
 
CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING 

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

Tuesday, April 28, 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. 

PRESENTATION/GUEST  
 1) Idaho Power Community Presentation by Steven Jenkins of Idaho Power. 
 2) Presentation by Kaisa Crossley for the Nonprofit Just Serve. 
 3) Presentation by Mindy Curran and Heather Allan with Central District Health 

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 — March 

17, 2026 
 2) Approval acceptance of minutes: Regular City Council Minutes — April 14, 2026 
 3) Bills from 4/15/2026 to 4/28/2026 in the amount of $554,051.09 
 4) Treasurer's report for the period ending March 31, 2026 
 5) Approve the MOU with multiple agencies for civil law enforcement support for Gunfighter 

Skies 2026 airshow and authorize Chief Larsen to sign. 
 6) Approve the task order amendment with Keller Associates, Inc., and authorize the Mayor to 

sign. 
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 7) Approve the education partnership agreement with Park University and authorize the Mayor to 
sign. 

 8) Accept letter of engagement with Bailey & Company, Chtd. CPAs for FY26 auditing services 
and authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the required documents.  

 9) Accept the letter of engagement with Sorren CPAs for FY26 auditing services, and authorize 
the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the required documents.  

 10) To provide a letter of support from the City of Mountain Home to CDH to add to their 
application for the grant.  
 

OLD BUSINESS 
 1) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding audio or video recording of committee meetings. 

(McCarthy) 
 2) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding the Railroad Extension/Relocation Project 

(Mountain Home Municipal Airport) and the allocation of funds. 
 

NEW BUSINESS 
 1) Items removed from the Consent Agenda  
 2) Approve Finding of Facts for a conditional use permit to operate a drive-up window located at 

945 Airbase Road with conditions.  
 3) 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. 
 4) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding the request by staff to correct specific accounting 

entries related to the Fire and Police impact fee and revenue accounts. 
 5) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision requiring city staff's request for direction for funding the 

development impact fee study. 
 6) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision to reinstate Resolution 20-2025R, thereby reestablishing the 

Planning and Zoning Commission to serve in the capacity of the Development Impact Fee 
Committee. 

FINAL COMMENTS 

ADJOURN 

STAFF MEMO 
 1) Mountain Home Arts Council-Spring update 
 2) Staff report from the Fire Department. 
 3) Staff report from the Finance Department  
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Creating the Best Possible 
Communities for Youth

Up s t re a m  Pre ve nt io n Init ia t ive

We ll- b e ing . To g e the r.
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EXCELLENCE | POSITIVE IMPACT | PARTNERSHIP | INNOVATION | CREDIBILITY | HUMANITY

CDH Partnership
Shared vision and commitment to serving youth 

- Focused on upstream prevention strategies to support youth 
well-being

- Leading Boise Initiative for 2025-2026
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Yo ut h Me nt a l He a lt h in  Id a ho

52.5% of youth 
in need of mental 
health services 
go untreated 
each year. 
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Yo ut h Me nt a l He a lt h in  Id a ho

According to the Idaho Youth Well - being Survey 
(2025) teen depression rates range from 24% - 67% 
across the state .
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Taking responsibility for the 
environment and coming together as 
adults around Upstream Prevention.

Collecting community - specific 
data to navigate and check our 
work.

Three things  
that can 
promote 
mental health 
for youth in 
Idaho…

Increasing social connection for 
young people; to self, peers, and 
safe adults.Centering youth needs.
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The  5  Guid ing  Princ ip le s  o f the  Ic e la nd ic  Pre ve nt io n Mo d e l

Guiding Principle 1
Apply a prevention approach that is designed to enhance the community.

Guiding Principle 2
Emphasize community action and embrace public schools as the natural hub of 
neighborhood/area efforts to support child and adolescent health, learning, and life 
success. 

Guiding Principle 3
Engage and empower community members to make practical decisions using local, 
high-quality, accessible data and diagnostics.

Guiding Principle 4
Integrate researchers, policy-makers, practitioners, and community members into a 
unified team dedicated to solving complex, real-world problems.

Guiding Principle 5
Match the scope of the solution to the scope of the problem, including emphasizing 
long-term intervention and efforts to marshal adequate community resources. Page 10 of 209



The  Sc o p e  o f t he  So lut io n…

Has to match the scope of the problem.
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Upstream Prevention

● Work on root causes instead of 
waiting for crisis to occur.

● Addressing mental health and 
well - being takes more than 
clinicians, speakers, or programs. 

● Focus on increasing protective 
factors and reducing risk 
factors at the community level .
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DATA- DRIVEN 
COMMUNITY 

ENGAGEMENT

BUILD A COMMUNITY COALITION
The  firs t  s t e p  is  c o nve ning  m e m b e rs  o f yo ur 
c o m m unity tha t  wa nt  to  he lp  yo ung  p e o p le  thrive . 
Co a lit io ns  c a n inc lud e  e ve ryo ne  fro m  e d uc a to rs  
a nd  se rvic e  p ro vid e rs  to  yo uth, p a re nts  a nd  
e xte nd e d  fa m ily, to  p o lic y m a ke rs , the  b us ine s s  
c o m m unity a nd  o the rs .

CENTER THE YOUTH EXPERIENCE
The  se c o nd  s te p  is  c o lle c t ing  info rm a t io n fro m  
te e ns  in yo ur c o m m unity to  b e t te r und e rs ta nd  

the ir e xp e rie nc e s , a nd  the  thing s  in the ir live s  tha t  
m a y b e  hurt ing  o r he lp ing  the ir he a lth. This  s te p  is  

usua lly c o m p le te d  in c o lla b o ra t io n with lo c a l 
s c ho o ls .

KEEP THE CONVERSATION GOING
The  fina l s te p  is  to  sus ta in m o m e ntum  fo r b uild ing
the  b e s t  p o s s ib le  c o m m unity fo r yo ung  p e o p le . 
Re g ula r yo uth d a ta  c o lle c t io n he lp s  c o m m unit ie s  
c he c k the ir p ro g re s s . Gro wing  the  c o a lit io n he lp s  
c re a te  ne w o p p o rtunit ie s  to  sup p o rt  yo ung  p e o p le .

SET GOALS AND TAKE ACTION
The  third  s te p  is  sha ring  the  yo uth d a ta , e vid e nc e  

o n wha t  wo rks , a nd  yo ur kno wle d g e  o f yo ur 
c o m m unity to  d e te rm ine  wa ys  to  a d d re s s  

c ha lle ng e s  o r p ro m o te  s t re ng ths  re la te d  to  
yo uth we ll- b e ing  lo c a lly.

O ur Pro c e s s
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Why are surveys important in Upstream Prevention?

Evidence Based 
Decision Making
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Improving the Root Causes

Communities for Youth 
assesses risk and protective 
factors across multiple 
domains.

Page 15 of 209



Benefits of Upstream Prevention
He lp s  e ve ryo ne  s e e  
the  ro le  the y c a n 
p la y a nd  b ring s  
c o m m unit ie s  
to g e the r.

The  p ro c e s s  d o e sn’t  
c ha ng e … it ’s  
intuit ive . We  c a n 
fo c us  o n wha t  t ruly 
m a t te rs  a nd  wo rk 
fro m  o ur s t re ng ths .

Evidence says… it works,really well!

Build s  c a p a c ity a nd  

sustains attention to  

c re a te  the  b e s t  

p o s s ib le  c o nd it io ns  

fo r kid s .
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Go o d  ne w s !  Ke y Tre nd s  in  Bo ise  Te e ns  O ve r Tim e

Rates of 
depressive 
symptoms 

have
decreased! 
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Ke y Fa c t o rs  in  De p re s s io n & Id e a t io n fo r Bo ise  
Yo ut h

● Social Isolation
● Stress
● Lack of sleep
● Lack of family support
● Dating violence/coercion
● Discrimination
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St e p s  t o w a rd  Up s t re a m  Pre ve nt io n a c ro s s  Re g io n 4

Bo ise  Co unty
● Ho rse sho e  Be nd - Up s t re a m  Pre ve nt io n 

t ra ining  with s c ho o l, m e e t ing  a b o ut  
surve y with le a d e rship

Va lle y Co unty
● Mc Ca ll/ Do nne lly- Ne w p a rtne rship , Full 

re g io na l init ia t ive , Ye a r 1
● Ca sc a d e - Ne w p a rtne rship , Full 

re g io na l init ia t ive , Ye a r 1

Elm o re  Co unty
● Mo unta in Ho m e - Init ia l wo rk with 

s c ho o ls  a ro und  surve y (20 22)
● Clo se  p a rtne rship  with St . Luke ’s  

Co m m unity He a lth Ma na g e r in re g io n
● Elm o re  Co unty Te a m s  a t t e nd  Bo ise  

d a ta  wa lk m e e t ing  e a c h ye a r.

Ad a  Co unty
● Bo ise - Full re g io na l init ia t ive , Ye a r 4
● West Ada - Up s t re a m  Pre ve nt io n 

t ra ining  with c o m m unity; Co m m unity 
Lis te ning  s e s s io ns ; no t  surve y re a d y
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Our children are worth running upstream for.
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Thank you!
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De p re s s io n in Bo ise  Stud e nt s

Across 
almost all 

grades, girls 
report higher 

rates of 
depression. 

No ve m b e r  20 24

PHQ- 9 is a clinical 
scale used to 

assess 
the degree of 

depression 
severity. 
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De p re s s io n a nd  So c ia l Me d ia  Use  in Bo ise  Stud e nt s

Teens who
spend less 

time on social 
media
report

lower rates of 
depression.

No ve m b e r  20 24
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De p re s s io n a nd  So c ia l Iso la t io n in Bo ise  Stud e nt s

Teens with
low social 
isolation
report

lower rates of 
depression.

No ve m b e r  20 24
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De p re s s io n a nd  He lp  Se e king  Be ha vio r in Bo ise  Stud e nt s  

Teens who
seek help 

report 
lower 

rates of  
depression .

No ve m b e r  20 24
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De p re s s io n a nd  Alc o ho l Use  in Bo ise  Stud e nt s

Teens who 
have not 

been drunk 
in the past 12 

months at 
least once 

report lower 
rates of 

depression.

No ve m b e r  20 24
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St re s s  a nd  Tim e  in Na ture  in Bo ise  Stud e nt s

Teens 
who 

spend 
more time 
in nature
report

less 
stress.

No ve m b e r  20 24
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De p re s s io n a nd  Fa m ily Sup p o rt  in Bo ise  Stud e nt s

Teens who
have 

more family 
support
report 
lower

rates of 
depression.

No ve m b e r  20 24
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##### 

Council Minutes – April 14, 2026 

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

HELD ON APRIL 14th, 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. 
 
#####  PRESENTATION/GUEST 

1) Update from Board Members of Mountain Home Irrigation District. 
 
##### 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: Special City Council Minutes — March 18, 2026 
2) Approval acceptance of minutes: Regular City Council Minutes — March 24, 2026 
3) Approval acceptance of minutes: Special City Council Minutes – April 3, 2026. 
4) Approval acceptance of minutes: Special City Council Minutes – April 3, 2026. 
5) Approve expenditures from 3/25/2026 to 4/14/2026 in the amount of $713,052.58. 
6) Approve payroll for the period of 2/22/2026 to 3/21/2026 in the amount of $803,735.74. 
7) Approve and Authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign all required documents for the grant application 

2025/26-008. 
8) Approve the reinstatement and appointment of members to the golf advisory committee. 
9) Approve the Lease Agreement with the Daniel Dopps Memorial Rodeo Association, Inc. to lease Optimist 

Park for the Daniel Dopps Rodeo and authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign. 
10) Pass Resolution #12-2026R – Approving the Lease Agreement with the Daniel Dopps Memorial Rodeo 

Association, Inc. to lease Optimist Park for the Daniel Dopps Rodeo and authorizing the Mayor and City 
Clerk to sign. 

11) Approve the Lease Agreement with Jason Davis to lease Optimist Park for Motocross racing and authorize 
the Mayor and City Clerk to sign.  

12) Pass Resolution #13-2026R – Approving the Lease Agreement with Jason Davis to lease Optimist Park for 
Motocross racing and authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign. 

13) Award Pavement Rehab for AIP: 3-16-0025-027-2026 to C.R. Contracting, LLC, and authorize the Mayor to 
sign documents.  

14) Authorize the Mayor and Clerk to sign all documents associated with AIP: 3-16-0025-027-2026 grant funds 
for the Mountain Home Municipal Airport project, Pavement Rehabilitation (Runway, Taxiway, and Apron). 

15) Approve a grant agreement with the State of Idaho through the Idaho Transportation Department, Division of 
Aeronautics, for FS Program number: F268U76, Project Number AIP026, and authorizing the Mayor and City 
Clerk to sign. 

16) Pass Resolution #15-2026R – Accepting grant offer of the State of Idaho through Idaho Transportation 
Department, Division of Aeronautics for FS Program number: F268U76, Project Number AIP026, and 
authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign. 

17) Approve the partnership agreement with Lexipol and authorize the Mayor to sign documents.  
18) Approve the Legal Services agreement recommended by the City Legal team and authorize the Mayor and 

Clerk to sign. 
19) Pass Resolution #14-2026R – Approving the Legal Service Agreement related to the AFFF products and 

authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign. 
20) Pass Resolution #16-2026R – amending the City Youth Council bylaws, and authorizing the Mayor and City 

Clerk to sign. 
 
#####  OLD BUSINESS 

1) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding the frequency concerns at the Airport. 
 
#####  NEW BUSINESS 

1) Items removed from the Consent Agenda 
2) Non-Action Item: Discussion regarding audio or video recording of committee meetings 
3) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding Cheryl Barker’s fence request located at 1895 North Haskett. 
4) Non-Action Item: Discussion/presentation by Dale King, City Economic Development Director. 
5) Non-Action Item: City Staff is requesting direction regarding the Railroad Extension/Relocation Project 

(Mountain Home Municipal Airport) 
 
#####  FINAL COMMENTS 
 
#####  ADJOURN 
 
 
 

 

Page 32 of 209



##### 

Council Minutes – April 14, 2026 

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

HELD ON APRIL 14th, 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 April 14, 2026. A quorum was established with Councilmember Harjo, Councilmember Wirkkala, 
Councilmember McCarthy, Councilmember Sanders, and Mayor Sykes being present. 
 
RECOGNIZING PERSONS IN THE AUDIENCE 
 
 Phil Mills spoke regarding the ongoing frequency issue at the Mountain Home airport. He spoke on his experience on Gowen Field 
and his responsibilities with all things frequency related to Gowen Field.  
  
   Ashley Evans also spoke about the ongoing frequency change discussion for the airport. She explained that she was a certified flight 
instructor at the airport.  
 
 James Newton spoke on fiber utility LID and the Council’s indefinite hold on the future LID #2. 
 
 Mark Grubb and Kerry Carlock read a letter written by several citizens on behalf of the City golf course with many signatures on them 
as well.  
 
 Carl Vaugn spoke on his thoughts on the City having the golf course run by a City employee versus contract lease the golf course.  
 
 Wren Hernandez introduced herself and stated that she was running for Elmore County Commissioner.  
   
CONFLICT OF INTEREST DECLARATION 
 

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

 
 Councilmember Wirkkala said she spoke with Rod Dudley about Items 18 and 19 on the Consent Agenda. She said she also spoke 
with Ted Thompson and Thomas Mahoney regarding Item 1 under Old Business. She stated there was no conflict of interest.  
 
 Councilmember Harjo stated he attended the IAMA conference, where he had a discussion with Tom Mahoney. 
 
 Councilmember McCarthy said he had a discussion with Ted Thompson regarding Old Business Item 1, and there was no conflict. 
  
PRESENTATION/GUEST 
 
 1) Update from Board Members of the Mountain Home Irrigation District. 
 
 Eric Orr, Chairman of the Mountain Home Irrigation District, and Rachel Summers, Secretary Administrator of the District, requested 
additional funding support due to a short water year, limited storage capacity, and ongoing infrastructure needs. Mr. Orr explained that a 50% 
grant had been awarded but required matching funds, and he noted that farmers were already contributing despite financial strain. He also 
emphasized broader water challenges, including the district’s role in supporting aquifer recharge through the irrigation system. 
 

Mayor Sykes commended the group for their previous infrastructure work and acknowledged significant water loss in the system. He 
expressed support for their efforts and asked for clarification on timelines and funding requirements needed to meet the grant match. 

 
Mr. Orr said they would be starting in June, and by late summer, they would need some sort of funding. 
 
Councilmember McCarthy asked if they were being asked for $200,000 that was given the previous year.  
 
Mr. Orr confirmed and said they have received funds from the County, Highway District, IDWR, and are seeking funds from the 

Elmore County Soil and Water.  
 
Councilmember Wirkkala asked what the number for the match they were seeking. 
 
Mr. Orr said the grant award was for $1.5 million, and their cost share would be half, at $750,000. He expressed that he would take 

anything that they could get, but that if they could receive what they had previously, they would be grateful for it. He continued to say they were 
on a time constraint of two to three years.  

 
Councilmember Wirkkala stated the budget wouldn’t open back up until October. 
 
Rachel Summers said they could always take a letter of guarantee, for their vendors, to show that they would be receiving funds 

after October.  
 

 Councilmember McCarthy and Mr. Orr discussed projections on increased assessments and how they were funding the gap. 
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Council Minutes – April 14, 2026 

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 
section and placed on the Regular Agenda. ALL CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS LISTED BELOW ARE ACTION ITEMS. 
 

1) Approval acceptance of minutes: Special City Council Minutes — March 18, 2026 
2) Approval acceptance of minutes: Regular City Council Minutes — March 24, 2026 
3) Approval acceptance of minutes: Special City Council Minutes – April 3, 2026. 
4) Approval acceptance of minutes: Special City Council Minutes – April 3, 2026. 
5) Approve expenditures from 3/25/2026 to 4/14/2026 in the amount of $713,052.58. 
6) Approve payroll for the period of 2/22/2026 to 3/21/2026 in the amount of $803,735.74. 
7) Approve and Authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign all required documents for the grant application 

2025/26-008. 
8) Approve the reinstatement and appointment of members to the golf advisory committee. 
9) Approve the Lease Agreement with the Daniel Dopps Memorial Rodeo Association, Inc. to lease Optimist 

Park for the Daniel Dopps Rodeo and authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign. 
10) Pass Resolution #12-2026R – Approving the Lease Agreement with the Daniel Dopps Memorial Rodeo 

Association, Inc. to lease Optimist Park for the Daniel Dopps Rodeo and authorizing the Mayor and City 
Clerk to sign. 

11) Approve the Lease Agreement with Jason Davis to lease Optimist Park for Motocross racing and 
authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign.  

12) Pass Resolution #13-2026R – Approving the Lease Agreement with Jason Davis to lease Optimist Park 
for Motocross racing and authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign. 

13) Award Pavement Rehab for AIP: 3-16-0025-027-2026 to C.R. Contracting, LLC, and authorize the Mayor 
to sign documents.  

14) Authorize the Mayor and Clerk to sign all documents associated with AIP: 3-16-0025-027-2026 grant 
funds for the Mountain Home Municipal Airport project, Pavement Rehabilitation (Runway, Taxiway, and 
Apron). 

