addressed to:

Elmore County Treasurer
150 S.4'h E. St., Suite 4
Mountain Home, ID 83647

7.3 In the event either party has a change in the address and./or contact information provided
for in this Section, notice of the same shall be provided to the other on the changing party's

ELMORE COUNTY AND CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME INTERCOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT AND
JOINT POWERS ACREEMENT FOR THE COLLECTION AND EXPENDITURE OF COUNTY
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES - Page 7 of I I

or by scanning, attaching, and e-mailing to @elmorecounty.org.
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letterhead and upon acknowledgment of receipt of said notice, this section of the Agreement shall
henceforth be amended.

SECTION 8 INDEMNI}'ICATION

8.1 To the extent permitted by law, City shall defend, indemnify, and hold the County, its
officers, agents, and employees harmless for all claims, losses, actions, damages, judgements,
costs, expenses arising out of or in connection with any acts or omissions of City related to the
Ordinance, this Agreement, the assessment, collection and./or expenditure of impact fees provided
by the Ordinance, and./or any claim involving the administration of impact fees as provided by this
Agreement. [n the event of such claim City shall defend such allegations and City shall bear all
costs, fees, and expenses of such defense, including, but not Iimited to, all attomey fees and
expenses, court costs, and expe( witness fees and expenses. Such indemnification and
reimbursement for defense shall be limited to only those claims, and only to the extent that City
itselfcould be liable under state and federal statutes, regulations, corlmon law, and other law.

8.2 To the extent permitted by law, County shall defend, indemnify, and hold City, its officers,
agents, subcontractors, and employees harmless for injuries to persons or property resulting from
the wrongful acts of County, its officers, agents, or employees in performing the duties described
in this Agreement, except for those acts or omissions requested or authorized by the City. Such
indemnification and defense shall only be limited to those claims, and only to the extent that,
County itself could be liable under state and federal statutes, regulations, common law, and other
law. County's indemnification and defense of City herein is further limitedby all defenses, burdens
of proof, immunities, and limitations on damages to which County would be entitled if the claims
were asserted against County.

SECTION 9 TERN{/AMENDMENT/TERMINATION

9.1 Term: This Agreement shall continue in force and effect perpetually from the effective
date of the Ordinance unless terminated as provided in this section.

9.2 Amendment: An amendment may be proposed by either Party or as the result of an update
of the County's EMS Capital Improvements Plan.

9.2.3 A proposed Amendment shall contain a Statement of Purpose (which shall include a
statement of how the Parties will be affected by the Amendment), the Party to contact for
information and the Amended and Reformed Agreement text and be accompanied by any
accompanying proposed amendment of the Ordinance.

9.2.4 The proposing Party shall also prepare and submit to the other Party the proposed
Amendment as above stated together with an Amended and Reformed Agreement form in the
event the proposed Amendment is approved.

ELMORE COUNTY AND CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME INTERGOVERNMENTAL ACREEMENT AND
JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT FOR THE COLLECTION AND EXPENDITURE OF COUNTY
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES - Page 8 of I I

9,2,1 A proposed amendment must be in writing and include this entire Agreement as then
existing, and shall therein include a strikethrough of any language to be deleted and underlining
of any new language of the proposed Amendment.
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9.2,5 An approved amended and restated Agreement shall be executed by the Elmore
County Board of County Commissioners and the Mayor and City Council of the City of Mountain
Home.

9.3 Termination: This Agreement may only be terminated in accordance with the following
process:

9.3.1 Either party may propose a termination and the same may be terminated upon mutual
agreement of the Parties or by one of the Parties, subject to six (6) months prior written notice, all
in accordance with the provisions of this section.

9.3.2 A proposed termination shall contain a Statement ofthe Reasons (which shall include
a statement of how the Parties will be affected by the termination.) Any proposal to terminate the
Agreement must also include the proposal regarding the repeal of the Ordinance.

9.3.3 No termination of this Agreement or repeal of the Ordinance can be retroactive and
the Agreement and Ordinance shall remain in effect regarding any active accounts in the Capital
Projects Fund.

SECTION 10 EFFECTTVEDATE

10.1 This Agreement is effective simultaneously with the effective date of the Ordinance.

SECTION 11 GENERAL PROVISIONS

11.1 Third Party Beneficiaries: Each Party to this Agreement intends that this Agreement shall
not benefit or create any right or cause of action in or on behalf of any person or legal entity other
than the Parties hereto and/or a Developer or Fee Payer affected by the Ordinance or the
Agreement.

ll.2 Severability: Should any term or provision of this Agreement or the application thereof to
any person, parties or circumstances, for any reason be declared illegal or invalid, such illegality
or invalidity shall not affect any other provision of this Agreement, and this Agreement shall be
construed and enforced as if such illegal or invalid provision had not been contained herein.

11.3 Counterparts: This Agreement shall be executed by the Parties in two (2) counterparts,
and each such counterpart shall be deemed an "original."

11.4 Captions: The subject headings of the paragraphs and subparagraphs of this Agreement
are included for purposes ofconvenience only and shall not affect the construction or interpretation
of any of its provisions.

11.5 Choice of Law: This Agreement shall be govemed and interpreted by the laws of the state
of ldaho.

ll.6 Assignment: No Party may assign this Agreement or any interest therein.

ELMORE COUNTY AND CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT AND
JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT FOR THE COLLECTION AND EXPENDITURE OF COUNTY
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES - Page 9 of I I
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ON BEHALF OF THE COUNTY OF ELMORE, DATED AND SIGNED on this Sth day of
May 2026,by the Board of County Commissioners:

Y
Al Hofer, Chai n

Fr in L. Corbus, ssloner

Crystal Rodgers, Commissioner

ATTEST:

Date: May 8. 2026

ey ounty r

ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF MOUNTAIN IIOME, UPON APPROVAL BY THE CITY
COUNCIL, DATED AND SIGNED this _ day of _,2O26t

Mayor Rich Sykes

ATTEST:

Date ,2026

Tiffany Belt, City Clerk
486G0303-7818, v.9

ELMORE COUNTY AND CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT AND
JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT FOR THE COLLECTION AND EXPENDITURE OF COUNTY
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES - Page l0 of I I

SEar
-4-

-r-

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned Parties have by action and/or authority of their
Goveming Bodies caused this Agreement to be executed and made it effective as hereinabove
provided, this 8th day of May 2026.

I

,
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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 

 

 

May 21, 2026  

 

Subject: Direction Requested – FY27 Civic Group Budget Presentations 

Meeting Date: May 26, 2026 

 

Mayor and Council, 

During the FY26 budget process, several questions arose regarding how civic groups request 
funding and present to the City Council. Specifically, there was uncertainty as to whether 
these organizations should formally present during budget deliberations and how those 
presentations should be coordinated. 

Current service agreements outline reporting requirements under the section titled Reporting 
Requirements. These provisions state: 

Financial Reporting: Organizations shall submit a financial statement and fundraising 
summary no later than thirty (30) days prior to the City’s annual budget workshop. This 
report must detail revenues, expenditures, matching contributions, and the specific use 
of City-provided funds. 

Service Reporting: Organizations shall provide a biannual service report to the City 
Council summarizing programs, activities, and services delivered to the community. 
Reports may be submitted in writing or presented in person and must include 
measurable data such as participation levels, services provided, volunteer hours, and 
events conducted. 

Failure to submit the required financial or service reports may result in ineligibility for 
future City funding. 

The organizations that held service agreements with the City during the FY26 budget year 
include: 

• Mountain Home Historical Society 
• Elmore County Domestic Violence Council 
• Mountain Home Chamber of Commerce Visitor Center 
• Mountain Home Arts Council 
• Mountain Home Senior Center / Meals on Wheels 
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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 

 

• Treasure Valley Transit 

Each of these organizations has submitted updated financial and service reports periodically 
throughout the budget year in accordance with their agreements. 