15) Approve a grant agreement with the State of Idaho through the Idaho Transportation Department, 
Division of Aeronautics, for FS Program number: F268U76, Project Number AIP026, and authorizing the 
Mayor and City Clerk to sign. 

16) Pass Resolution #15-2026R – Accepting grant offer of the State of Idaho through Idaho Transportation 
Department, Division of Aeronautics for FS Program number: F268U76, Project Number AIP026, and 
authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign. 

17) Approve the partnership agreement with Lexipol and authorize the Mayor to sign documents.  
18) Approve the Legal Services agreement recommended by the City Legal team and authorize the Mayor 

and Clerk to sign. 
19) Pass Resolution #14-2026R – Approving the Legal Service Agreement related to the AFFF products and 

authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign. 
20) Pass Resolution #16-2026R – amending the City Youth Council bylaws, and authorizing the Mayor and 

City Clerk to sign. 
 

Councilmember Wirkkala asked Paul Fitzer, City Attorney, to provide clarification on Items 18 and 19 on the record for the citizens. 
She went on to say that according to Geoff Schroeder, City Attorney, it was cost recovery related to remediation of water contamination and 
would give the city approval to join a class action lawsuit if the issue ever arose within the City. She asked Paul Fitzer if that was correct.  

 
Paul Fitzer explained joining the program did not indicate any current water contamination but provided free testing and access to 

funding if issues arose. He described it as a precautionary, no-cost opportunity that benefited the City regardless of whether problems existed. 
 
There was a discussion between Councilmember Wirkkala, Tiffany Belt (City Clerk), Paul Fitzer, and Councilmember Harjo to clarify 

that the agenda included one agreement and a corresponding resolution, not two separate items, and confirmed there was only one class 
action case being considered. It was explained that references to multiple cases likely stemmed from related litigation involving DuPont and 3M 
and potential future settlements. 

 
Councilmember McCarthy asked for clarification on Items 13 and 14, he said they were awarding the pavement rehab contract to 

C.R. Contracting, but there was a grant being sought after to pay for the project.  
 
Chris Curtis, Public Works Director, stated they weren’t going out for a grant, but it was a grant they received every year from the 

FAA. He continued to say the money was already granted, they were now using it as part of the CIP, as it was projected four or five years ago. 
 
Councilmember McCarthy asked to pull Items 6, 8, and 17.  
 
Councilmember McCarthy made a motion to approve the Consent Agenda, pulling Items 6, 8, and 17. Councilmember Harjo 

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

1) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding the frequency concerns at the Airport. 
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala read aloud an email that she received from Tom Mahoney, Administrator of the Division of Aeronautics with 
the Idaho Transportation Department. She went on to say that she had received citizen input from both sides of the table, for and against the 
frequency change. She wanted to start a conversation with the rest of the Council to see what their thoughts were.  
 
 Councilmember Harjo read an email from James Motley, Manager, FAA Western Service Area for Spectrum Engineering, U.S. 
Department of Transportation. Councilmember Harjo went on to say that the FAA recommended gathering detailed complaint data and 
discussing concerns with local airport users before pursuing further action, emphasizing that standard pilot communication practices should be 
sufficient.  
 
 Councilmember McCarthy thanked Chris Curtis for getting the letter from the FAA over to the Council. He then called Tom Hoegg, 
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Council Minutes – April 14, 2026 

Airport Manager, to come forward and join the discussion. He said that it was his understanding from the last discussion that there was to be 
a study coming from the FAA.  
 
 Councilmember McCarthy and Tom Hoegg discussed what questions were asked and what information was shared and discussed 
with Mr. Motley.  
 
 Tom Hoegg explained that frequencies are assigned by the FAA based on regional coordination and safety standards, and that the 
airport does not have authority to change frequency requirements or impose additional equipment rules, as those decisions rest solely with the 
FAA. 
 
 Councilmember McCarthy thanked Tom Hoegg for the information. He stated that the issue remained divided and that he had 
expected a formal study to provide clearer and more concrete conclusions. He noted that he still saw arguments on both sides and then asked 
whether changing the frequency would increase workload or affect duties. 
 
 Tom Hoegg stated that NOTAMs were not consistently followed and questioned how enforcement would work. He noted that aircraft 
regulation fell under FAA authority, not state or local control, and said this created legal and liability concerns. He also clarified that the issue 
had originated from an individual rather than Tom Mahoney. 
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala stated that since the FAA was the final regulatory authority over frequency changes, the City could submit 
the FCC form to seek federal review and allow the FAA to approve or deny the request. 
 
 Councilmember Harjo stated that the issue had escalated without consensus and that the FAA held ultimate authority over 
aeronautics matters. He noted there had been no safety incidents or evidence that FAA thresholds had been exceeded. He argued that the 
City should not override FAA standards and characterized the issue as operational rather than legislative. He recommended tabling the matter 
indefinitely. 
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala stated that the issue arose from conflicting views within the Airport Advisory Committee and input from 
pilots and the Division of Aeronautics. She referenced other airports that had changed frequencies without incident and said she was raising 
the issue for Council discussion rather than making a motion. 
 
 Mayor Sykes asked Paul Fitzer if this was a day-to-day operation issue, to which Paul Fitzer confirmed.  
 
 Tom Hoegg stated that the airport board initially treated the issue as a non-issue and did not support pursuing a change. He said the 
matter was later revisited after continued disagreement and discussion among a small number of individuals. He explained that the state 
became involved after being contacted by a local individual, which led to broader discussion at a conference. 
 
 Mayor Sykes stated the issue had been discussed extensively and should be concluded. He said it was an operational matter, not a 
Council issue, and it should be handled through proper airport channels. He concluded the matter should be put to rest. 
 
 Chris Curtis said he was a chair on the airport committee, and they had never made a recommendation to the Mayor and Council to 
change the frequency. 
 
  Councilmember Sanders stated that the issue lacked consensus and sufficient data, despite expert input. He noted safety concerns 
and inconsistent compliance and said the Council should decide so all parties could move forward. 
 
 Councilmember Harjo said from a risk prevention perspective, maintaining status quo would introduce no additional risk, whereas 
changing the frequency would introduce risk. 
 
 Councilmember McCarthy stated that he had expected a more thorough study rather than limited feedback and expressed concern 
about relying solely on whether the advisory committee raised the issue. He noted that he still saw arguments on both sides and lacked a clear 
path forward, and said he would like additional analysis before deciding. 
 
 Councilmember Harjo stated that neither the state nor local governments had authority over federal agencies and that while they 
could request information, they could not require the FAA to conduct or provide a study. 
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala stated that her question remained unanswered and asked whether submitting the FCC form would allow 
the FAA to review the data and potentially deny the request. She said that if the FAA denied it, she would accept that outcome. 
 
 The Mayor stated that the city would reach out to the FAA to request clarification on whether the frequency change was necessary 
and to obtain supporting data.  
 

Councilmember McCarthy noted that Tom Mahoney had previously offered to assist and suggested involving him in discussions with 
the FAA, and the Mayor responded that he would consider asking. 

 
Councilmember Sanders stated that further analysis was unlikely to change the outcome and that submitting a request to the FAA 

would likely result in approval unless a clear safety issue existed. He said the Council would likely end up back at the same decision point 
without stronger data, and emphasized that prior information provided was limited and incomplete. 
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Councilmember Harjo made a motion to table the topic indefinitely. There being no second, the motion dies. 
 
Councilmember Sanders made a motion that the item be taken back to the Airport Advisory Board until they can make a 

recommendation and bring that before the Council. Councilmember Harjo seconded the motion. 
 
Councilmember Wirkkala asked whether additional stipulations would be placed on the process and whether the Airport Advisory 

Board would be directed to reconcile its differing views.  
 
Councilmember Sanders responded that the Board should review all available information, revisit the issue collectively, and provide 

a clear recommendation. He said the Board’s role was to evaluate the matter and bring a unified recommendation back to the Council. 
 
Mayor Sykes restated that there had been a motion and a second and called for the question. The vote goes as follows: 

Councilmember McCarthy; aye, Councilmember Wirkkala; nay, Councilmember Harjo; aye, Councilmember Sanders; aye. The motion passed 
by majority vote.  
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
 1) Items removed from the Consent Agenda  
 

6) Approve payroll for the period of 2/22/2026 to 3/21/2026 in the amount of $803,735.74. 
 
 Councilmember McCarthy requested that the upcoming workshop include a clear and defined cost summary, noting concerns about 
ongoing expenditures with Keller. He emphasized the importance of demonstrating responsible use of enterprise funds, particularly for 
wastewater and water. 
 
 There was a discussion between Councilmember McCarthy, Mayor Sykes, and Tiffany Belt, and it was determined that 
Councilmember McCarthy had requested the wrong item be pulled from consent agenda. The intended Item to be pulled was Item 5. 
 
 Mayor Sykes said they would go ahead and answer his questions. 
 

Tiffany Belt stated that the agenda for April 30th at 5:00 PM was set to focus on deciding the direction of wastewater treatment or 
lagoon options. She added that questions about the workload and task orders for engineering services represented a separate and broader 
issue. 

 
Councilmember McCarthy said he was referencing the workshop that he had requested at the February 24 th meeting about getting 

clear direction and allowing the public and Council to ask Keller their questions. 
 
Tiffany Belt stated that Councilman Harjo indicated the decision would be made at the Council level, with follow-up discussion and 

education occurring later. She also clarified scheduling confusion for the April 30th workshop, confirming it would be held in the morning rather 
than at 5:00 PM. 

 
 Councilmember McCarthy made a motion to approve payroll for the period of 2/22/2026 to 3/21/2026 in the amount of $803,735.74. 

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. 

 
  8) Approve the reinstatement and appointment of members to the golf advisory committee. 
 
 Councilmember McCarthy thanked staff and the Mayor for advancing the agenda items ahead of schedule and expressed support 
for forming a golf advisory committee. He also raised a question for Council consideration about whether contractors should serve on advisory 
committees, asking if there were concerns about potential conflicts or whether contractors should instead only work with the committee in a 
non-member capacity. 
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala said she initially thought it was a good idea to have that individual on the committee, but she had not 
considered the potential conflict. 
 
 Councilmember Sanders stated that including contractors on the advisory committee could create a potential conflict of interest or, 
at a minimum, the appearance of one. He noted that while it may not involve wrongdoing, it could raise concerns due to their contractual 
relationship with the city and the golf course operations. 
 
 Councilmember McCarthy clarified that his concern was about the appearance of a conflict of interest, not integrity, and said he 
raised the issue for Council consideration on how the advisory committee should be structured, noting that some jurisdictions include 
contractors working alongside advisory members. 
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala made a motion to approve the reinstatement and appointment of members to the golf advisory committee, 
minus Jared Lemieux.  
 
 Tiffany Belt stated that the City ordinance defines the Golf Course Committee’s role as making recommendations to the Mayor and 
Council regarding development, use, and management of the municipal course. She noted that the ordinance does not specifically address 
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concessionaires or budgeting matters.  
 
 Mayor Sykes restated there was a motion and asked if there was a second. Councilmember McCarthy seconded the motion. The 
vote goes as follows: Councilmember McCarthy; aye, Councilmember Sanders; aye, Councilmember Wirkkala; aye, Councilmember Harjo; 
nay. The motion passed by majority vote.  
 
 17) Approve the partnership agreement with Lexipol and authorize the Mayor to sign documents. 
 
 Councilmember McCarthy stated that he supported the item but had concerns about budget impacts and the use of enterprise funds. 
He referenced prior HR consulting costs paid in part with water and wastewater funds and questioned whether those expenditures were being 
used appropriately or fairly balanced. 
 
 Tiffany Belt asked for clarification on prior HR consulting costs and their relationship to Lexipol funding. 
 

Councilmember McCarthy clarified he was referring to past HR consulting expenditures, not Lexipol, and questioned the use of 
enterprise funds. 
 

Tiffany Belt explained that the prior HR consulting contract had ended, and the remaining funds were carried over. She said those 
funds were used for Lexipol policy updates for the Police Department as a practical, available allocation, and noted that City staffing and 
services are funded across multiple accounts to support operations. 

 
Councilmember Harjo clarified that HR was not funded by water and wastewater but was part of broader municipal operations. He 

explained that the City used multiple funding sources, including enterprise funds and the general fund, to support different services. He added 
that he believed there may have been a misunderstanding about municipal budgeting and requested further clarification on Councilmember 
McCarthy’s interpretation of how funds were allocated and spent. 

 
 The Mayor requested that the discussion stay on task and asked Councilmember McCarthy to clarify whether his concern was 
specifically about the $5,000 being transferred from the administrative budget to support HR processing for the Police Department’s Lexipol 
work. 
 
 Councilmember McCarthy clarified that his concern was not about the Police Department program itself, which he fully supported. 
He explained that his question was about how enterprise funds, particularly water and wastewater, had been allocated in prior HR-related 
costs. He asked for clarification on why those funds had been used differently in past HR consulting expenditures and emphasized that his 
concern was focused on budgeting consistency and fund usage, not opposition to the program. 
 

Mayor Sykes stated he was trying to clarify where water and wastewater funds were being used in relation to the Lexipol discussion.  
 
Tiffany Belt clarified that Councilmember McCarthy was referencing the NeoGov software system, which was used for staffing 

onboarding and had been partially funded through water and wastewater allocations due to its implementation earlier in the year. 
 
Councilmember McCarthy made a motion to approve the partnership agreement with Lexipol and authorize the Mayor to sign 

documents. Councilmember Wirkkala seconded the motion.  
 
Councilmember Sanders noted that part of the funding extended into the next fiscal year and questioned committing to costs before 

the budget was set. He suggested using contingency funds instead to proceed and avoid limiting the next budget cycle. 
 
Amy Pearson, Police Department Executive Assistant, stated that the request was submitted instead of a memo because it would 

impact the next year’s budget. She explained that the intent was to secure savings by acting before April 30th, which created the urgency for 
bringing the item forward. 

 
Councilmember Wirkkala asked if the remaining cost would impact the budget. She then asked for staff input on using contingency 

funds to cover the full cost upfront. 
 
Mayor Sykes reminded the Council that there had been a motion and a second, he asked if anything needed to be amended, or if 

the vote would occur. 
 
There was a discussion regarding the allocation of HR-related and software costs across city funds, including the general fund and 

enterprise funds such as water and wastewater. 
 
Councilmember Wirkkala stated the issue was becoming overly complex and suggested it be revisited in a future cycle for clarity. 

She also expressed reluctance to support changes tied to prior Council decisions. 
 
Councilmember McCarthy amended his motion to approve Lexipol and amend the cost-sharing approach by removing the HR 

consulting allocation and funding the total cost of $21,198.50 from contingency funds. Councilmember Sanders seconded the motion.  
 
Councilmember Harjo and Amy Pearson discussed if the motion correctly accounted for the full project cost of $33,598.50 and would 

not underfund the agreement. It was confirmed that the motion covered the full implementation amount through the combined funding sources. 
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Mayor Sykes called for the question. The vote goes as follows: Councilmember Wirkkala; aye, Councilmember Harjo; aye, 
Councilmember McCarthy; aye, Councilmember Sanders; aye. The motion passed unanimously.  
 
End of Items removed from the Consent Agenda 
   

2) Non-Action Item: Discussion regarding audio or video recording of committee meetings.  
 

  Councilmember McCarthy emphasized the importance of transparency and suggested expanding audio recording and public access 
to advisory committee meetings. He noted this could improve public awareness and proposed using existing tools to enhance transparency, 
asking if there was interest from Council in pursuing this approach. 
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala said she supported the idea and asked if there was a downside to it as it had not been being done initially. 
 
 Mayor Sykes stated it was about the staffing and cost involved in recording meetings, noting it required taxpayer-funded resources. 
 
 Councilmember McCarthy responded that while staffing is a consideration, existing staff had already recorded some meetings, and 
suggested expanding the same capability to other advisory committees. 
 
 Councilmember Harjo explained that certain boards like Planning and Zoning and DIFAC were statutorily required and had budgetary 
support, including dedicated funding sources and staff whereas, advisory committees did not have authority, budget, or dedicated revenue, 
and expanding recording requirements would likely require additional staff time and resources. 
 
 There was a discussion in which Councilmember McCarthy questioned whether DIFAC was required to be recorded and raised 
concerns about the use of impact fees, while Councilmember Harjo clarified that he was referring to staff funding through the General Fund, 
not recording requirements; Councilmember McCarthy then reiterated his support for recording and posting advisory committee meetings to 
improve transparency using existing resources. 
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala stated the topic was a non-action item and asked if it could be brought to the next meeting as an actual 
action item to be voted. 
 
 There was a discussion between Councilmember Sanders, Paul Fitzer and Councilmember Wirkkala regarding the recording 
advisory committee meetings and how it would pertain to the Youth Advisory Committee. Along with discussion on concerns due to the 
participants being minors and potential complications related to recording those meetings. 
 
 Mayor Sykes brought up they would all have to take place at City Council as it was the only location with the audio/visual equipment. 
He also said the topic would be placed on the next agenda. 
 
 3) Action Item: Deliberation/Decision regarding Cheryl Barker’s fence request located at 1895 North Haskett. 
 
 Cheryl Barker described concerns about building a privacy fence at their property, explaining the layout of their home, driveway, and 
surrounding street conditions. They referenced prior feedback they received about visibility and traffic safety and provided photographs and a 
map to illustrate how sightlines would remain clear, including visibility of a nearby stop sign and intersection. 
 
 Mayor Sykes summarized the reason for the discussion was Cheryl’s request was denied by Hank Patrick, Building Official, and she 
was addressing the Council to appeal the decision.  
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala noted the balance between property rights and City code requirements following annexation, and asked 
whether Cheryl’s daughter had any interest re-landscaping the front yard since the circular driveway was not being used.  
 

Cheryl Barker stated that she did not want to cause any injuries or safety issues and believed the proposed fence would not hinder 
the movement of people or vehicles, though she acknowledged it was also a matter of personal preference. 

 
Councilmember Harjo asked Cheryl Barker about a possible compromise design for the proposed 6-foot fence to maintain sightlines 

under the “vision triangle” concept.  
 
Cheryl Barker responded that she had considered it but did not want to proceed, explaining she needs direct access to her backyard 

to maintain her property due to her age. 
 
Councilmember McCarthy and Cheryl Barker discussed the City’s fence height ordinance and whether similar properties in town 

were held to the same standards. 
 
Councilmember Sanders and Cheryl Barker discussed safety and the need to maintain consistent visibility standards for current and 

future development. 
 
Councilmember Sanders made a motion to table until City staff could work with Miss Barker on a potential compromise and 

establishment of a vision triangle with minimum setbacks necessary for a safe fence installation and come back to Council to request for 
variance. 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. 
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 4) Non-Action Item: Discussion/presentation by Dale King, City Economic Development Director. 
 
 Dale King, Economic Development Director, shared a presentation on the Economic Development Opportunity Gap.  
 

Councilmember Wirkkala and Dale King discussed the PNA conference from February and what companies were interested in 
coming to Mountain Home.  

 
Councilmember McCarthy, Dale King, Mayor Sykes, and City staff discussed the RFI outcomes presented relating to manufacturing 

industries declining due to a lack of infrastructure, with that lack of infrastructure being focused on water and wastewater. 
 