As staff prepare for the FY27 budget cycle, we are seeking clear direction from the Council 
regarding civic group funding requests and presentations. 

Staff requests guidance on the following: 

1. Whether the Council would like civic groups to attend and present during the budget 
process; and 

2. Whether staff should formally notify and schedule these organizations, including 
distributing invitation letters outlining expectations and timelines. 

Establishing a consistent and clearly defined process will help ensure transparency, fairness, 
and efficiency during budget deliberations. 

Please provide direction on how you would like staff to proceed. 

 

Respectfully,  

 

Tiffany Belt 

City Clerk/HRO  
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The Importance
of Engineering in 
Municipal 
Operations –
Mountain Home, 
Idaho

Scott Harjo
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Overview
• 1. Key Terminology

• 2. Requirements

• Federal Law

• Idaho Code, IDAPA & DEQ

• City Ordinance

• 3. Understanding Amendment 9 

Engineering Touch Points in Mountain Home

• Why this matters
2

• 4. Concerns

• 5. Options to 
Proceed

• 6. Potential Service 
Level Expectations

• 7. Dev Review Fees
Snapshot

• 8. Future Goals
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Key 
Terminology

• DEQ – Department of  Environmental 

Quality. An Idaho department established 
in Idaho Code § 39-102A

• IDAPA - Idaho Administrative 

Procedure Act

• QBS – Qualification Based Selection 

• QLPE - Qualified Licensed 

Professional Engineer (QLPE). A 
professional engineer licensed by the 
state of  Idaho (IDAPA 58)

3
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Federal Law
• The Brooks Act (40 U.S.C. §§ 1101-1104)

• Policy:

• “…negotiate contracts for architectural and 

engineering services on the basis of
demonstrated competence and 
qualification for the type of  professional 

services required and at fair and reasonable 
prices.”

• Applicable to any federally funded project

• i.e. grants funded by ODLCC or similar funding 
mechanism

• Well 17 (complete)

• Potential Lagoon 10 or other WW project
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Idaho Code - QBS 

• 67-2320 PROFESSIONAL SERVICE CONTRACTS WITH DESIGN PROFESSIONALS, CONSTRUCTION 
MANAGERS, AND PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYORS. (1) Notwithstanding any other provision of  law 

to the contrary, it shall be the policy of this state that all public agencies and 

political subdivisions of  the state of  Idaho and their agents shall make selections for 
professional engineering, architectural, landscape architecture, construction management, and 

professional land surveying services, including services by persons licensed pursuant to chapters 3, 

12, 30, and 45, title 54, Idaho Code, on the basis of qualifications and 
demonstrated competence and shall negotiate contracts or agreements for such services.

• Source: https://legislature.idaho.gov/statutesrules/idstat/Title67/T67CH23/SECT67-2320/

5
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Idaho Code - QLPE

• 39-118(2)(b) HEALTH AND SAFETY – ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY – HEALTH “…Plans for 
sanitary sewer extensions, water main extensions, and storm drain 
extensions, when such facilities will be owned and operated by a city, county, 

quasi-municipal corporation or regulated public utility where such city, county, quasi-municipal 

corporation or regulated public utility provides for the review of such plans and 
specifications by a qualified licensed professional engineer to verify 
compliance with facility standards and approves construction plans prior to 

initiation of  construction.

• https://legislature.idaho.gov/statutesrules/idstat/Title39/T39CH1/SECT39-118/

6
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Idaho Code - QLPE

• 54-1218. PUBLIC WORKS (1) It shall be unlawful for this state, or for any county, 

city, school district, irrigation district, drainage district, highway district, or other subdivision of  the 

state having power to levy taxes or assessments against property situated therein, to engage in 
the construction of any public works when the public health or safety is 
involved unless the plans and specifications and estimates have been 
prepared by, and the construction reviewed by, a professional engineer.