Councilmember Harjo suggested they consider economic development tools such as urban renewal, business improvement districts, 

and industrial development programs. He emphasized planning for future “shovel-ready” development and public-private partnerships 
alongside infrastructure decisions. 

 
Dale King stated there are people in the region and beyond who are supportive of Mountain Home’s growth and economic 

development. He emphasized ongoing efforts to promote the City, including referencing the “I-84 aerospace corridor,” and said attracting quality 
jobs would help encourage young people to remain in the community after high school. 

 
Mayor Sykes noted the City’s recent efforts to attract a major company, including a significant incentive package with state funding 

and grant opportunities. He acknowledged Councilmember Sanders and Dale King for their work, and said that while the project was not 
secured, the City made a strong effort and will continue pursuing similar opportunities. 

 
Councilmember Sanders noted that the aerospace industry was highly relationship-driven and shared his experience at a recent 

conference where building personal connections helped advance discussions. He emphasized that networking and word of mouth can create 
broader opportunities and support the City’s long-term economic development efforts. 

 
Councilmember McCarthy asked which company had not come to the area.  
 
Councilmember Harjo cautioned the Mayor and Council to be careful in discussion due to Idaho law limitations on what could be 

addressed in open session regarding specific economic development matters. 
 
Dale King concluded the discussion by presenting NW Aerospace News magazine to the Council and highlighted an article promoting 

Mountain Home’s role in aerospace development, coinciding with the upcoming air show. He noted the publication reached a wide audience 
of aerospace manufacturers and industry contacts, and said the promotional effort cost the City nothing. 
 
 5) Non-Action Item: City Staff is requesting direction regarding the Railroad Extension/Relocation Project (Mountain Home Municipal 
Airport). 
 
 Mayor Sykes requested direction on proceeding with the airport expansion and rail relocation project, noting the need for engineering 
work to support future grant funding. 
 

Councilmember Wirkkala, Mayor Sykes, and Paula Szafranski discussed when the FY27 Budget Cycle meetings would take place. 
 
Tiffany Belt clarified that continuation would depend on Council’s intent to fund the associated task order, noting that if not supported, 

the consultant would be informed not to proceed. 
 
Councilmember Wirkkala stated she previously opposed proceeding until the new fiscal year and reiterated that position, indicating 

she would only reconsider if additional justification was provided to move the project forward within the current fiscal year. 
 
Tiffany Belt explained there weren’t any funds that were specifically budgeted for the rail project in the current budget and proceeding 

would require reallocating funds from other studies. She requested clear Council direction on whether the rail project was a priority so staff 
could determine whether to reallocate funding or discontinue further work on the item. 

 
Councilmember Harjo stated the rail spur was a key asset for future commercial and industrial growth and supported moving forward 

with the task order. He acknowledged the cost but emphasized it as a necessary first step and a long-term investment for the City. 
 
Councilmember Sanders stated there was value in the proposed task order and referenced a prior study on the rail spur that included 

detailed information on its condition and upgrade costs. He requested that this existing information be provided to the consultant to avoid 
duplicating work and help them proceed more efficiently if the task order moved forward. 

 
Tiffany Belt stated the task order was for preliminary discovery work, including environmental review, to support potential rail 

rehabilitation grant funding. She noted it would help position the project for future funding opportunities and identify site conditions that would 
need to be addressed. 

 
Councilmember Sanders said all things considered, he would be in favor of staff proceeding. 
 
Tiffany Belt stated the task order with Keller and Associates was not specifically budgeted, but funds could be reallocated if Council 
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prioritized it. She indicated she could return with a memo for Council to either approve or table the item at the next meeting. 
 
Councilmember Wirkkala asked if she would put it on as an action item for the next meeting, which would give them time to gather 

information before taking a vote. 
 

FINAL COMMENTS 
 
 Councilmember Harjo reminded the community of the upcoming food distribution on April 23, which was free to the public and open 
to all. He also asked the Youth Council be invited to attend a future City Council meeting for introductions and participation, noting it would 
benefit both the Youth Council and City Council. 
 
 Councilmember Wirkkala stated the Youth Council had typically assigned a member to attend City Council meetings to report back. 
She noted that when members were unable to attend in person, they reviewed meetings online, and that the Youth Council met twice monthly 
at the library. 
 
  Councilmember McCarthy and Mayor Sykes discussed applications for the DIFAC, as they had received some applications in person, 
and what the timeline looked like for possible appointments. 
 

Councilmember McCarthy asked for an update on a previously discussed joint town hall, noting he had not seen any recent 
coordination.  

 
Councilmember Sanders responded that he remained agreeable to holding the event under the appropriate conditions.  
 

ADJOURN 
 
 There being no further business to come before the Council, the meeting was adjourned at 8:28 p.m. by orders from Councilmember 
Sanders . 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

       ___________________________________   
       Rich Sykes , Mayor  
 
  
 
 
ATTEST:  _______________________________ 
         Tiffany Belt, City Clerk 
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Consultant Project #214010, Tasks 10-12 and 032 TASK   ORDER  AMENDMENT  P a g e  | 1 
 

  

AMENDMENT NO. 9 TO TASK ORDERS 010, 011, 012, AND 032 
AGREEMENT FOR 

WATER, WASTEWATER, GENERAL ENGINEERING, AND DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEWS SUPPORT 

  

Effective Date: April 15, 2026 
 

Consultant Project No.: 214010 
 
BACKGROUND:  The City of Mountain Home (“Owner”) from time to time desires miscellaneous water, 
wastewater, general engineering, and development review support. Task Orders 10, 11, 12, and 32 were 
established for miscellaneous water, wastewater, general/transportation, and development review 
professional services in 2015. The budget amount was last updated in June 2024. This amendment is to cover 
anticipated general engineering support services for the next 12-24 months; however, this time may vary 
depending on City needs. 
 
AMENDMENT:  This amendment increases the total combined budget limit for these task orders by $150,000 
from $550,000 to $700,000.   

 

In Witness Whereof, the parties hereto have executed this Task Order Agreement as of the day and year first 
above written. 
 

OWNER: City of Mountain Home CONSULTANT: Keller Associates, Inc. 

    

Signature:                  Signature:  

    

     Name: Rich Sykes, Mayor                      Name: James Bledsoe, Vice President 

    

Date:                       Date: 04/14/2026 
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ACCESS TO EDUCATION PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENT  

 

This Access to Education (A2E) Partnership Agreement is entered into by Park University 

("Park"), a Missouri nonprofit corporation and the City of Mountain Home.  

 

1. Agreement: The City of Mountain Home and Park University desire to develop a partnership 

to provide a smooth transition and experience for the City of Mountain Home employees to 

earn postsecondary credentials from Park University. Those credentials may include associate 

degrees, bachelor’s degrees, master’s degrees, and certificates or professional certifications in 

the areas needed for their professional development.  

 

2. Access to Education – Exclusive Partnership Benefits:  

 

2.1.  By participating in the Access to Education Partnership Program offered by Park 

University, the City of Mountain Home employees receive:  

• 25% tuition discount (off the current standard rates) for undergraduate and 

graduate degree programs, including certificates  

• First class free “Learn together” discount for School of Education Graduate 

programs when 5 or more employees enroll in any session. 

 

The City of Mountain Home’s participation in the Access to Education Partnership 

Program will be activated upon signature of this document.  

 

2.2. Park will waive its application fee for all the City of Mountain Home employees under this 

agreement.  

 

2.3. A student success coach will be assigned to each employee enrolling in a degree program. 

 

2.4. Prior professional learning and experience; military training and experience; and college 

credits from other institutions will be reviewed and assessed for awarding academic credit, 

as appropriate, toward an undergraduate or graduate degree.  

 

2.5. Park and the City of Mountain Home will collaborate on communications and 

promotion of the partnership. The City of Mountain Home’s responsibilities in this promotion 

shall include: 

• Inclusion of the partnership description and benefits in any materials the district 

provides to employees detailing employee benefits. 

• Quarterly Presentation to all City Employees at City Hall for Park University. 

Schedule to be set by HR Dept of the City of Mountain Home in agreement 

with the Director of Park University – Mountain Home AFB Campus Center 

• Twice a Year Monday with the Mayor Interview (dates and place to be 

determined by the City and the Campus Center Director at Mountain Home 

AFB Park University Campus 
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• Monthly spotlight on Digital Advertisement just before Underpass to Airbase 

Road. 

• Emailing assets (created by Park and approved by the City of Mountain Home) 

to all employees a minimum of twice per year 

• Distributing physical assets, such as one-sheet fliers, postcards, or tri-folds, 

(created by Park and approved by the City of Mountain Home) to all employees 

a minimum of once per year 

• Displaying physical piece (created by Park and approved by the City of 

Mountain Home), such as flier(s), small poster(s), or table top display(s) in an 

employee common space(s) 

• Pens and stickers to be given to the City from Park University for their front 

office and HR Dept to be available for all employees. 

 

2.6. Park personnel will be available on-site, per mutual agreement, at the City of Mountain Home 

corporate offices for duties related to this partnership. 

 

2.7. Park will keep and maintain all student related information and records in accordance with 

U.S. law, including Federal Educational Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA) and to obtain any 

necessary releases for disclosure of student information regarding admitted and matriculated 

students.  

 

2.8. Park Non-discrimination. Park will not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national 

origin, sex, age, disability, creed, religion, sexual orientation, gender identity, gender 

expression, veteran status, political affiliation, or political philosophy in admission and 

access to, and treatment and employment in, its educational programs and activities. Park 

takes action to increase ethnic, cultural, and gender diversity, to employ qualified disabled 

individuals, and to provide equal opportunity to all students and employees. All students shall 

have the same fundamental rights to equal respect, due process, and judgment of them based 

solely on factors demonstrably related to performance and expectations as students. All 

students share equally the obligations to perform their duties and exercise judgments of others 

in accordance with the basic standards of fairness, equity, and inquiry that should always 

guide education.  

 

3. Term and Termination.  

 

3.1. This Agreement shall remain in full force for the period of two years from the Effective Date, 

with Park’s option to renew for additional two-year periods. Park will notify the City of 

Mountain Home of its intent to renew this agreement a minimum of thirty (30) days prior to 

expiration.  

 

3.2. Either party may terminate this agreement with or without cause by giving the other party 

thirty (30) days prior written notification.  
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3.3. In the event of termination before any participants have completed the then-current term, 

Park and the City of Mountain Home shall permit the Student to complete the then-current 

term subject to the applicable terms of this Agreement, which shall survive until the date of 

such completion.  

 

4. Notices.  

 

4.1. Hand delivered by a commercial delivery service, and the delivery service provides to the 

sending Party written evidence of the delivery of the Notice; or 

 

4.2. Delivery by electronic or fax communications. Such notices will be sufficient if given to the 

officer of the Party at the address, email or fax number shown below provided that a return 

receipt is obtained by both parties.   

 

If to Park University: 

 

John Huber, M.Ed., M.O.I. 

Director of Corporate Partnership and 

Admission 

Park University  

8700 NW River Park Rd 

Parkville, MO 64152 

john.huber@park.edu 

 

Dr. Nancy A. Almodovar 

Campus Center Director 

Mountain Home AFB, ID 

Park University 

665 Falcon Street 

Building 2428 

Mountain Home AFB, ID 83648-5115 

mthm@park.edu 

208-832-4535 

If to the City of Mountain Home: 

 

  

  

  

 

The parties have caused this agreement to be executed as of the Effective Date.  

 

Park University   The City of Mountain Home 

 

By:_______________________________ By:___________________________________ 

Name:_________________________________ 
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 John Huber, Director of Corporate 

Partnerships 

  

Title:__________________________________ 

Date: March 13, 2026  

Date: __________________________________ 
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Weston Flamm, CPA 
Cassie Zattiero, CPA 

___________________________ 
812-B 12th Ave. South 

P.O. Box 876 
Nampa, ID 83653-0876 

208 466-2493 
FAX 208 467-2000 

www.BaileyCPAs.com 
 

 

 

April 16, 2026 
 
 
To Management and/or the City Council of  
City of Mountain Home, Idaho 
PO Box 10 
Mountain Home, Idaho 83647 

We are pleased to confirm our acceptance and understanding of the services we are to provide for City of Mountain Home, 
Idaho (the City) for the year ended September 30, 2026. 

You have requested that we prepare year-end adjustments and supporting schedules for balance sheet accounts, 
intergovernmental revenues, property tax revenues, depreciation, the schedule of expenditures of federal awards; as well 
as preparing schedules to support the adjustments needed for the government-wide portion of the financial statements 
(excluding areas where your auditor will provide additional adjustments, such as the net pension liability and its related 
deferrals) and other schedules and information needed in order to aid in the City’s annual audit. However, we will not prepare 
or compile the City’s financial statements as part of this engagement. 

We will conduct this engagement in accordance with the AICPA’s Code of Professional Conduct, including the ethical 
principles of integrity, objectivity, professional competence, and due care.  

Our engagement cannot be relied upon to identify or disclose any financial statement misstatements, including those caused 
by fraud or error, or to identify or disclose any wrongdoing within the entity or noncompliance with laws and regulations. 
However, should we become aware of such issues that we believe are clearly more than trivial, we will notify you of such 
issues. 

You are ultimately responsible for the safeguarding of assets, the proper recording of transactions in the books of accounts, 
and the substantial accuracy of the financial records.  

Engagement Administration, Fees, and Other  

Cassie Zattiero is responsible for supervising the engagement. We anticipate working with the City’s staff before the fiscal 
year ends to assist with the tracking and recording of capital asset purchases and disposals but the bulk of the engagement 
will occur after September 30, 2026. The timing for completion of the engagement will depend on the availability and 
capability of your staff, as well as the availability of information that may be needed from outside parties.  

We estimate that our fees for the accounting services will be between $28,000 and $32,000. The fee estimate is based on 
anticipated cooperation from your personnel and the assumption that unexpected circumstances will not be encountered 
during the work performed. If significant additional time and costs are necessary, we will discuss it with you and determine 
whether a new fee estimate is needed. Our invoices for these fees will be rendered each month as work progresses and 
are payable on presentation.  

We appreciate the opportunity to be of service to you and believe this letter accurately summarizes the significant terms of 
our engagement. If you have any questions, please let us know. If you agree with the terms of our engagement as described 
in this letter, please sign and return it to us. 

Sincerely, 

Bailey & Co. 

Acknowledged: 

City of Mountain Home, Idaho 

 

    
Signature and Title  Date 
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April 20, 2026 

To the Mayor and City Council 
City of Mountain Home, Idaho 
P.O Box 10
Mountain Home, ID 83647

The purpose of this letter (the Engagement Letter) is to confirm our understanding of the terms and 
objectives of our engagement and the nature of the services we will provide to City Mountain Home, Idaho 
(the City).  

Services and Related Report 

We will audit the financial statements of the governmental activities, the business-type activities, the 
discretely presented component unit, each major fund, and the aggregate remaining fund information, 
including the related notes to the financial statements, which collectively comprise the basic financial 
statements of the City of Mountain Home, Idaho as of and for the year ended September 30, 2026. Upon 
completion of our audit, we will provide the City with our audit report on the financial statements and 
supplementary information.  Circumstances may arise in which our report may differ from its expected form 
and content based on the results of our audit. If we conclude that a modification to our opinion on the 
financial statements is necessary, we will discuss the reasons with you in advance. If, for any reasons we 
are unable to complete the audit or are unable to form, or have not formed, an opinion on the financial 
statements or if we determine in our professional judgment the circumstances necessitate, we may 
withdraw and decline to issue a report as a result of this engagement. If this occurs, we will communicate 
the reasons and provide you details of any misstatements identified during the audit. 

Our Responsibilities 

The objective of a financial statement audit is the expression of an opinion on the  financial statements. The 
objective also includes reporting on: 

• Internal control related to the financial statements and compliance with laws, regulations and the
provisions of contracts or grant agreements, noncompliance with which could have a direct and
material effect on the financial statements in accordance with Government Auditing Standards.

• Internal control related to major federal programs and an opinion (or disclaimer of opinion) on
compliance with laws, regulations and the provisions of contracts or grant agreements that could
have a direct and material effect on each major federal program in accordance with the Single Audit
Act Amendments of 1996 and Title 2 Code of Federal Regulations, Part 200, Uniform Administrative
Requirements, Cost Principles and Audit Requirements for Federal Awards (Uniform Guidance).

These standards require that we plan and perform our audit to obtain reasonable, rather than absolute, 
assurance about whether the financial statements are free of material misstatement, whether from (1) 
errors, (2) fraudulent financial reporting, (3) misappropriation of assets, or (4) violations of laws or 
governmental regulations that are attributable to the Municipality or to acts by management or employees 
acting on behalf of the City.  Reasonable assurance is a high level of assurance but is not absolute 
assurance and therefore is not a guarantee than an audit conducted in accordance with auditing standards 
generally accepted in the United States of America (U.S. GAAS) will always detect a material misstatement 
when it exists.  A misstatement is considered material if there is a substantial likelihood that, individually or 
in the aggregate, it would influence the judgment made by a reasonable user based on the financial 
statements.   
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The Government Auditing Standards report on internal control over financial reporting and on compliance 
and other matters will include a paragraph that states: (i) that the purpose of the report is solely to describe 
the scope of testing of internal control and compliance, and the results of that testing, and not to provide an 
opinion on the effectiveness of the City’s internal control or on compliance, and (ii) that the report is an 
integral part of an audit performed in accordance with Government Auditing Standards in considering the 
City’s internal control and compliance. The Uniform Guidance report on internal control over compliance 
will include a paragraph that states that the purpose of the report on internal control over compliance is 
solely to describe the scope of testing of internal control overcompliance and the results of that testing 
based on the requirements of the Uniform Guidance. Both reports will state that the report is not suitable 
for any other purpose. 
 
We will be responsible for performing the audit in accordance with U.S. GAAS and the standards for 
financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the 
United States, the Single Audit Act Amendments of 1996, and the Uniform Guidance, and will include tests 
of accounting records and other procedures we consider necessary to enable us to express such opinions 
and to render the required reports. 
 
We also will provide a report (that does not include an opinion) on internal control related to the financial 
statements and compliance with laws, regulations and the provisions of grant agreements, non-compliance 
with which could have a material effect on the financial statements, as required by Government Auditing 
Standards. 
 
As part of an audit in accordance with U.S. GAAS and Government Auditing Standards we exercise 
professional judgment and maintain professional skepticism throughout the audit.  We will also: 
 

1. Identify and assess the risks of material misstatement of the financial statements and 
supplementary information, whether due to fraud or error, design and perform audit procedures 
responsive to those risks, and obtain audit evidence that is sufficient and appropriate to provide a 
basis for our opinion. The risk of not detecting a material misstatement resulting from fraud is higher 
than for one resulting from error, as fraud may involve collusion, forgery, intentional omissions, 
misrepresentations, or the override of internal control; 

2. Obtain an understanding of internal control relevant to the audit in order to design audit procedures 
that are appropriate in the circumstances, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the 
effectiveness of the City’s internal control.  We will communicate to you in writing concerning any 
significant deficiencies or material weaknesses in internal control relevant to the audit of the  
financial statements and supplementary information that we have identified during the audit. We 
will also inform you of any other matters involving internal control, if any, as required by Government 
Auditing Standards and the Uniform Guidance. 

3. Evaluate the appropriateness of accounting policies used and the reasonableness of significant 
accounting estimates made by management, as well as evaluate the overall presentation of the 
financial statements and supplementary information, including the disclosures, and whether the 
financial statements and supplementary information represent the underlying transactions and 
events in a manner that achieves fair presentation. 

4. Conclude, based on the audit evidence obtained, whether there are conditions or events, 
considered in the aggregate, that raise substantial doubt about the City’s ability to continue as a 
going concern for a reasonable period of time. 

 
Because of the inherent limitations of an audit, together with the inherent limitations of internal controls, an 
unavoidable risk that some material misstatements may not be detected exists, even though the audit is 
properly planned and performed in accordance with U.S. GAAS and Government Auditing Standards. 
Because the determination of waste and abuse is subjective, Government Auditing Standards do not expect 
auditors to provide reasonable assurance of detecting waste or abuse. Our audit will include examining, on 
test basis evidence supporting the amounts and disclosures in the  financial statements and supplementary 
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information, assessing accounting principles used and significant estimates made by management, and 
evaluating the overall financial statements presentation.  
 
Our audit does not relieve management or those charged with governance of their responsibilities. Our 
audit is limited to the period covered by our audit and does not extend to any later periods during which we 
are not engaged as auditor. 
 
The audit will include obtaining an understanding of the City and its environment, including internal controls, 
sufficient to assess the risks of material misstatement of the City financial statements and supplementary 
information and to determine the nature, timing and extent of further audit procedures. An audit is not 
designed to provide assurance on internal control or to identify deficiencies in internal control. However, 
during the audit, we will communicate to management or those charged with governance internal control 
matters that are required to be communicated under professional standards. We will also inform you of any 
other matters involving internal control, if any, as required by Government Auditing Standards. 
 
Tests of controls may be performed to test the effectiveness of certain controls that we consider relevant to 
preventing and detecting errors and fraud that are material to the City financial statements and 
supplementary information and to preventing and detecting misstatements resulting from illegal acts and 
other non-compliance matters that have a direct and material effect on the financial statements and 
supplementary information. Our tests, if performed, will be less in scope than would be necessary to render 
an opinion on internal control and, accordingly, no opinion will be expressed in our report on internal control 
issued pursuant to Government Auditing Standards. 
 
As required by the Uniform Guidance, we will perform tests of controls over compliance to evaluate the 
effectiveness of the design and operation of controls that we consider relevant to preventing or detecting 
material non-compliance with compliance requirements applicable to each major federal program. 
However, our tests will be less in scope than would be necessary to render an opinion on those controls 
and, accordingly, no opinion will be expressed in our report on internal control over compliance issued 
pursuant to the Uniform Guidance. 
 
Also, if required by Government Auditing Standards, we will report known or likely fraud, illegal acts, 
violations or provisions of contracts or grant agreements, or abuse directly to parties outside of the City. 
 
As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the City financial statements and supplementary 
information are free of material misstatement, we will perform tests of the City’s compliance with the 
provisions of applicable laws, regulations, contracts and agreements, including grant agreements. 
However, the objective of those procedures will not be to provide an opinion on overall compliance and we 
will not express such an opinion in our report on compliance issued pursuant to Government Auditing 
Standards. 
 
The Uniform Guidance requires that we also plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance 
about whether you have complied with applicable laws and regulations and the provisions of contracts and 
grant agreements applicable to major programs. Our procedures will consist of test of transactions and 
other applicable procedures described in the Office of Management and Budget Compliance Supplement 
for the types of compliance requirements that could have a direct and material effect on each of the City’s 
major programs. The purpose of those procedures will be to express an opinion on your compliance with 
requirements applicable to each of your major programs in our report on compliance issued pursuant to the 
Uniform Guidance. 
 
We are also responsible for determining that those charged with governance are informed about certain 
other matters related to the conduct of the audit, including: (i) our responsibility under U.S. GAAS, 
Government Auditing Standards and Uniform Guidance, (ii) an overview of the planned scope and timing 
of the audit, and (iii) significant findings from the audit, which include: (a) our views about the qualitative 
aspects of your significant accounting practices, accounting estimates, and financial statement disclosures; 
(b) difficulties encountered in performing the audit; (c) uncorrected misstatements and material corrected 
misstatements that were brought to the attention of management as a result of auditing procedures; and 
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(d) other significant and relevant findings or issues (e.g., any disagreements with management about 
matters that could be significant to your  financial statements and supplementary information or our report 
thereon, consultations with other independent accountants, issues discussed prior to our retention as 
independent auditors, fraud and illegal acts, and all significant deficiencies and material weaknesses 
identified during the audit). Lastly, we are responsible for ensuring that those charged with governance 
receive copies of certain written communications between us and management including written 
communications on accounting, auditing, internal controls or operational matters and representations that 
we are requesting from management. 
 
We have identified the following significant risks of material misstatements as part of our audit planning: 
  

1. Management override of controls; and 

2. Improper revenue recognition due to fraud 
  
Planning for the audit has not concluded and additional risks may be identified in addition to the above. 
 
Management's Responsibilities 
 
Our audit will be conducted on the basis that the City’s management and, when appreciate, those charged 
with governance, acknowledge and understand that they have responsibility: 
 

1. For identifying all federal and state awards received and understanding and complying with the 
compliance requirements; 

2. For the preparation and fair presentation of the  financial statements and supplementary information 
in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America. 

3. For the design, implementation, establishment, and maintenance of effective internal controls 
relevant to the preparation and fair presentation of City financial statements and supplementary 
information that are free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error, and for 
evaluating and monitoring ongoing activities to help ensure that appropriate goals and objectives 
are met;  

4. For the design, implementation, and maintenance of effective internal controls over compliance 
that provides reasonable assurance that the City administers federal awards in compliance with 
the compliance requirements; 

5. To provide us with: 

a. access to all information of which management is aware that is relevant to the preparation 
and fair presentation of the financial statements and supplementary information, such as 
records, documentation and other findings; 

b. additional information that we may request from management for the purpose of the audit; 
and 

c. unrestricted access to persons within the entity from whom we determine it necessary to 
obtain audit evidence. 

6. For identifying and ensuring that the City complies with the laws and regulations applicable to its 
activities; 

7. For adjusting the financial statements to correct material misstatements and confirming to us in the 
management representation letter that the effects of any uncorrected misstatements aggregated 
by us during the current engagement and pertaining to the current year under audit are immaterial, 
both individually and in the aggregate, to the financial statements as a whole; 

8. Notifying us of all material weaknesses, including other significant deficiencies, in the design or 
operation of your internal control over financial reporting that are reasonably likely to adversely 
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affect your ability to record, process, summarize and report external financial data reliably in 
accordance with U.S. GAAP; 

9. For maintaining adequate records, selecting and applying accounting principles, and safeguarding 
assets; 

10. For informing us of any known or suspected fraud affecting the City involving management, 
employees with significant roles within internal control and others where fraud could have a material 
effect on the City financial statements; and 

11. For the accuracy and completeness of all information provided. 
 
Management is responsible for identifying and ensuring that the City complies with applicable laws, 
regulations, contracts, agreements, and grants and for taking timely and appropriate steps to remedy fraud 
and noncompliance with provisions of laws, regulations contracts or grant agreements, or abuse that we 
report. Additionally, as required by the Uniform Guidance, it is management’s responsibility to follow up and 
take corrective action on reported audit findings and to prepare a summary schedule of prior audit findings 
and a corrective action plan. The summary schedule of prior audit findings should be available for our review 
before we begin fieldwork. 
 
Management is responsible for identifying and ensuring that the City complies with applicable laws, 
regulations, contracts, agreements, and grants and for taking timely and appropriate steps to remedy fraud 
and non-compliance with provisions of laws, regulations contracts or grant agreements, or abuse that we 
report. Management is responsible for establishing and maintaining a process for tracking the status of 
audit findings and recommendations. Management is also responsible for identifying for us previous 
financial audits, attestation engagements, performance audits or other studies related to the objectives 
discussed above. This responsibility includes relaying to us corrective actions taken to address significant 
findings and recommendations resulting from those audits, attestation engagements, performance audits 
or studies. You are also responsible for providing management's views on our current findings, conclusions 
and recommendations, as well as your planned corrective actions for the report, and for the timing and 
format for providing that information. 
 
You are responsible for the preparation of the supplementary information in conformity with U.S. GAAP. You 
agree to include our report on the supplementary information in any document that contains, and indicates 
that we have reported on, the supplementary information. You also agree to include the audited financial 
statements with any presentation of the supplementary information that includes our report thereon. You 
further agree to make the audited financial statements readily available to users of the supplementary 
information no later than the date the supplementary information is issued with our report thereon. Your 
responsibilities include acknowledging to us in the representation letter that: (a) you are responsible for 
presentation of the supplementary information in accordance with U.S. GAAP; (b) that you believe the 
supplementary information, including its form and content, is fairly presented in accordance with U.S. 
GAAP; (c) that the methods of measurement or presentation have not changed from those used in the prior 
period (or, if they have changed, the reasons for such changes); and (d) you have disclosed to us any 
significant assumptions or interpretations underlying the measurement or presentation of the 
supplementary information. 
 
You are responsible for preparation of the schedule of federal and state awards (including notes and non-
cash assistance received) in conformity with the Uniform Guidance. You agree to include our report on the 
schedule of expenditures of federal awards in any document that contains and indicates that we have 
reported on the schedule of expenditures of federal awards. You also agree to include the audited financial 
statements with any presentation of the schedule of expenditures of federal awards that includes our report 
thereon. You also agree to make the audited financial statements readily available to intended users of the 
schedule of expenditures of federal awards no later than the date the expenditures of federal awards is 
issued with our report thereon. Your responsibilities include acknowledging to us in a written representation 
letter that: (a) you are responsible for presentation of the schedule of expenditures of federal awards in 
accordance with the Uniform Guidance; (b) that you believe the schedule of expenditures of federal awards 
including its form and content, is fairly presented in accordance with the Uniform Guidance; (c) that the 
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methods of measurement or presentation have not changed from those used in the prior year (or, if they 
have changed, the reasons for such changes); and (d) you have disclosed to us any significant assumptions 
or interpretations underlying the measurement or presentation of the schedule of federal awards. 
 
Management is responsible for: (i) adjusting the financial statements to correct material misstatements and 
for affirming to us in a management representation letter that the effects of any uncorrected misstatements 
aggregated by us during the current engagement and pertaining to the latest period under audit are 
immaterial, both individually and in the aggregate, to the financial statements taken as a whole, and (ii) 
notifying us of all material weaknesses, including other significant deficiencies, in the design or operation 
of your internal control over financial reporting that are reasonably likely to adversely affect your ability to 
record, process, summarize and report external financial data reliably in accordance with U.S. GAAP. 
Management is also responsible for identifying and ensuring that the City complies with the laws and 
regulations applicable to its activities. 
 
As part of our audit process, we will request from management, and, when appropriate, those charged with 
governance written confirmation concerning representations made to us in connection with the audit. 
 
We will issue a written report upon completion of our audit of the City’s financial statements. 
 
Our report will be addressed to the City Council of the City. We cannot provide assurance that an unmodified 
opinion will be expressed. Circumstances may arise in which it is necessary for us to modify our opinion, 
add an emphasis-of-matter or other-matter paragraph(s), or withdraw from the engagement. 
 
We also will issue a written report upon completion of our audit. 
 
Required Supplementary Information 
 
Accounting standards generally accepted in the United States of America provide for certain Required 
Supplementary Information (RSI) to supplement the City’s basic  financial statements. Such information, 
although not a part of the basic financial statements, is required by [identify standard setting body] who 
considers it to be an essential part of financial reporting for placing the basic financial statements in an 
appropriate operational, economic, or historical context. As part of our engagement, we will apply certain 
limited procedures to the City’s RSI in accordance with U.S. GAAS. These limited procedures will consist 
of inquiries of management regarding the methods of preparing the information and comparing the 
information for consistency with management's responses to our inquiries, the basic financial statements, 
and other knowledge we obtained during our audit of the basic financial statements. We will not express an 
opinion or provide any assurance on the information because the limited procedures do not provide us with 
sufficient evidence to express an opinion or provide any assurance. 
 
The following RSI is required by generally accepted accounting principles and will be subjected to certain 
limited procedures, but will not be audited:  
 

1. Management’s Discussion and Analysis 
2. Statements of Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in Fund Balance - Budget and Actual 

for General Fund and all Major Special Revenue Funds 
3. Schedule of Employer’s Share of Net Pension Liability and Employer Contributions 
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Supplementary Information 
 
Our report will include a paragraph that indicates that the supplementary information is presented for 
purposes of additional analysis and is not a required part of the basic financial statements. The 
supplementary information is the responsibility of management. We will not have audited the supplementary 
information and will provide an opinion on it in relation to the financial statements as a whole. The following 
supplementary information will accompany the basic financial statements: 
 
 

1. Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards 
2. Combining Non-major Fund Financial Statements 

 
Content of Audit Opinion 
 
If we conclude that a modification to our opinion on the  financial statements and supplementary information 
is necessary, we will discuss the reasons with you in advance. If, for any reason, we are unable to complete 
the audit or are unable to form, or have not formed, an opinion on the financial statements and 
supplementary information, we may withdraw from the audit before issuing an auditors’ report or we may 
disclaim an opinion on the financial statements and supplementary information. If this occurs, we will 
communicate the reasons and provide you details of any misstatements identified during the audit. 
Government Auditing Standards require that we provide you with a copy of our most recent external peer 
review report and any subsequent peer review reports received during the period of the contract. 
 
Use and Distribution of Our Report 
 
The audit of the  financial statements, supplementary information and the issuance of our audit opinion are 
solely for the use of the City and those to whom our report is specifically addressed to by us. 
 
We make no representations of any kind to any third-party in respect of these  financial statements and 
supplementary information and we accept no responsibility for their use by any third-party. 
 
We ask that our name be used only with our consent and that any information to which we have attached 
a communication be issued with that communication, unless otherwise agreed to by us. 
 
Reproduction of Auditors’ Report 
 
If reproduction or publication of our audit report (or reference to our report) is planned in an annual report 
or other document, including electronic filings or posting of the report on a website, a copy of the entire 
finalized document should be submitted to us in sufficient time for our review before the publication or 
posting process begins. 
 
Management is responsible for the accurate reproduction of the financial statements, supplementary 
information, auditors’ report and other related information contained in an annual report or other public 
documents (electronic or paper-based). This includes any incorporation by reference to either the full or 
summarized  financial statements that we have audited. 
 
We are not required to read the information contained in your website, or to consider the consistency of 
other information in the electronic site with the original document. 
 
Practice Structure 
 
“Sorren" is the brand name under which Sorren CPAs, P.C. and Sorren, Inc. and its subsidiary entities 
provide professional services. Sorren CPAs, P.C. and Sorren, Inc. (and its subsidiary entities) practice as 
an alternative practice structure in accordance with the American Institute of Certificate Public Accountants 
(AICPA) Code of Professional Conduct and applicable laws, regulations and professional standards.  
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Sorren CPAs, P.C. is a licensed independent CPA firm that provides attest services to its clients, and Sorren, 
Inc. and its subsidiary entities provide tax and business consulting services to their clients. Sorren, Inc. and 
its subsidiary entities are not licensed CPA firms. Our use of the terms “our firm” and “we” and “us” and 
terms of similar import, denote the alternative practice structure conducted by Sorren CPAs, P.C. and 
Sorren, Inc. 
 
Sorren, Inc. has a contractual arrangement with Sorren CPAs, P.C. whereby Sorren, Inc. provides Sorren 
CPAs, P.C. with professional and support personnel and other support services to allow Sorren CPAs, P.C. 
to perform its professional services. From time to time, Sorren, Inc. may consult with Sorren CPAs, P.C. in 
the provision of services pursuant to this engagement. Client hereby consents to Sorren CPAs, P.C. sharing 
its client information with Sorren, Inc. in support of the services to be provided by Sorren, Inc. for the 
purpose of performing the Services for which Sorren, Inc. is engaged. Unless you indicate otherwise, your 
acceptance of the terms of this engagement shall be understood by us as your consent to make disclosures 
to Sorren, Inc. and its employees of confidential information that we may obtain in the course of our 
engagement. 
 
As part of the alternative practice structure, Sorren CPAs, P.C. and Sorren, Inc. agree to comply with the 
AICPA Code of Professional Conduct, as applied to an alternative practice structure and applicable federal, 
state and local rules with respect to the confidentiality of client information. Accordingly, Sorren CPAs, P.C. 
and Sorren, Inc. will not disclose confidential client information without your consent, except that Sorren 
CPAs, P.C. and Sorren, Inc. shall be permitted to disclose confidential client information: (i) to any 
government agency or regulatory body to the extent and in the form or manner necessary or required to 
comply with any rule, regulation or order of such government agency or regulatory order, or (ii) pursuant to 
subpoena or other legal process.  
 
Sorren CPAs, P.C. and Sorren, Inc. utilize appropriate safeguards, policies and procedures to maintain the 
confidentiality of confidential client information. 
 
Proprietary Information 
 
You acknowledge that proprietary information, documents, materials, management techniques and other 
intellectual property are a material source of the services we perform and were developed prior to our 
association with you. Any new forms, software, documents or intellectual property we develop during this 
engagement for your use shall belong to us, and you shall have the limited right to use them solely within 
your business. All reports, templates, manuals, forms, checklists, questionnaires, letters, agreements and 
other documents which we make available to you are confidential and proprietary to us. Neither you, nor 
any of your agents, will copy, electronically store, reproduce or make available to anyone other than your 
personnel, any such documents. This provision will apply to all materials whether in digital, “hard copy” 
format or other medium. 
 
The City agrees that we may provide Sorren, Inc. with access to the City’s accounting, financial, and other 
records in our possession so that Sorren, Inc. can provide the City with any services it has engaged them 
to perform. 
 
File Inspections 
 
In accordance with professional regulations (and by our firm's policy), our client files may periodically be 
reviewed by practice inspectors and by other engagement file reviewers to ensure that we are adhering to 
our professional and firm's standards. File reviewers are required to maintain confidentiality of client 
information. 
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Governing Legislation 
 
This engagement letter is subject to and governed by the laws of Idaho and will have exclusive jurisdiction 
in relation to any claim, dispute or difference concerning this engagement letter and any issue arising from 
it. Each party irrevocably waives any right it may have to object to any action being brought in those courts 
to claim that the action has been brought in an inappropriate forum or to claim that those courts do not have 
jurisdiction. 
 
Time Frames 
 
We will schedule the engagement based in part on deadlines, working conditions, and the availability of 
your key personnel. We will use all reasonable efforts to complete the engagement as described in this 
letter within the agreed upon time frames. However, we should not be liable for failures or delays in 
performance that arise from causes beyond our control, including the untimely performance by the City of 
its obligations. 
 
Our audit planning is intended to begin in December 2026 with the audit fieldwork beginning in January 
2027.  The audit is expected to conclude with the issuance of our report in March 2027. 
 
Estimated Fees 
 
We estimate that our fees for the services previously outlined will be as follows: 
 
Base audit procedures and financial statement preparation: $54,500 

 
Our fees are based upon the complexity of the work to be performed, timing of the engagement, experience 
level of the personnel required, and estimates of the professional time to complete the required services. 
 