• https://legislature.idaho.gov/statutesrules/idstat/Title54/T54CH12/SECT54-1218/

7

Page 60 of 73



IDAPA – Department of Environmental Quality
• 58.01.08 Water Systems & 58.01.16 Wastewater Rules

• REVIEW OF PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS (example)

• 504(03) b. Plans and specifications for simple water main extensions do not require pre-construction 

approval by the Department when such extensions will be owned and 
operated by a city, county, quasi-municipal corporation or 
regulated public utility, provided that such plans and 
specifications are reviewed and approved by a QLPE who was 
not involved in the preparation of the plans and specifications 
being reviewed to verify compliance with the requirements of  these rules prior 
to initiation of  construction.

• Source: https://adminrules.idaho.gov/current-rules/ 8
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Mountain Home Municipal Code
• 9-16 – LAND USE AND DEVELOPMENT - SUBDIVISIONS

• 9-16-6 ADMINISTRATION - “The administration of this chapter shall be conducted by the city 
engineer in conjunction with the development services department”

• 9-16-10 (C)(1) PRELIMINARY PLAT - Engineering Review

• 9-16-10 (D)(9) PRELIMINARY PLAT - Right of  Way Acquisition

• 9-16-10 (D)(12) PRELIMINARY PLAT - Area of  Impact - Wells & Septic - Soil & Groundwater 

• 9-16-11 (B)(8) FINAL PLAT - City Engineer - Certification required by the Idaho Code

• 9-16-11 (H)(2) FINAL PLAT – Method of  Recording – “city engineer verifying that the subdivision 
meets the city requirements”

9
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Mountain Home Municipal Code
• 9-16 - DEVELOPMENT PLANS & DESIGN STANDARDS

Engineering Assurance of City of Mountain Home Design Standards & Required Public Improvements:

10

• Utility Monuments in ROW

• Setbacks

• Streets & Alleys

• All service connections for sanitary sewer, 
domestic water and natural gas

• Fire Hydrants & Mains

• Storm Drains

• Street Intersections and Block Alignment

• Street Lighting

• Street Name Signs & Continuity

• Street Grading
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Task Order Amendment 9
What this Series of Task Orders Supports:

On-call engineering services across water, 
wastewater, transportation, and development 
reviews

• Example support services have included: support for 
City staff  requests and questions, warranty support on 
completed projects, participation in Council meetings 
and presentations as requested, preliminary plat 
reviews including modeling, and construction drawings 
QLPE reviews. 

Ongoing support for regulatory compliance, 
infrastructure planning, and day-to-day technical 
needs

• Example support services have included: annual 
wastewater reports for DEQ, annual water rights 
reports and irrigated acreage analyses for IDWR, 
landfill related support, sampling support, and funding 
support, WWTP technical support, and non-
development modeling support.
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Why This Matters to the City
• Improves efficiency: Enables timely response to routine 

engineering needs without administrative delay.

• Reduces staff burden: Provides specialized technical 
support for reporting, system evaluation, and project 
coordination

• Supports compliance: Ensures required annual reports 
and regulatory obligations are completed accurately and on 
time

• Protects the City’s infrastructure investment: Early 
technical oversight helps identify issues before they become 
costly problems

• Keeps development moving: Maintains timely review of  
private development while upholding City standards

• Maximizes funding opportunities: Supports grant/loan 
applications to bring external dollars into City projects 1212
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Concerns the Denial Raises
• Fragmented awareness to resource materials

• Missing context of  the touchpoints of  the City Engineer in day-to-day municipal operations

• Insufficient communication with professionals in-house and external. This requires improvement so Council 
may make proper public health and safety decisions for the people of our city

• The current General Engineering Support task order(s) remaining balance may only last approximately one
month… then what?  “a la carte” or a time and materials basis for each need?

• This would be unacceptably slow

• This could run afoul of I.C. § 59-1026 if  considered as “breaking a project up to avoid the formal QBS 
process”

• If  the City cannot deliver the required duties of  the City Engineer in the Development workflow (MH Code 9-
16), at what point does this introduce the risk of  an erroneous deprivation of  due process/landowner 
interest? (Givens, Pursley - Land Use Handbook - 30. DUE PROCESS RIGHTS APPLICABLE TO LAND USE DECISIONS)

• The definition of  “reasonable amount of  time” is arbitrary.  Do we risk making the citizen taxpayer shoulder 
land use court case losses which ICRMP does not cover? 