Additionally, our fees are dependent on the availability, quality, and completeness of the City’s records and, 
where applicable, upon the City’s personnel providing the level of assistance identified in the “prepared by 
client” request list distributed at the end of our planning work (e.g., City employees preparing confirmations 
and schedules we request, locating documents selected by us for testing, etc.). Should our assumptions 
with respect to these matters be incorrect, or should the condition of the records, degree of cooperation, or 
other matters beyond our reasonable control cause delay or require additional commitments by us beyond 
those upon which our estimated fees are based, we may adjust our fees and planned completion dates, 
and “Auditor” shall not be responsible for any consequences. If significant additional time is necessary, we 
will discuss it with management and arrive at a new fee estimate as soon as reasonably practicable. 
 
If there is a significant transaction or new accounting issue that requires us to spend a substantial amount 
of time that was not anticipated in our fees, there may be additional billings. For instance, the above 
estimate does not include any fees for professional time that may be required to assist in the adoption of 
new accounting standards. Fees for any additional services will be established separately. 
 
If our Agreement requires a retainer upon execution, you agree that the retainer will be earned as our 
professional time to complete the engagement is incurred. The retainer will be applied to the final billing, 
and any unused balance will be refunded at the end of the engagement. 
 
We will bill you for our professional fees and out-of-pocket costs. Payment is due upon receipt. For 
administrative convenience, payment for our invoices may be made to Sorren CPAs, P.C. or a related 
Sorren entity as indicated on our invoices. If payment is not received within thirty (30) days, you will be 
assessed interest charges of 1.5% per month on the unpaid balance. You have thirty (30) days from the 
invoice date to review the invoice and to communicate to us, in writing, any disagreement with the charges, 
after which you waive the right to contest the invoice. 
 
All outstanding invoices must be paid prior to the release of work-products specified in the Agreement. 
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We reserve the right to suspend or terminate our work for non-payment of fees. In the event that work is 
discontinued, either temporarily or permanently, as a result of delinquent or non-payment, we shall not be 
liable for any loss you may incur as a result of the work stoppage, including penalties and interest. In such 
cases, you assume all risk associated with your failure to meet any governmental or other deadlines. 
 
Termination and Withdrawal 
 
Either party may terminate this Agreement at any time and for any reason. If this Agreement is terminated 
before services are completed, you agree to pay all fees and expenses we incur through the effective date 
of termination. 
 
Conflicts of Interest 
 
If we, in our sole discretion, believe a conflict of interest has arisen affecting our ability to deliver services 
to you in accordance with either the ethical standards of our firm or the ethical standards of our profession, 
we may be required to terminate our services without issuing our work-product. 
 
Costs of Responding to Government or Legal Processes 
 
In the event we are required to respond to a subpoena, court order, government agency or other legal 
process for the production of documents and / or testimony relative to information we obtained and / or 
prepared during the course of this engagement, you agree to compensate us at our normal hourly rates for 
the time we expend in connection with such response, and to reimburse us for all of our out-of-pocket costs 
incurred. 
 
Other Services 
 
In addition to the audit services referred to above, we will, as allowed by the AICPA Code of Professional 
Conduct, perform non-attest services as required. Our non-attest services will encompass the following 
activities: 
 

• We will also prepare or assist in preparing the financial statements, schedule of expenditures of 
federal awards, and related notes of the City in accordance with U.S GAAP based on information 
provided by you;   

• We will provide adjusting or correcting journal entries;  

 
On a periodic basis, as needed, we will meet with you to discuss your accounting records and the 
management implications of your  financial statements and supplementary information. We will notify you, 
in writing, of any matters of which we believe you should be aware and will meet with you upon request. 
 
You agree to provide the information necessary to complete these non-attest services on a timely basis and 
assume all management responsibilities relating to the non-attest services we provide. You will be required 
to acknowledge in the management representation letter the non-attest services we provided and that you 
have accepted responsibility for them. Further, you agree to oversee the non-attest services by designating 
an individual, preferably from senior management, with suitable skill, knowledge, or experience; evaluate 
the adequacy and results of those services; and accept responsibility for them. You also agree to continue 
to make all management decisions and perform all management functions, including approving all journal 
entries and general ledger classifications when they are submitted to you and to establish and maintain 
internal controls, including monitoring ongoing activities related to the non-attest function. 
 
Use of Information 
 
It is acknowledged that we will have access to all personal information in your custody that we require to 
complete our engagement. Our services are provided on the basis that: 
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1. You represent to us that management has obtained any required consents for collection, use and 
disclosure to us of personal information required under applicable privacy legislation; and 

2. We will hold all personal information in compliance with our Privacy Statement. 
 
Third-Party Service Providers or Subcontractors 
 
Sorren CPAs, P.C. may from time to time, and depending on the circumstances, use third-party service 
providers to assist with the services identified in this letter. We may share some or all of your information 
with these service providers, but we remain committed to maintaining the confidentiality and security of 
your information. Accordingly, we maintain internal policies, procedures, and safeguards to protect the 
confidentiality of your personal information. In addition, we secure confidentiality agreements with all service 
providers to maintain the confidentiality of your information and we will take reasonable precautions to 
determine that they have appropriate procedures in place to prevent the unauthorized release of your 
confidential information to others. In the event that we are unable to secure an appropriate confidentiality 
agreement, you will be asked to provide your consent prior to the sharing of your confidential information 
with the third-party service provider. Furthermore, we will remain responsible for the work provided by any 
such third-party service providers. 
 
In order to comply with 26 U.S.C. § 7216, 26 C.F.R. § 301.7216-3, and all other applicable laws and 
regulations for disclosing confidential financial information to a third-party, you are consenting to allow us 
to disclose all documents and information needed for the performance of our scope of services identified in 
the engagement letter, including confidential information, to our third-party providers, both inside and 
outside the United States for the purpose of providing assistance within the scope of our services.  
 
If we disclose tax return information or other related financial information to a service provider located 
outside of the United States, we will use adequate data protection safeguards. The items may not be 
disclosed or used for any other purpose, except that may continue to disclose or use the items to the extent 
we have been retained to do so, or as otherwise required by law. 
 
Your signature at the bottom of this engagement letter serves as your consent to Sorren CPAs, P.C.’s use 
and disclosure of your information as provided herein. 
 
Records Management 
 
Record Retention and Ownership 
We will return any original records and documents you provide to us. Our copies of your records and 
documents are solely for our documentation purposes and are not a substitute for your own record-keeping 
obligations under any applicable laws or regulations. 
 
Workpapers and other items created by us to support the delivery of our services are our property and will 
remain in our control. We will consider requests for copies of workpapers and other items created by us in 
accordance with the AICPA Code of Professional Conduct. Our workpapers will be maintained by us in 
accordance with our firm’s record retention policy and any applicable legal and regulatory requirements. 
Our firm destroys workpaper files after a period of seven (7) years. Catastrophic events or physical 
deterioration may result in damage to or destruction of our firm’s records, causing the records to be 
unavailable before the expiration of the retention period, as stated in our record retention policy. 
 
Working Paper Access Requests by Regulators and Others 
State, federal and foreign regulators may request access to or copies of certain workpapers pursuant to 
applicable legal or regulatory requirements. Requests also may arise with respect to peer review, an ethics 
investigation, the sale of your organization, or the sale of our accounting practice. If requested, access to 
such workpapers will only be provided under the supervision of firm personnel. Regulators may request 
copies of selected workpapers to distribute the copies or information contained therein to others, including 
other governmental agencies. If we receive such a request, we agree to inform you of it as soon as 
practicable unless we are prohibited from doing so by applicable laws or regulations. You may, within the 
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time permitted for our firm to respond to any request, initiate such legal action as you deem appropriate, at 
your sole expense, to attempt to limit the disclosure of information. If you take no action within the time 
permitted for us to respond, or if your action does not result in a judicial order protecting us from supplying 
requested information, we may construe your inaction or failure as consent to comply with the request. 
 
If we are not a party to the proceeding in which the information is sought, you agree to reimburse us for our 
professional time and expenses, as well as the fees and expenses of our legal counsel, incurred in 
responding to such requests. 
 
Summons or Subpoenas 
All information you provide to us in connection with this engagement will be maintained by us on a 
confidential basis. If we receive a summons or subpoena which our legal counsel determines requires us 
to produce documents from this engagement or testify about this engagement, provided that we are not 
prohibited from doing so by applicable laws or regulations, we agree to inform you of such summons or 
subpoena as soon as practicable. You may, within the time permitted for our firm to respond to any request, 
initiate such legal action as you deem appropriate, at your sole expense, to attempt to limit discovery.  
 
If you take no action within the time permitted for us to respond, or if your action does not result in a judicial 
order protecting us from supplying requested information, we may construe your inaction or failure as 
consent to comply with the request. 
 
If we are not a party to the proceeding in which the information is sought, you agree to reimburse us for our 
professional time and expenses, as well as the fees and expenses of our legal counsel, incurred in 
responding to such requests. 
 
Confidentiality 
 
In providing services to you, we may require information that is considered confidential and may include 
Personally Identifiable Information (PII), i.e. information that can be used to distinguish or trace an 
individual’s’ identity such as address, bank account and social security information. We will maintain all 
client information, including PII, on a confidential basis and have a duty to do so based on the standards 
promulgated by the AICPA as well as applicable laws and regulations. You assume the risk of loss if you 
provide us with information, including PII, which differs from the information we request in order to provide 
services to you in accordance with the Agreement. 
 
Referrals 
 
In the course of providing services to you, you may request referrals to products or professionals such as 
attorneys, brokers, or investment advisors. As a courtesy, we may identify professional(s) or product(s) for 
your consideration. However, you are responsible for evaluating, selecting, and retaining any professional 
or product and determining if the professional or product meets your needs. You agree that we will not 
oversee the activities of and have no responsibility for the work product of any professional or suitability of 
any product we refer to you or that you separately retain. 
 
Non-Solicitation of Personnel 
 
Professional standards require that a firm and its covered members maintain independence throughout the 
professional engagement period. In order to preserve our independence, you agree not to solicit for 
employment, directly or indirectly, any employee of Sorren CPAs, P.C. or Sorren, Inc. who is involved in 
performing services under this engagement for a period of two (2) years following the completion of such 
services. You shall inform the engagement partner before entering into any substantive employment 
discussions with any Sorren CPAs, P.C. or Sorren, Inc. personnel. Employment offers to any staff member 
working on your engagement without our prior knowledge may require substantial additional procedures to 
ensure our independence on this engagement. Any additional costs incurred due to these procedures will 
be fully billable in addition to our fee. 
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In the event you hire or engage any such employee during the term of this engagement or within two (2) 
years thereafter, you agree to pay Sorren, Inc. a placement fee equal to 50% of the employee's total annual 
compensation, including bonuses, at the time of departure from the Firm. This fee represents a reasonable 
estimate of the costs associated with recruiting, hiring and training a replacement. This provision does not 
restrict the employee’s right to seek employment but is intended to protect Sorren, Inc. from the loss of 
personnel in whom the Firm has invested time and resources. 
 
Limitations on Oral and Email Communications 
 
We may discuss with you our views regarding the treatment of certain items or decisions you may 
encounter. We may also provide you with information through email. Any advice or information delivered 
orally or in an email (rather than through a memorandum delivered as an email attachment) will be based 
upon limited research and a limited discussion and analysis of the underlying facts. Additional research or 
a more complete review of the facts may affect our analysis and conclusions. 
 
Due to these limitations and the related risks, it may not be appropriate to proceed with a decision solely 
on the basis of any oral or email communication from us. You accept all responsibility for any liability, 
including but not limited to additional tax, penalties or interest resulting from your decision: (i) not to have 
us perform the research and analysis necessary to reach a more definitive conclusion and (ii) to instead 
rely on oral or email communication. The limitation in this paragraph will not apply to an item of written 
advice that is a deliverable of a separate engagement. If you wish to engage us to provide formal advice 
on a matter on which we have communicated orally or by email, we will confirm this service in a separate 
agreement. 
 
Brokerage, Investment Advisory or Digital Asset Statements 
 
If you provide our Firm with copies of brokerage, investment advisor, or digital asset statements, we will 
use the information solely for the purpose described in the Engagement Objective and Scope section of 
this Agreement. We will not monitor transactions, investment activity, provide investment advice, or 
supervise the actions of the entity or individuals entering into transactions or investment activities on your 
behalf. 
 
Disclaimer of Legal and Investment Advice 
 
Our services under this Agreement do not constitute investment advice unless specifically engaged in the 
Engagement Objective and Scope section of this Agreement. Our services under this Agreement do not 
constitute legal advice. 
 
Electronic Data Communication and Storage 
 
In the interest of facilitating our services to you, we may send data over the Internet, temporarily store 
electronic data via computer software applications hosted remotely on the Internet, or utilize cloud-based 
storage. Your confidential electronic data may be transmitted or stored using these methods. In using these 
data communication and storage methods, our firm employs measures designed to maintain data security. 
We use reasonable efforts to keep such communications and electronic data secure in accordance with our 
obligations under applicable laws, regulations, and professional standards. 
 
You recognize and accept that we have no control over the unauthorized interception or breach of any 
communications or electronic data once it has been transmitted or if it has been subject to unauthorized 
access while stored, notwithstanding all reasonable security measures employed by us. You consent to our 
use of these electronic devices and applications during this engagement. 
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Marketing and Educational Communications 
 
If we send you newsletters, updates, explanations of technical developments or similar communications, it 
is strictly for marketing or general educational purposes and should not be construed as professional advice 
on which you may rely. These communications, by themselves, do not create a contractual relationship 
between us and you, a binding obligation for us to provide services to you, nor a requirement on our part 
to monitor issues for you. 
 
Mediation 
 
If a timely dispute arises out of or relates to this Agreement, including the scope of services contained 
herein, or the breach thereof, and if the dispute cannot be settled through negotiation, the parties agree 
first to try to settle the dispute by mediation administered by the American Arbitration Association (the AAA) 
under the AAA Accounting and Related Services Arbitration Rules and Mediation Procedures before 
resorting to arbitration, litigation, or any other dispute resolution procedure. The mediator will be selected 
by mutual agreement of the parties. If the parties cannot agree on a mediator, a mediator shall be 
designated by the AAA. The mediation will be conducted in Idaho. 
 
The mediation will be treated as a settlement discussion and, therefore, all discussions during the mediation 
will be confidential. The mediator may not testify for either party in any later proceeding related to the 
dispute.  
 
No recording or transcript shall be made of the mediation proceedings. The costs of any mediation 
proceedings shall be shared equally by all parties. Any costs of legal representation shall be borne by the 
hiring party. 
 
This provision shall not apply to any dispute of fees owed, billed or due. 
 
Limitation of Liability 
 
Sorren CPAs, P.C.’s owners, officers, director, employees, agents or assigns (collectively, Sorren’s 
Stakeholders) liability for all claims, damages, and costs arising from negligent acts, errors, or omissions 
committed by us in the performance of this engagement is limited to one times the total amount of fees paid 
by you to Sorren CPA, P.C. for the service giving rise to this liability. 
 
Limitation of Damages 
 
Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this Agreement, Sorren CPAs, P.C. and Sorren’s Stakeholders 
shall not be liable for any lost profits, indirect, special, incidental, punitive, consequential, or similar 
damages, to the extent such damages may be lawfully limited or excluded, of any nature even if we have 
been advised by you of the possibility of such damages. 
 
Indemnification of Sorren CPAs, P.C. 
 
You agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Sorren CPAs, P.C. and its stakeholders with respect to 
any and all claims made by third parties arising from this engagement, resulting from knowing 
misrepresentations by management to Sorren CPAs, P.C. 
 
Independent Contractor 
 
When providing services to your City, we will function as an independent contractor and in no event will we 
or any of our employees be an officer of you, nor will our relationship be that of joint venturers, partners, 
employer and employee, principal and agent, or any similar relationship giving rise to a fiduciary duty to 
you. 
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Our obligations under this Agreement are solely obligations of Sorren CPAs, P.C., and no Sorren 
Stakeholder shall be subjected to any personal liability whatsoever to you or any person or entity. 
 
Severability 
 
If any portion of this Agreement is deemed invalid or unenforceable, said finding shall not operate to 
invalidate the remainder of the terms set forth in this Agreement. 
 
Survivability 
 
The following sections shall survive termination of the Agreement: Limitation of Liability, Limitation of 
Damages, Indemnification, and Mediation. 
 
Assignment, No Third-Party Beneficiaries 
 
All parties acknowledge and agree that the obligations and responsibilities of this Agreement cannot be 
assigned to any third-party except as agreed to in writing. This Agreement has been entered into solely 
between you and Sorren, Inc., and no third-party beneficiaries are created hereby. 
 
Force Majeure 
 
Neither party shall be held liable for any delays resulting from circumstances or causes beyond our 
reasonable control, including, without limitation, fire or other casualty, act of God, strike or labor dispute, 
war or other violence, epidemics or pandemics as defined by The Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention, or any law, order or requirement of any governmental agency or authority. However, no Force 
Majeure event shall excuse you of any obligation to pay any outstanding invoice or fee or from any 
indemnification obligation under this Agreement. 
 
Electronic Signatures and Counterparts 
 
Each party hereto agrees that any electronic signature intended to replicate a written signature, shall be 
presumed valid, and we may reasonably rely upon it. For purposes hereof, “electronic signature” includes, 
but is not limited to, a scanned copy of a manual signature, an electronic copy of a manual signature affixed 
to a document, a signature incorporated into a document utilizing touchscreen capabilities, or a digital 
signature. Documents may be executed in one or more counterparts, each of which shall be considered an 
original instrument, but all of which shall be considered one and the same agreement. 
 
Entire Agreement 
 
This Agreement represents the entire agreement of the parties and supersedes all previous oral, written or 
other understandings and agreements between the parties. Any modification to the terms of this Agreement 
must be made in writing and signed by both parties. 
 
Other 
 
Morgan Browning is the “engagement partner” for the audit services specified in this letter. The engagement 
partner's responsibilities include supervising Sorren's services performed as part of this engagement and 
signing or authorizing another qualified firm representative to sign the audit report. 
 
Professional standards prohibit us from being the sole host and / or the sole storage of your financial and 
non-financial data. As such, it is your responsibility to maintain your original data and records and we cannot 
be responsible to maintain such original information. By signing this engagement letter, you affirm that you 
have all the data and records required to make your books and records complete. 
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Conclusion 
 
This engagement letter includes the relevant terms that will govern the engagement for which it has been 
prepared. The terms of this letter supersede any prior oral or written representations or commitments by or 
between the parties. Any material changes or additions to the terms set forth in this letter will only become 
effective if evidenced by a written amendment to this letter, signed by all of the parties. 
 
If you have any questions about the contents of this letter, please raise them with us. If the services outlined 
are in accordance with your requirements, and if the above terms are acceptable to you, please sign the 
copy of this letter in the space provided and return it to us. 
We appreciate the opportunity of continuing to be of service to your City. 
 
Yours truly, 
 
Sorren CPAs, PC 
 
 
 
 
 
RESPONSE: 
Acknowledged and agreed on behalf of the City of Mountain Home, Idaho by: 
 
 
  
Treasurer’s Signature 
 
 
  
Mayor’s Signature 
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LETTERHEAD 

May 11, 2026 
 
Name 
Title 
Organization Name 
Address 
 
U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs  
Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP) 
 
Subject: Letter of Support for Funding Opportunity No. O-OJJDP-2025-172510 - OJJDP FY25 
Opioid Affected Youth Initiative 
 
To the Selection Committee: 
 
[Organization name] understands that Central District Health (CDH) is applying for the subject 
funding opportunity to work with community partners in rural Elmore County. The goal of the 
project is to provide resources and support to youth and families impacted by opioid, stimulant, 
and other substance use disorders.  
 
[Organization name] recognizes the critical need for stronger behavioral health support for youth 
and families in the project location. We look forward to collaborating with CDH as part of this 
important work to help amplify project reach and impact in Elmore County.  
 
We are in full support of this application and are confident that CDH will help Elmore County 
execute a meaningful, transparent, and fiscally responsible project that will improve the lives of 
youth and families. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
 
Name 
Title 
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P.O. Box 10 ● Mountain Home, ID 83647  
www.mountain-home.us 

 

 
April 23, 2026  

 
RE: Approval Request – Funding Allocation for Railroad Extension/Relocation Project     
                                              (Mountain Home Municipal Airport) 
City Council Meeting: April 28, 2026 

 

Mayor and Council, 

On April 14, 2026, City staff provided a memorandum requesting direction regarding the 
Railroad Extension/Relocation Project at the Mountain Home Municipal Airport. At that time, 
Council requested that staff return with identified funding sources should the project move 
forward. 

As previously discussed, Keller Associates, Inc., the Council-approved professional engineering 
consultant for this project, has submitted a Task Order to initiate Phase 1 – “Discovery” in the 
amount of $36,570.00. 

Staff have since evaluated available funding options and is proposing the use of existing 
appropriated funds within the FY2026 budget. Specifically, the City Administration (“City 
Hall”) budget includes $41,800.00 allocated to Professional Services - Facility Review under 
line item 01-415-99-00. 

Based on recent discussions, a facility study does not appear to be a current priority. Staff is 
therefore presenting the option to reallocate these budgeted funds to support the Railroad 
Extension/Relocation Project for Council’s consideration. 

This reallocation would allow the City to proceed with Phase 1 of the project without requiring 
additional appropriations in the current fiscal year. Staff continues to believe this project is an 
important step toward protecting airport property, supporting economic vitality, and 
positioning the City for future industrial growth opportunities. 

Staff respectfully requests Council approval of the following: 

• Authorization to reallocate up to $36,570.00 from budget line item 01-415-99-00 
(Professional Services – Facility Review); and 

• Approval to execute the Task Order with Keller Associates, Inc. to proceed with Phase 1 
– Discovery for the Railroad Extension/Relocation Project. 
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Upon approval, staff will move forward with execution of the Task Order and coordination 
with Keller Associates. 

Please let me know if additional information is needed. 

Respectfully,  
 
 
 
Tiffany Belt 
T  (208) 587-2104 
tbelt@mountain-home.us  
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Consultant Project #214010-034 TASK   ORDER  P a g e  | 1 
 

  

TASK ORDER 034 
AGREEMENT FOR 

RAILROAD ALIGNMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE LOGISTICS (R.A.I.L.) PROJECT 
PHASE I DISCOVERY 

  

Effective Date: December 15, 2025 
 

Consultant Project No.: 214010-034 
 
This Task Order, entered between City of Mountain Home (“Owner”), and Keller Associates, Inc. 
(“Consultant”), is subject to the provisions of the Agreement for Professional Services (“Agreement”), dated 
March 25, 2014 and subsequently amended on July 01, 2024. 
 
The Owner intends to complete a phase one discovery phase for the realignment of an existing railroad spur 
that is in the footprint of the airport runway expansion, as described in Attachment A, hereinafter referred 
to as the "Project". Now therefore, the Owner and Consultant agree to the following project scope, schedule, 
and compensation.  
 
SCOPE:  The Consultant will provide the scope of services outlined in Attachment A.    
 
SCHEDULE:  The Agreement shall commence on the above written date and be completed as outlined in 
Attachment A. 
  
COMPENSATION:   
Basic Services.  As compensation for services to be performed by Consultant, the Owner will pay Consultant 
with a total not-to-exceed budget of $36,570 (thirty-six thousand five hundred seventy dollars) as described in 
Attachment A.  The total authorized budget amount shall not be exceeded without authorization from the 
Owner.   
 
Additional Services.  Compensation for performing Additional Services will be pursuant to a mutually agreed 
upon Addendum to this Task Order. 

 

In Witness Whereof, the parties hereto have executed this Task Order Agreement as of the day and year first 
above written. 
 

OWNER: CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME CONSULTANT: KELLER ASSOCIATES, INC. 
 

    

Signature:                  Signature:  

    

     Name: Richard Sykes, Mayor                      Name: Nathan Cleaver, Principal 

    

     Date:                       Date: 12/05/2025 
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Project: R.A.I.L. Project 
Owner: City of Mountain Home 
Consultant: Keller Associates, Inc. 
Project Manager: Jordan Crane, PE, 208.288.1992, jcrane@kellerassociates.com 
Date Prepared: November 11, 2025 
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Attachment A 

CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME 
RAILROAD ALIGNMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE LOGISTICS (R.A.I.L.) PROJECT 

PHASE I - DISCOVERY 
SCOPE OF WORK 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The City of Mountain Home (“Owner”, “City”) owns property and operates a municipal airport on the west side 
of town. The Airport Master Plan recommends a capital improvement project to extend the runway to 
accommodate larger aircraft and to attract additional industrial/commercial development to the City. An 
existing railroad industrial track (spur), connected to the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR), is in the footprint of the 
proposed runway expansion. The City wishes to evaluate the existing railroad spur and begin planning efforts to 
realign the spur outside of the runway expansion and its associated runway protection zone (RPZ). In addition, 
the City’s objectives include developing a commercial and industrial area adjacent to the spur and airport that 
can access trucking routes. 

This Phase I, Discovery, Scope of Work includes evaluating the existing spur, environmental scan and gathering 
data relevant for future evaluation of the spur realignment alternatives.  

The City has selected Keller Associates, Inc. (“Consultant”) to provide services for the project.  
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CONSULTANT’S SCOPE OF WORK 
The consultant will conduct the following tasks unless specifically noted to be conducted by others. 

Project Management  

Consultant Responsibilities: 

 General Project Management. Provide general project administration services including contract 
administration, project accounting, scheduling, and internal project administration.  

Assumptions 

• Project management budget assumes a project duration of 4 months.  

Owner Responsibilities: 

• Provide requested information within two weeks of request  

COORDINATION 

Consultant Responsibilities: 

 Airport Coordination Meeting. Participate in a meeting with the Owner’s Airport engineering consultant 
to discuss the airport runway expansion and associated runway protection zone. Discuss additional 
considerations for airport expansion and growth. Document the runway expansion extents and 
associated RPZ requirements. Document additional airport expansion goals.  

 UPRR Coordination Meeting. Arrange and participate in a meeting with UPRR to discuss existing efforts 
that have been completed on this railroad spur, document industrial track design/construction process 
and requirements, and document additional design requirements that are applicable for this spur. 
Document ownership of the rail spur and if a rail lease agreement exists. If a rail lease agreement exists, 
document lease requirement responsibilities and siding and spur location restrictions.  

 Request for Information (RFI). Request information from the City, UPRR, and others for information that 
may help in the development of the overall project. 

Assumptions 

• Coordination meetings may be a combination of in person or virtual meetings.  

Owner Responsibilities: 

• Participating in the coordination meetings 

• Supply known information relevant to the RFI 

Deliverables: 

• Meeting agendas and meeting notes. 

• Request for Information 
 

SITE VISIT AND CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT 

Consultant Responsibilities: 

 Site Visit. The intent of this task is to obtain a general understanding of the physical and environmental 
setting to inform subsequent engineering evaluations and design development. Visit the existing railroad 
spur alignment and the surrounding project areas for the purpose of becoming familiar with existing site 
conditions. This activity will include walking/driving the possible alignment and observing the general 
topography, land configuration, drainage characteristics, existing infrastructure, and adjacent property 
features. Document features of concern that are observed during the site walk.   

 Rail Spur Conditions Assessment. Conduct a track conditions review of the spur from the wye at the 
UPRR main track to the spur crossing at Highway 67 consisting of approximately 3.5 miles. Track 
conditions, photographs, and recommendations will be summarized in a report.  
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Owner Responsibilities: 

• Provide access to the site for site walk and track inspection.  

Assumptions 

• The site visit budget assumes two days for this task. A side-by-side or 4-wheelers may be used for the 
site visit. Site limits are delineated on the figure on page one of this scope with the blue polygon.  

• Karl Huffaker will be a subconsultant to Keller to complete the track conditions assessment.  

Deliverables: 

• Rail spur conditions assessment report 
 

ENVIRONMENTAL SCAN 

Consultant Responsibilities: 

 Environmental Scan. Conduct an environmental scan that will include the following items:  

 Send correspondence to the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) requesting information 
regarding known historic and prehistoric sites within the project’s area of potential effect (APE).  

 Request information from the US Fish and Wildlife Service using the IPaC system which will provide 
a list of threatened and endangered species. 

 Review US Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory to identify potential wetlands in the 
APE.   

Assumptions 

• No environmental field work is included in this scope.  
 
 

PHASE I DISCOVERY REPORT AND CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

Consultant Responsibilities: 

 Draft Discovery Report. Document the findings from tasks 2 through 4 in a report for Owner’s review 
and comment.  

 Workshop Meeting. Participate in a workshop meeting with Owner’s staff to review the draft discovery 
report, obtain owner feedback and comments, and discuss what information to present at a City Council 
Meeting.  

 City Council Meeting. Prepare a short presentation and participate in a City Council meeting to present 
the findings of the Phase I Discovery efforts.  

 Final Discovery Report. Finalize the discovery report with direction provided by the Owner.  

Owner Responsibilities: 

• Provide comments on the draft discovery report in a timely manner.  

• Hold, chair, and provide space for the public meeting.  

Assumptions 

• Assumes one workshop meeting and one public meeting. 

Deliverables: 

• Draft and final discovery report.  
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SCHEDULE 

Consultant anticipates the following project schedule. The number of days associated with each of the 
tasks are approximate and assume timely delivery of requested information. Actual schedule may vary.  

Task 
Schedule 
(calendar 

days) 
Comments 

Tasks 200 – 400  90 days From notice to proceed 

Task 500 30 days To provide draft Discovery Report to City.  

 

COMPENSATION 

As compensation for services to be performed by Consultant, the Owner will pay Consultant as described in the 
following table. The total authorized budget amount will not be exceeded without written authorization from 
the Owner.  

Task Type Amount 

Task 100 – Project Management LS $1,700  

Task 200 – Coordination Meetings LS $7,410 

Task 300 – Site Visit, Survey, and Conditions Assessment LS $11,050 

Task 400 – Environmental Scan LS $3,930 

Task 500 – Phase I Discovery Report and City Council Meeting LS 12,480 

TOTAL COST    LS $36,570 
LS = lump sum 
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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 

 

 
April 9, 2026  

 
RE: Direction Requested – Railroad Extension/Relocation Project  

(Mountain Home Municipal Airport) 
 

City Council Meeting: April 14, 2026 

 

Mayor and Council, 

City staff is seeking policy direction from the City Council regarding the Railroad 
Extension/Relocation Project located at the Mountain Home Municipal Airport. 

As the Council is aware, Keller Associates, Inc., was previously selected and approved by the 
City Council to serve as the professional engineering consultant for this project. Keller 
Associates has now submitted a Task Order to initiate Phase 1 “Discovery” in the amount of 
$36,570.00. 

At this time, funding for this phase was not included in the City’s FY2026 adopted budget. 
Given this, City staff is requesting Council direction prior to proceeding with any additional 
work or expenditure of resources. 

Staff believes this project warrants consideration due to its potential long-term benefits, 
including protection of airport property, support of economic vitality, and facilitation of future 
industrial growth within the community. However, recognizing the financial implications and 
the need for alignment with Council priorities, staff is requesting guidance on how to proceed. 

Specifically, staff is seeking Council directions on the following: 

• Whether Council supports proceeding with Phase 1 of the project at this time.  
• If so, whether Council prefers to:  

o Reallocate available FY2026 funds to accommodate this expenditure; or  
o Defer funding consideration to the FY2027 budget process; and  

• Whether this project aligns with the Council’s strategic priorities for the future of the 
City of Mountain Home.  

Staff will not proceed with the Task Order or incur any related costs without clear direction 
from the City Council. 

Please advise on how you would like staff to proceed. 
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Respectfully,  
 
 
 
Tiffany Belt 
T  (208) 587-2104 
tbelt@mountain-home.us  
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Consultant Project #214010-034 TASK   ORDER  P a g e  | 1 
 

  

TASK ORDER 034 
AGREEMENT FOR 

RAILROAD ALIGNMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE LOGISTICS (R.A.I.L.) PROJECT 
PHASE I DISCOVERY 

  

Effective Date: December 15, 2025 
 

Consultant Project No.: 214010-034 
 
This Task Order, entered between City of Mountain Home (“Owner”), and Keller Associates, Inc. 
(“Consultant”), is subject to the provisions of the Agreement for Professional Services (“Agreement”), dated 
March 25, 2014 and subsequently amended on July 01, 2024. 
 
The Owner intends to complete a phase one discovery phase for the realignment of an existing railroad spur 
that is in the footprint of the airport runway expansion, as described in Attachment A, hereinafter referred 
to as the "Project". Now therefore, the Owner and Consultant agree to the following project scope, schedule, 
and compensation.  
 
SCOPE:  The Consultant will provide the scope of services outlined in Attachment A.    
 
SCHEDULE:  The Agreement shall commence on the above written date and be completed as outlined in 
Attachment A. 
  
COMPENSATION:   
Basic Services.  As compensation for services to be performed by Consultant, the Owner will pay Consultant 
with a total not-to-exceed budget of $36,570 (thirty-six thousand five hundred seventy dollars) as described in 
Attachment A.  The total authorized budget amount shall not be exceeded without authorization from the 
Owner.   
 
Additional Services.  Compensation for performing Additional Services will be pursuant to a mutually agreed 
upon Addendum to this Task Order. 

 

In Witness Whereof, the parties hereto have executed this Task Order Agreement as of the day and year first 
above written. 
 

OWNER: CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME CONSULTANT: KELLER ASSOCIATES, INC. 
 

    

Signature:                  Signature:  

    

     Name: Richard Sykes, Mayor                      Name: Nathan Cleaver, Principal 

    

     Date:                       Date: 12/05/2025 
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Project: R.A.I.L. Project 
Owner: City of Mountain Home 
Consultant: Keller Associates, Inc. 
Project Manager: Jordan Crane, PE, 208.288.1992, jcrane@kellerassociates.com 
Date Prepared: November 11, 2025 
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Attachment A 

CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME 
RAILROAD ALIGNMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE LOGISTICS (R.A.I.L.) PROJECT 

PHASE I - DISCOVERY 
SCOPE OF WORK 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The City of Mountain Home (“Owner”, “City”) owns property and operates a municipal airport on the west side 
of town. The Airport Master Plan recommends a capital improvement project to extend the runway to 
accommodate larger aircraft and to attract additional industrial/commercial development to the City. An 
existing railroad industrial track (spur), connected to the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR), is in the footprint of the 
proposed runway expansion. The City wishes to evaluate the existing railroad spur and begin planning efforts to 
realign the spur outside of the runway expansion and its associated runway protection zone (RPZ). In addition, 
the City’s objectives include developing a commercial and industrial area adjacent to the spur and airport that 
can access trucking routes. 

This Phase I, Discovery, Scope of Work includes evaluating the existing spur, environmental scan and gathering 
data relevant for future evaluation of the spur realignment alternatives.  

The City has selected Keller Associates, Inc. (“Consultant”) to provide services for the project.  
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CONSULTANT’S SCOPE OF WORK 
The consultant will conduct the following tasks unless specifically noted to be conducted by others. 

Project Management  

Consultant Responsibilities: 

 General Project Management. Provide general project administration services including contract 
administration, project accounting, scheduling, and internal project administration.  

Assumptions 

• Project management budget assumes a project duration of 4 months.  

Owner Responsibilities: 

• Provide requested information within two weeks of request  

COORDINATION 

Consultant Responsibilities: 

 Airport Coordination Meeting. Participate in a meeting with the Owner’s Airport engineering consultant 
to discuss the airport runway expansion and associated runway protection zone. Discuss additional 
considerations for airport expansion and growth. Document the runway expansion extents and 
associated RPZ requirements. Document additional airport expansion goals.  

 UPRR Coordination Meeting. Arrange and participate in a meeting with UPRR to discuss existing efforts 
that have been completed on this railroad spur, document industrial track design/construction process 
and requirements, and document additional design requirements that are applicable for this spur. 
Document ownership of the rail spur and if a rail lease agreement exists. If a rail lease agreement exists, 
document lease requirement responsibilities and siding and spur location restrictions.  

 Request for Information (RFI). Request information from the City, UPRR, and others for information that 
may help in the development of the overall project. 

Assumptions 

• Coordination meetings may be a combination of in person or virtual meetings.  

Owner Responsibilities: 

• Participating in the coordination meetings 

• Supply known information relevant to the RFI 

Deliverables: 

• Meeting agendas and meeting notes. 

• Request for Information 
 

SITE VISIT AND CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT 

Consultant Responsibilities: 

 Site Visit. The intent of this task is to obtain a general understanding of the physical and environmental 
setting to inform subsequent engineering evaluations and design development. Visit the existing railroad 
spur alignment and the surrounding project areas for the purpose of becoming familiar with existing site 
conditions. This activity will include walking/driving the possible alignment and observing the general 
topography, land configuration, drainage characteristics, existing infrastructure, and adjacent property 
features. Document features of concern that are observed during the site walk.   

 Rail Spur Conditions Assessment. Conduct a track conditions review of the spur from the wye at the 
UPRR main track to the spur crossing at Highway 67 consisting of approximately 3.5 miles. Track 
conditions, photographs, and recommendations will be summarized in a report.  
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Owner Responsibilities: 

• Provide access to the site for site walk and track inspection.  

Assumptions 

• The site visit budget assumes two days for this task. A side-by-side or 4-wheelers may be used for the 
site visit. Site limits are delineated on the figure on page one of this scope with the blue polygon.  

• Karl Huffaker will be a subconsultant to Keller to complete the track conditions assessment.  

Deliverables: 

• Rail spur conditions assessment report 
 

ENVIRONMENTAL SCAN 

Consultant Responsibilities: 

 Environmental Scan. Conduct an environmental scan that will include the following items:  

 Send correspondence to the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) requesting information 
regarding known historic and prehistoric sites within the project’s area of potential effect (APE).  

 Request information from the US Fish and Wildlife Service using the IPaC system which will provide 
a list of threatened and endangered species. 

 Review US Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory to identify potential wetlands in the 
APE.   

Assumptions 

• No environmental field work is included in this scope.  
 
 

PHASE I DISCOVERY REPORT AND CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

Consultant Responsibilities: 

 Draft Discovery Report. Document the findings from tasks 2 through 4 in a report for Owner’s review 
and comment.  

 Workshop Meeting. Participate in a workshop meeting with Owner’s staff to review the draft discovery 
report, obtain owner feedback and comments, and discuss what information to present at a City Council 
Meeting.  