• When does the result of inaction constitute a false moratorium on development?

• Operational efficiency will be impacted, quite soon, if  this issue is not addressed. 

13The conveyance of problems is not a gift to the taxpaying public.
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Options to Proceed

1. COURSE CORRECTION - Reconsider Task Order

Amendment 9 for water, wastewater, general 
engineering, and development review support 

2.ANNUAL BUDGET EVALUATION - Consider 

approving a reduced amount that would satisfy the 
City’s needs for the balance of  2026 (i.e., $30-40k). 
Budget and approve a task order amendment each 
year for the following FY’s needs. 

3.“À LA CARTE” - Require each on-call engineering 

activity to be pre-approved via a separate task order.

1414
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Potential Expanded 
Service Expectations

• Qualification based selection process still leaves 
room to define the scope of  needs

• These are some suggestions for “value adds”

Quarterly Engineering 
Meetings with Council

Additional Offsite-visits

for Research 

More Council-focused 
Reporting

Educational Briefings or 
Literature to the Council

1515
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Development Review Fees
Snapshot

16
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Future Goals & Initiatives
1. Consider updating Development Fees 

for Dev Plan & plat reviews. Charge 
appropriately so growth pays for growth

2. City repository for critical reference 
materials. Technology integration. Get 
away from paper, move toward a 
framework for the above. 

3. Collaborative partnerships. Foster 
Council collaborations with the 
Department Heads & City Engineer. We 
must develop stronger understanding of 
the actual operation, discontinue 
assumptive decision making.

1717
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Thank you
Scott Harjo – City Councilman

sharjo@mountain-home.us

5/22/26 v1.0
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FROM: Katie Stinnett, Program Director

SUBJECT: Spring Update (Mar-Apr)

"Every voice matters. Every heart deserves peace."

ELMORE COUNTY DOMESTIC VIOLENCE COUNCIL 

kstinnett@ecdvc.org                     208-590-0379          PO Box 1136, Mountain Home, ID 83647

Our participation levels include:
Crisis/immediate support

For safety and stabilization

Program structured participation

Safety and operational funtioning

Voluntary Engagement

Support and empowerment

Active Case Management

Goal oriented support

Services provided to our clients during the Spring months include:
Safe housing

Emergency lodging

24/7 Crisis Hotline

Transportation

Client needs

Groceries

Under garments

Idaho Youth Ranch Gift Cards

Gas cards

Medications

Case Management

Individual Advocacy

Court Advocacy

Support Groups

Youth support group through Youth Rising

Survivor support group at the Doyle Ray Hope Center 

Referrals and Resources

What participation looked like for our organization-
New Clients from March-April: 24
Total Crisis Calls from March-April: 1,120
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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 

 

 

May 26, 2026 

RE: Airport Advisory Committee – Frequency decision  

 

Mayor and Council: 

 

The Airport Advisory Committee held a special meeting on May 18, 2026, to discuss the 

ongoing matter of the airport radio frequency. Following the discussion, a motion was made and 

seconded that the committee not recommend any change to the current radio frequency at the 

Mountain Home Municipal Airport to the Mayor and City Council. 

The motion was then put to a vote and passed. The final vote of the committee was as follows: 

• Ayes: 4 

• Nays: 2 

• Abstentions: 1 

As a result of this action, the Airport Advisory Committee formally voted against recommending 

a change to the airport’s current radio frequency at this time. 

The committee did note that the matter could be reconsidered in the future should the airport 

experience significant growth, including the introduction of commercial carrier operations or 

other substantial increases in air traffic activity. 

 If you have any questions or require additional information regarding this matter, please let me know. 

Sincerely,  

 
Chris Curtis          

Director of Public Works 

City of Mountain Home, Idaho 
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