 City Council Meeting. Prepare a short presentation and participate in a City Council meeting to present 
the findings of the Phase I Discovery efforts.  

 Final Discovery Report. Finalize the discovery report with direction provided by the Owner.  

Owner Responsibilities: 

• Provide comments on the draft discovery report in a timely manner.  

• Hold, chair, and provide space for the public meeting.  

Assumptions 

• Assumes one workshop meeting and one public meeting. 

Deliverables: 

• Draft and final discovery report.  
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SCHEDULE 

Consultant anticipates the following project schedule. The number of days associated with each of the 
tasks are approximate and assume timely delivery of requested information. Actual schedule may vary.  

Task 
Schedule 
(calendar 

days) 
Comments 

Tasks 200 – 400  90 days From notice to proceed 

Task 500 30 days To provide draft Discovery Report to City.  

 

COMPENSATION 

As compensation for services to be performed by Consultant, the Owner will pay Consultant as described in the 
following table. The total authorized budget amount will not be exceeded without written authorization from 
the Owner.  

Task Type Amount 

Task 100 – Project Management LS $1,700  

Task 200 – Coordination Meetings LS $7,410 

Task 300 – Site Visit, Survey, and Conditions Assessment LS $11,050 

Task 400 – Environmental Scan LS $3,930 

Task 500 – Phase I Discovery Report and City Council Meeting LS 12,480 

TOTAL COST    LS $36,570 
LS = lump sum 
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MEMO TO CITY COUNCIL 
 
To: Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Brenda Ellis, Senior City Planner 
 
Subject: Request to Transfer Impact Fees Due to Posting Errors 
 
Dear Mayor and Members of the City Council, 
 
I am writing to formally request approval to correct certain accounting entries related to Fire and 
Police Impact Fee and Revenue accounts that were identified during a recent review. 
 
First, it was determined that certain revenues were incorrectly recorded as Fire Impact Fees 
rather than being posted to the appropriate Fire Revenue account. To correct this, we are 
requesting approval to transfer these funds from the Fire Impact Fee account to the Fire Revenue 
account. Additionally, an error was identified in which revenue was incorrectly recorded in the 
Police Impact Fee account that should have been posted to the Fire Impact Fee account. We are 
therefore requesting approval to transfer the affected amount from the Police Impact Fee 
account to the Fire Impact Fee account to properly reflect the intended classification. 
These corrections are necessary to: 

• Ensure accurate classification of revenues in accordance with their source and intended 
use 

• Maintain transparency and integrity in the City’s financial records 
• Support compliance with applicable municipal accounting and reporting standards 

The total amounts to be transferred are as follows: 
• $300.00: Fire Impact Fees to Fire Revenue 
• $3,128.00: Police Impact Fees to Fire Impact Fees 

These adjustments are administrative in nature and will not impact the overall financial position 
of the City, but will ensure proper reporting and fund alignment. 
 
We respectfully request City Council’s approval to proceed with these corrections. Please let me 
know if additional documentation or clarification is needed. 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Respectfully, 
Brenda Ellis, Senior City Planner 
 
Attachments: 
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City of Mountain Home, Idaho April 14, 2026

Permit Fee
Record No.BLDG-25-118

Status Completed

Type Payment

Assignee Aleks Yanchuk

Invoice ID 48522

Became Active April 21, 2025

Due Date None

Record No: BLDG-25-118
Commercial Building Permit

Status: Active

Submitted On: 3/20/2025

Primary Location

987, 985, 983, 981 Wolf Street
Mountain Home, ID 83647

Owner

No owner information

Applicant

Aleks Yanchuk
208-994-2177
livingdevelopmentsllc@gmail.com
897 W Creekbury st

Meridian, ID 83646
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Fee Breakdown

Fee Name Total Fee Paid

Commercial Plan
Review Fee

$1,830.89 $1,830.89 $0.00

Flood Plain
Development

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00

Police - Impact Fee $2,652.00 $2,652.00 $0.00

Fire - Impact Fee $5,352.00 $5,352.00 $0.00

Streets - Non-
Residential

$1,800.00 $1,800.00 $0.00

Water EDU's $9,800.00 $9,800.00 $0.00

Sewer EDU's $16,800.00 $16,800.00 $0.00

Fire Review $150.00 $150.00 $0.00

Commercial
Building Permit

$4,577.23 $4,577.23 $0.00

Commercial Fiber
Fee

$4,780.00 $4,780.00 $0.00

Park - Impact Fee $3,320.00 $3,320.00 $0.00

Water Meter $2,221.68 $2,221.68 $0.00

Sales Tax on meter $133.30 $133.30 $0.00

Total $53,417.10 $53,417.10 $0.00

Payment History

Due
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Date Method Note

04/28/2025 Check
Permit Fee paid by

check for -
$53,417.10

$53,417.10

Messages

No comments yet.

Paid

Page 130 of 209



City of Mountain Home, Idaho April 14, 2026

Permit Fee
Record No.BLDG-25-119

Status Completed

Type Payment

Assignee Aleks Yanchuk

Invoice ID 48570

Became Active April 21, 2025

Due Date None

Record No: BLDG-25-119
Commercial Building Permit

Status: Active

Submitted On: 3/20/2025

Primary Location

357, 355, 353, 351 Wolf Street
Mountain Home, ID 83647

Owner

No owner information

Applicant

Aleks Yanchuk
208-994-2177
livingdevelopmentsllc@gmail.com
897 W Creekbury st

Meridian, ID 83646
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Fee Breakdown

Fee Name Total Fee Paid

Commercial Plan
Review Fee

$1,830.89 $1,830.89 $0.00

Flood Plain
Development

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00

Police - Impact Fee $2,652.00 $2,652.00 $0.00

Fire - Impact Fee $5,352.00 $5,352.00 $0.00

Streets - Non-
Residential

$1,800.00 $1,800.00 $0.00

Water EDU's $9,800.00 $9,800.00 $0.00

Sewer EDU's $16,800.00 $16,800.00 $0.00

Fire Review $150.00 $150.00 $0.00

Commercial
Building Permit

$4,577.23 $4,577.23 $0.00

Commercial Fiber
Fee

$4,780.00 $4,780.00 $0.00

Park - Impact Fee $3,320.00 $3,320.00 $0.00

Water Meter $2,221.68 $2,221.68 $0.00

Sales Tax on meter $133.30 $133.30 $0.00

Total $53,417.10 $53,417.10 $0.00

Payment History

Due
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Date Method Note

04/28/2025 Check

Permit fee for
BLDG-25-119 paid

by check for -
$53,417.10

$53,417.10

Messages

No comments yet.

Paid
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MEMO TO CITY COUNCIL 
 
Date: April 14, 2026 
 
To: Mayor and City Council 
 
From: Brenda Ellis, Senior City Planner 
 
Subject: Direction Requested: Funding for Development Impact Fee Study 
 
Dear Mayor and Members of the City Council, 

The purpose of this memorandum is to request policy direction regarding funding for a proposed 

Development Impact Fee Study. 

The City has identified the need to update and/or conduct a comprehensive Development Impact 

Fee Study to ensure that the City’s fees remain aligned with current growth projections, 

infrastructure needs, and applicable legal requirements. An updated study will help ensure that 

impact fees are appropriately calculated and defensible, and that new development continues to 

contribute its fair share toward necessary public facilities. 

Staff has obtained two proposed scopes of work for consideration and has prepared a 

proportional cost allocation for each: 

Scope Option 1 – Total Cost: $57,960.00 

(Police, Fire, Parks, Streets Impact Fees) 

Assuming equal distribution among the four categories, the proportional share is as follows: 

• Police: $14,490.00 

• Fire: $14,490.00 

• Parks: $14,490.00 

• Streets: $14,490.00 

Scope Option 2 – Total Cost: $91,560.00 

(Police, Fire, Parks, Streets, plus Water and Wastewater Impact Fees) 

This option includes the same base allocation as Scope Option 1, with the additional cost 

allocated to Water and Wastewater: 
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• Police: $14,490.00 

• Fire: $14,490.00 

• Parks: $14,490.00 

• Streets: $14,490.00 

The difference between the two proposals is $33,600.00, which, if allocated evenly, results in: 

• Water: $16,800.00 

• Wastewater: $16,800.00 

At this time, staff is seeking direction from the Mayor and City Council on how you would like 

to proceed with both the scope and funding of this effort. Specifically, we request guidance on 

the following: 

• Selection of the preferred scope of work 

• Option 1: Authorize the expenditure of funds in the current fiscal year budget to initiate 

the study 

• Option 2: Defer the study and include the associated cost in the upcoming fiscal year 

budget for future consideration 

Timely completion of the study may be beneficial in ensuring that the City’s impact fees remain 

current, equitable, and legally compliant. To defer balances this effort with other fiscal priorities 

and the importance of ensuring the underlying data and capital planning efforts are as complete 

and accurate as possible.  Your direction on the preferred scope and timing of this expenditure is 

appreciated. Staff is prepared to proceed based on Council’s direction.  

Attached is the proposal for the Development Impact Fee Study from TischlerBiseGalena with 

additional information, including detailed scope descriptions, timeline, and consultant process. 

Thank you for your consideration and guidance. 

 
Respectfully, 
Brenda Ellis, Senior City Planner 
 
Attachments: Proposal for Development Impact Fee Study 
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City of Mountain Home, Idaho 
 

March 27, 2026 
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Section A: Cover Letter 

March 27, 2026 

Brenda Ellis, City Planner 

City of Mountain Home, ID 

RE: Proposal for Development Impact Fee Study Update 

TischlerBiseGalena is pleased to submit the enclosed proposal to prepare an updated Development Impact 

Fee Study for the City of Mountain Home. This assignment requires a consultant with a unique combination 

of experience and expertise. We feel that TischlerBiseGalena is ideally suited to undertake this project 

based on our extensive national and Idaho impact fee experience. There are several points we would like 

to note that make our qualifications unique: 

▪ Depth of Experience. TischlerBiseGalena is the nation’s leading impact fee and infrastructure 

financing consulting firm. We have managed over 1,100 impact fee studies across the country – 

more than any other firm. More important, a TischlerBiseGalena impact fee methodology has never 

been successfully challenged in a court of law.  

▪ Idaho Experience. Having worked with over 70 communities in Idaho, TischlerBiseGalena has 

unsurpassed experience preparing impact fee studies and capital improvement plans in the state 

including the City of Mountain Home in 2021 and an administrative update in 2026. Elmore County 

requested an impact fee study proposal from TischlerBiseGalena as well, which will provide 

continuity in land use assumptions and CIPs. 

▪ Consensus Builders. Our seasoned Project Team has actively participated in legislative body 

meetings and citizen committees to educate stakeholders regarding the technical process of impact 

fee calculations as well as the pros and cons of impact fees, particularly the economic effect of 

implementation. We have unsurpassed experience as consensus builders working with a broad 

cross-section of urban, suburban and rural communities across Idaho.   

▪ Responsiveness. As a small firm, we have the flexibility and responsiveness to meet all deadlines 

of the City’s project. In addition, much of the consulting work on this assignment will take 

place at our Boise offices.  

We look forward to the possibility of working with the City of Mountain Home again and are committed to 

providing cost-effective, high-quality support for this assignment.  

Sincerely, 

 

 

Colin McAweeney, Western Region Manager 

TischlerBiseGalena, Inc. 

999 W Main St Suite 100 

Boise, ID 83702 

Phone: 208-515-7480 

E-mail: colin@tischlerbise.com 
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Section B: Experience and Qualifications 
TischlerBiseGalena is a fiscal, economic, and planning consulting firm specializing in fiscal/economic 

impact analysis, impact fees, market feasibility, infrastructure financing studies, and related revenue 

strategies. Our firm has been providing consulting services to public agencies for over thirty years. In this 

time, we have prepared over 1,000 fiscal/economic impact evaluations and over 1,100 impact 

fee/infrastructure financing studies – more than any other firm. Through our detailed approach, proven 

methodology, and comprehensive product, we have established TischlerBiseGalena as the leading national 

expert on revenue enhancement and cost of growth strategies.  

TischlerBise, Inc., was founded in 1977 as Tischler, Montasser & Associates. The firm became Tischler & 

Associates, Inc., in 1980 and TischlerBise, Inc., in 2005. The firm is a Subchapter (S) corporation, is 

incorporated in Washington, D.C., and maintains offices in Bethesda, Maryland and Boise, Idaho. In 2022, 

Galena Consulting merged with TischlerBise, and as d/b/a of TischlerBiseGalena in the State of Idaho. The 

firm’s legal addresses are: 

Principal Office Idaho Office 

L. Carson Bise, AICP, President Colin McAweeney, Western Region Manager 

4701 Sangamore Rd, Suite 240  999 West Main Street 

Bethesda, MD 20816 Boise, ID 83702 

301.320.6900 x12 208.515.7480 

carson@tischlerbise.com colin@tischlerbise.com 

TischlerBiseGalena consistently exceeds our client’s expectations, which is due in large part to the heavy 

involvement of our highly skilled principal-level professionals. We are proud of the fact that most of 

our clients retain TischlerBiseGalena for return engagements.  

TischlerBiseGalena Idaho Impact Fee Experience 
An important factor to consider related to this work effort is our previous experience preparing impact 

fees in the State of Idaho. The table below provides a list of all of our Idaho impact fee studies. 
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Ada County Boise Burley Caldwell
Caldwell Hwy. 

District

Caldwell Rural 

Fire District

Canyon County
Canyon County 

EMS
Carey Cascade

Cascade Fire 

District
Donnelly

Driggs Eagle Fire District
Eastside Fire 

District

Eastside Hwy. 

District
Elmore County Emmett

Filer Fire District Gem County
Gem County Fire 

District
Hailey Hayden

Homedale Fire 

District

Hauser Fire 

District
Idaho Falls Jerome County Kellogg Kootenai County

Kootenai County 

EMS

Kootenai County 

Fire District
Kuna Kuna Fire District

Lakes Hwy. 

District

Marsing Fire 

District
McCall

McCall Fire 

District

Melba Fire 

District
Meridian

Meridian Rural 

Fire District

Mica Kidd Fire 

District
Middleton

Middleton Fire 

District

Middleton Parks 

District
Mountain Home Nampa

Nampa Fire 

District

North Ada Co. 

Fire District

Northern Lakes 

Fire District

Northside Fire 

District
Parma Payette Payette County Post Falls

Post Falls Hwy. 

District

Rock Creek Fire 

District
Sandpoint

Shoshone 

County

Shoshone Fire 

District

Spirit Lake Fire 

District

St. Maries’ Fire 

District
Star Fire District Sun Valley Teton County

Teton County 

Fire District

Timberlake Fire 

District

Twin Falls Valley County Victor West Pend 
Whitney Fire 

District

Wilder Fire 

District

TischlerBiseGalena Idaho Experience
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Section C: Key Personnel and Project Manager 

Project Team 

To successfully navigate through the City’s impact fee study, the successful consultant must possess 

specific, detailed, and customized knowledge, not only of the technical analysis, but also of the context of 

the impact fee structure in achieving the land use, affordable housing, and economic development policy 

goals. We have unsurpassed experience performing projects requiring the same expertise as that needed 

to serve the City. The role of each team member and their qualifications are briefly discussed in this section, 

and the organizational chart shows our project team. 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Project Team Resumes 

Colin McAweeney, Western Region Manager 

Colin McAweeney is the Idaho Practice Leader and manages the Boise, Idaho office, with specialties in 

finance and economic development planning. Mr. McAweeney is an industry expert regarding the 

intersection of land use planning and municipal finance. His expertise ranges from project-level impact 

analysis to regional fiscal model design and programming. Additionally, McAweeney has completed impact 

fee and user fee studies in 60+ communities and presented at local- and state-level conferences. Mr. 

McAweeney co-authored a contribution to the Journal of Comparative Urban Law and Policy, The Evolution 

of Fiscal Impact Analysis and Where it Needs to Go. Prior to joining TischlerBiseGalena, he finished his 

master’s degree with a thesis surrounding the urban aspects that attract investment. Before pursuing his 

M.S., Mr. McAweeney worked in the finance sector for several years where he became familiar with financial 

markets and business financing. 

EDUCATION 

M.S., Urban Management and Development, Erasmus University Rotterdam 

B.S., Economics with an emphasis on Mathematics, University of Wisconsin - Madison 

 

Gabe Wiggins, Fiscal/Economic Analyst 

Gabe Wiggins is a Fiscal and Economic analyst at TischlerBiseGalena in the Boise, Idaho office, 

specializing in impact fee studies, feasibility studies, and fiscal impact analysis. While at TischlerBise, Mr. 

City of Mountain Home

& DIFAC

Colin McAweeney

Project Manager

Gabe Wiggins

Project Analyst
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Wiggins has completed impact fee studies in 20+ communities across several states. Prior to joining 

TischlerBiseGalena, Mr. Wiggins worked in the banking and finance sector with a focus on credit and 

portfolio analysis. 

EDUCATION 

M.S., Agricultural and Applied Economics, Virgina Tech University 

B.S., Environmental Economics, Management, and Policy, Virgina Tech University  
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Section D: Work Scope 

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. The following tasks reflect the effort updating the existing Police, Fire, Parks, and Streets impact 

fees. City staff has requested that pricing be provided for an effort that includes introducing new impact 

fees for water and sewer. If the City chooses to include water and sewer into the analysis, 

TischlerBiseGalena will be meeting with those departments at the same cadence as the other departments 

indicated below. 

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.  

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

related to allocation methodologies and relevant policy issues. 
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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. 

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 
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• 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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Section E: Project Schedule 

The table below outlines our project schedule, meetings, and deliverables for this assignment. We will 

devote the necessary resources to complete the City’s assignment in this time frame. 

 

 

Internal Communications 

An essential component of these efforts is frequent, ongoing, and meaningful communication between the 

consultant team and staff. TischlerBiseGalena is known for its hands-on approach, with face-to-face 

meetings, frequent conference calls, and ongoing email communications are an integral part of our work 

scope. The specific strategy is to use the Scope of Work and Schedule to manage the project. It is 

recommended that the City identifies a staff Project Manager who serves as a point person between the 

consultant team and City. It is also recommended that a staff working group/technical committee be 

identified to provide feedback throughout the study process. This enables effective and efficient processes 

as well as keeping relevant staff apprised of the study’s progress and content. TischlerBiseGalena also 

recommends periodic briefings with City Administration.   

Accessibility  

TischlerBiseGalena will attend pre-scheduled meetings with the City in person deploying staff from our 

Boise office. Our regular and repeat work in Idaho affirms our flexibility and ability to accommodate 

schedules. The team will be available via email and phone throughout the study, and our accessibility and 

availability will continue throughout the term of the Agreement. We encourage you to consult our references 

regarding our superior accessibility and availability.  

Tasks

Anticipated

Dates Meetings* Meetings/Deliverables

Task 1: Project Initiation/Data 

Acquisition
May, 2026 1 Data Request Memorandum

Task 2: Develop Land Use Assumptions 

and Development Projections
May-June, 2026 1

Technical Memorandum Outlining 

Recommended Land Use Assumptions

Task 3: Determine Capital Facility 

Needs and Service Levels
June, 2026 1 Memoranda as Appropriate

Task 4: Evaluate Different Allocation 

Methodologies 
June, 2026 1 Memoranda as Appropriate

Task 5: Prepare Capital Improvement 

Plan (CIP)
June-July, 2026 1 Draft Capital Improvement Plan

Task 6: Determine Need for and 

Calculate Credits
July, 2026 0 Memoranda as Appropriate

Task 7: Conduct Funding Source and 

Cash Flow Analysis
July, 2026 0

"Storyboard" Presentation on Fee 

Options

Task 8: Prepare Draft/Final Impact Fee 

Report
August, 2026 2

Draft/Final Development Impact Fee 

Report

Task 9: Meetings with Development 

Impact Fee Advisory Committee
May-August, 2026 2

Draft Impact Fee Report. Presentation 

materials as appropriate

*In several cases it is assumed meetings are held with multiple departments as part of one (1) meeting. 

PROJECT SCHEDULE - MOUNTAIN HOME DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE STUDY
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Section F: Project Cost 

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

of work to update the City’s Police, Fire, Parks, and Streets impact fees. 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. 

 

Furthermore, the relationship between TischlerBiseGalena and the City of Mountain Home does not end 

with the completion of the impact fee study. We pride ourselves on our service and dedication to our clients. 

After the impact fee study has been completed, we are available for further assistance in the administering 

of the program. Typically, this is at no charge to the client (depending on the request). 

 

 
 
 
 
 

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

of work to update the City’s Police, Fire, Parks, and Streets impact fees and examine water and sewer 

impact fees. Utility impact fees require complex analysis, note that the addition of water and sewer 

into the effort increases the needed hours for all tasks. 

 

 
 
 
 
 

  

Project Team Member: McAweeney Wiggins

Job Title:
Project 

Manager

Project

Analyst

Hourly Rate $200 $180

Task 1: Project Initiation/Data Acquisition 12 4 16 $3,120 

Task 2: Develop Land Use Assumptions and 

Development Projections
40 28 68 $13,040 

Task 3: Determine Capital Facility Needs and 

Service Levels
48 36 84 $16,080 

Task 4: Evaluate Different Allocation 

Methodologies 
20 20 40 $7,600 

Task 5: Prepare Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) 48 36 84 $16,080 

Task 6: Determine Need for and Calculate 

Credits
16 12 28 $5,360 

Task 7: Conduct Funding Source and Cash Flow 

Analysis
18 12 30 $5,760 

Task 8: Prepare Draft/Final Impact Fee Report 52 40 92 $17,600 

Task 9: Meetings with Development Impact Fee 

Advisory Committee
22 14 36 $6,920 

TOTAL: 276 202 478 $91,560

Total

Hours Cost

CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE STUDY -

Police, Fire, Parks, Streets + Water & Sewer
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Principal Office 

4701 Sangamore Road, Suite S240 

Bethesda, MD 20816 

301.320.6900 x12 

carson@tischlerbise.com 

 

Idaho Office 

999 W Main Street 

Boise, ID 83702 

208.515.7480 

colin@tischlerbise.com 
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RESOLUTION NO. # 20- 2025R

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME, IDAHO, APPOINTING THE CURRENT MEMBERS OF THE

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION TO SERVE AS THE DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE ADVISORY COMMITTEE

FOR THE CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME AND TERMINATING CURRENT DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE ADVISORY

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS.

WHEREAS, pursuant to Idaho Code Title 67, Chapter 82, the City of Mountain Home is required to
establish a Development Impact Fee Advisory Committee to assist and advise in the implementation
of development impact fees and § 67- 8205( 2)( c) provides that an existing planning and zoning
commission may serve as the development impact fee advisory committee; and

WHEREAS, having a separated commission and committee creates scheduling and procedural
hurdles which impede efficient and timely processing of amendments to the City' s capital
improvements plan and required amendments to the development impact fee ordinance, the
comprehensive plan, and other statutory planning requirements, and that handling all matters within
one committee will greatly streamline these processes; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds it efficient and appropriate to appoint the members of the
Planning and Zoning Commission, who are already engaged in land use and development matters, to
also serve as the Development Impact Fee Advisory Committee; and

WHEREAS, the City Council further finds it necessary to terminate the current appointments to the
Development Impact Fee Advisory Committee in order to appoint the existing planning and zoning
commission to serve in the capacity of the development impact fee advisory committee.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MOUNTAIN HOME, IDAHO, DOES RESOLVE

AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Appointment: The current members of the Planning and Zoning Commission of the City of
Mountain Home are hereby appointed to serve as the Development Impact Fee Advisory Committee for
the City of Mountain Home, effective immediately.

Section 2. Termination of Existing Committee: The existing Development Impact Fee Advisory
Committee, and all current appointments thereto, are hereby terminated as of the effective date of this
Resolution.

Section 3. Duties: The Planning and Zoning Commission, when acting as the Development Impact Fee
Advisory Committee, shall carry out all duties and responsibilities as set forth in Idaho Code Title 67,
Chapter 82, and any City ordinances relating to development impact fees.

Section 4. Effective Date: This Resolution shall be in full force and effect immediately upon its passage
and approval.

PASSED by the City Council of the City of Mountain Home, Idaho, on the 23rd day of September 2025.

APPROVED by the Mayor of the City of Mountain Home, Idaho, on the 24th day of September 2025.

Resolution# 20- 2025R — Page 1
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TITLE 67
STATE GOVERNMENT AND STATE AFFAIRS

CHAPTER 82
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES

67-8201. SHORT TITLE. This chapter shall be known and may be cited as
the "Idaho Development Impact Fee Act."

[67-8201, added 1992, ch. 282, sec. 1, p. 861.]

67-8202. PURPOSE. The legislature finds that an equitable program for
planning and financing public facilities needed to serve new growth and de-
velopment is necessary in order to promote and accommodate orderly growth
and development and to protect the public health, safety and general welfare
of the citizens of the state of Idaho. It is the intent by enactment of this
chapter to:

(1) Ensure that adequate public facilities are available to serve new
growth and development;

(2) Promote orderly growth and development by establishing uniform
standards by which local governments may require that those who benefit
from new growth and development pay a proportionate share of the cost of new
public facilities needed to serve new growth and development;

(3) Establish minimum standards for the adoption of development impact
fee ordinances by governmental entities;

(4) Ensure that those who benefit from new growth and development are
required to pay no more than their proportionate share of the cost of public
facilities needed to serve new growth and development and to prevent dupli-
cate and ad hoc development requirements; and

(5) Empower governmental entities which are authorized to adopt ordi-
nances to impose development impact fees.

[67-8202, added 1992, ch. 282, sec. 1, p. 861.]

67-8203. DEFINITIONS. As used in this chapter:
(1) "Affordable housing" means housing affordable to families whose

incomes do not exceed eighty percent (80%) of the median income for the
service area or areas within the jurisdiction of the governmental entity.

(2) "Appropriate" means to legally obligate by contract or otherwise
commit to use by appropriation or other official act of a governmental en-
tity.

(3) "Capital improvements" means improvements with a useful life of ten
(10) years or more, by new construction or other action, which increase the
service capacity of a public facility.

(4) "Capital improvement element" means a component of a comprehensive
plan adopted pursuant to chapter 65, title 67, Idaho Code, which component
meets the requirements of a capital improvements plan pursuant to this chap-
ter.

(5) "Capital improvements plan" means a plan adopted pursuant to this
chapter that identifies capital improvements for which development impact
fees may be used as a funding source.

(6) "Developer" means any person or legal entity undertaking develop-
ment, including a party that undertakes the subdivision of property pursuant
to sections 50-1301 through 50-1334, Idaho Code.
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(7) "Development" means any construction or installation of a building
or structure, or any change in use of a building or structure, or any change
in the use, character or appearance of land, which creates additional demand
and need for public facilities or the subdivision of property that would per-
mit any change in the use, character or appearance of land. As used in this
chapter, "development" shall not include activities that would otherwise
be subject to payment of the development impact fee if such activities are
undertaken by a taxing district, as defined in section 63-201, Idaho Code,
or by an authorized public charter school, as defined in section 33-5202A,
Idaho Code, in the course of carrying out its statutory responsibilities,
unless the adopted impact fee ordinance expressly includes taxing districts
or public charter schools as being subject to development impact fees.

(8) "Development approval" means any written authorization from a gov-
ernmental entity that authorizes the commencement of a development.

(9) "Development impact fee" means a payment of money imposed as a con-
dition of development approval to pay for a proportionate share of the cost
of system improvements needed to serve development. This term is also re-
ferred to as an impact fee in this chapter. The term does not include the
following:

(a) A charge or fee to pay the administrative, plan review, or inspec-
tion costs associated with permits required for development;
(b) Connection or hookup charges;
(c) Availability charges for drainage, sewer, water, or transportation
charges for services provided directly to the development; or
(d) Amounts collected from a developer in a transaction in which the
governmental entity has incurred expenses in constructing capital im-
provements for the development if the owner or developer has agreed to
be financially responsible for the construction or installation of the
capital improvements, unless a written agreement is made pursuant to
section 67-8209(3), Idaho Code, for credit or reimbursement.
(10) "Development requirement" means a requirement attached to a devel-

opmental approval or other governmental action approving or authorizing a
particular development project including, but not limited to, a rezoning,
which requirement compels the payment, dedication or contribution of goods,
services, land, or money as a condition of approval.

(11) "Extraordinary costs" means those costs incurred as a result of an
extraordinary impact.

(12) "Extraordinary impact" means an impact that is reasonably deter-
mined by the governmental entity to:

(a) Result in the need for system improvements, the cost of which will
significantly exceed the sum of the development impact fees to be gener-
ated from the project or the sum agreed to be paid pursuant to a develop-
ment agreement as allowed by section 67-8214(2), Idaho Code; or
(b) Result in the need for system improvements that are not identified
in the capital improvements plan.
(13) "Fee payer" means that person who pays or is required to pay a de-

velopment impact fee.
(14) "Governmental entity" means any unit of local government that is

empowered in this enabling legislation to adopt a development impact fee or-
dinance.

(15) "Impact fee." See development impact fee.
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(16) "Land use assumptions" means a description of the service area and
projections of land uses, densities, intensities, and population in the ser-
vice area over at least a twenty (20) year period.

(17) "Level of service" means a measure of the relationship between ser-
vice capacity and service demand for public facilities.

(18) "Manufactured home" means a structure, constructed according to
HUD/FHA mobile home construction and safety standards, transportable in one
(1) or more sections, which, in the traveling mode, is eight (8) feet or more
in width or is forty (40) body feet or more in length, or when erected on site,
is three hundred twenty (320) or more square feet, and which is built on a
permanent chassis and designed to be used as a dwelling with or without a
permanent foundation when connected to the required utilities, and includes
the plumbing, heating, air conditioning, and electrical systems contained
therein, except that such term shall include any structure that meets all the
requirements of this subsection except the size requirements and with re-
spect to which the manufacturer voluntarily files a certification required
by the secretary of housing and urban development and complies with the stan-
dards established under 42 U.S.C. 5401 et seq.

(19) "Modular building" is as defined in section 39-4301, Idaho Code.
(20) "Present value" means the total current monetary value of past,

present, or future payments, contributions or dedications of goods, ser-
vices, materials, construction or money.

(21) "Project" means a particular development on an identified parcel
of land.

(22) "Project improvements" means site improvements and facilities
that are planned and designed to provide service for a particular devel-
opment project and that are necessary for the use and convenience of the
occupants or users of the project.

(23) "Proportionate share" means that portion of the cost of system im-
provements determined pursuant to section 67-8207, Idaho Code, which rea-
sonably relates to the service demands and needs of the project.

(24) "Public facilities" means:
(a) Water supply production, treatment, storage and distribution fa-
cilities;
(b) Wastewater collection, treatment and disposal facilities;
(c) Roads, streets and bridges, including rights-of-way, traffic
signals, landscaping and any local components of state or federal
highways;
(d) Stormwater collection, retention, detention, treatment and dis-
posal facilities, flood control facilities, and bank and shore protec-
tion and enhancement improvements;
(e) Parks, open space and recreation areas, and related capital im-
provements; and
(f) Public safety facilities, including law enforcement, fire stations
and apparatus, emergency medical and rescue, and street lighting facil-
ities.
(25) "Recreational vehicle" means a vehicular type unit primarily de-

signed as temporary quarters for recreational, camping, or travel use, which
either has its own motive power or is mounted on or drawn by another vehicle.

(26) "Service area" means any defined geographic area identified by a
governmental entity or by intergovernmental agreement in which specific
public facilities provide service to development within the area defined, on
the basis of sound planning or engineering principles or both.
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(27) "Service unit" means a standardized measure of consumption, use,
generation or discharge attributable to an individual unit of development
calculated in accordance with generally accepted engineering or planning
standards for a particular category of capital improvements.

(28) "System improvements," in contrast to project improvements, means
capital improvements to public facilities designed to provide service to
a service area including, without limitation, the type of improvements
described in section 50-1703, Idaho Code.

(29) "System improvement costs" means costs incurred for construction
or reconstruction of system improvements, including design, acquisition,
engineering and other costs attributable thereto, and also including,
without limitation, the type of costs described in section 50-1702(h), Idaho
Code, to provide additional public facilities needed to serve new growth and
development. For clarification, system improvement costs do not include:

(a) Construction, acquisition or expansion of public facilities other
than capital improvements identified in the capital improvements plan;
(b) Repair, operation or maintenance of existing or new capital im-
provements;
(c) Upgrading, updating, expanding or replacing existing capital
improvements to serve existing development in order to meet stricter
safety, efficiency, environmental or regulatory standards;
(d) Upgrading, updating, expanding or replacing existing capital im-
provements to provide better service to existing development;
(e) Administrative and operating costs of the governmental entity un-
less such costs are attributable to development of the capital improve-
ments plan, as provided in section 67-8208, Idaho Code; or
(f) Principal payments and interest or other finance charges on bonds
or other indebtedness except financial obligations issued by or on be-
half of the governmental entity to finance capital improvements identi-
fied in the capital improvements plan.

[67-8203, added 1992, ch. 282, sec. 1, p. 861; am. 1996, ch. 366, sec.
1, p. 1226; am. 2002, ch. 347, sec. 1, p. 983; am. 2007, ch. 252, sec. 16,
p. 753; am. 2008, ch. 389, sec. 1, p. 1068; am. 2019, ch. 70, sec. 1, p.
164; am. 2021, ch. 199, sec. 1, p. 546.]

67-8204. MINIMUM STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS FOR DEVELOPMENT IMPACT
FEES ORDINANCES. Governmental entities which comply with the requirements
of this chapter may impose by ordinance development impact fees as a condi-
tion of development approval on all developments.

(1) A development impact fee shall not exceed a proportionate share
of the cost of system improvements determined in accordance with section
67-8207, Idaho Code. Development impact fees shall be based on actual system
improvement costs or reasonable estimates of such costs.

(2) A development impact fee shall be calculated on the basis of levels
of service for public facilities adopted in the development impact fee ordi-
nance of the governmental entity that are applicable to existing development
as well as new growth and development. The construction, improvement, ex-
pansion or enlargement of new or existing public facilities for which a de-
velopment impact fee is imposed must be attributable to the capacity demands
generated by the new development.

(3) A development impact fee ordinance shall specify the point in the
development process at which the development impact fee shall be collected.
The development impact fee may be collected no earlier than the commencement
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of construction of the development, or the issuance of a building permit or a
manufactured home installation permit, or as may be agreed by the developer
and the governmental entity.

(4) A development impact fee ordinance shall be adopted in accordance
with the procedural requirements of section 67-8206, Idaho Code.

(5) A development impact fee ordinance shall include a process whereby
the governmental agency shall allow the developer, upon request by the
developer, to provide a written individual assessment of the proportionate
share of development impact fees under the guidelines established by this
chapter which shall be set forth in the ordinance. The individual assessment
process shall permit consideration of studies, data, and any other relevant
information submitted by the developer to adjust the amount of the fee. The
decision by the governmental agency on an application for an individual
assessment shall include an explanation of the calculation of the impact
fee, including an explanation of factors considered under section 67-8207,
Idaho Code, and shall specify the system improvement(s) for which the impact
fee is intended to be used.

(6) A development impact fee ordinance shall provide a process whereby
a developer shall receive, upon request, a written certification of the
development impact fee schedule or individual assessment for a particular
project, which shall establish the development impact fee so long as there is
no material change to the particular project as identified in the individual
assessment application, or the impact fee schedule. The certification shall
include an explanation of the calculation of the impact fee including an
explanation of factors considered under section 67-8207, Idaho Code. The
certification shall also specify the system improvement(s) for which the
impact fee is intended to be used.

(7) A development impact fee ordinance shall include a provision for
credits in accordance with the requirements of section 67-8209, Idaho Code.

(8) A development impact fee ordinance shall include a provision
prohibiting the expenditure of development impact fees except in accordance
with the requirements of section 67-8210, Idaho Code.

(9) A development impact fee ordinance may provide for the imposition
of a development impact fee for system improvement costs incurred subsequent
to adoption of the ordinance to the extent that new growth and development
will be served by the system improvements.

(10) A development impact fee ordinance may exempt all or part of a par-
ticular development project from development impact fees provided that such
project is determined to create affordable housing, provided that the pub-
lic policy which supports the exemption is contained in the governmental en-
tity's comprehensive plan and provided that the exempt development's pro-
portionate share of system improvements is funded through a revenue source
other than development impact fees.

(11) A development impact fee ordinance shall provide that development
impact fees shall only be spent for the category of system improvements for
which the fees were collected and either within or for the benefit of the ser-
vice area in which the project is located.

(12) A development impact fee ordinance shall provide for a refund of
development impact fees in accordance with the requirements of section
67-8211, Idaho Code.

(13) A development impact fee ordinance shall establish for a procedure
for timely processing of applications for determination by the governmental
entity regarding development impact fees applicable to a project, individ-

Page 160 of 209

https://legislature.idaho.gov/statutesrules/idstat/Title67/T67CH82/SECT67-8206
https://legislature.idaho.gov/statutesrules/idstat/Title67/T67CH82/SECT67-8207
https://legislature.idaho.gov/statutesrules/idstat/Title67/T67CH82/SECT67-8207
https://legislature.idaho.gov/statutesrules/idstat/Title67/T67CH82/SECT67-8209
https://legislature.idaho.gov/statutesrules/idstat/Title67/T67CH82/SECT67-8210
https://legislature.idaho.gov/statutesrules/idstat/Title67/T67CH82/SECT67-8211


6

ual assessment of development impact fees, credits or reimbursements to be
allowed or paid under section 67-8209, Idaho Code, and extraordinary impact.

(14) A development impact fee ordinance shall specify when an applica-
tion for an individual assessment of development impact fees shall be per-
mitted to be made by a developer or fee payer. An application for an individ-
ual assessment of development impact fees shall be permitted sufficiently in
advance of the time that the developer or fee payer may seek a building permit
or related permits so that the issuance of a building permit or related per-
mits will not be delayed.

(15) A development impact fee ordinance shall provide for appeals re-
garding development impact fees in accordance with the requirements of sec-
tion 67-8212, Idaho Code.

(16) A development impact fee ordinance must provide a detailed de-
scription of the methodology by which costs per service unit are determined.
The development impact fee per service unit may not exceed the amount
determined by dividing the costs of the capital improvements described in
section 67-8208(1)(f), Idaho Code, by the total number of projected service
units described in section 67-8208(1)(g), Idaho Code. If the number of new
service units projected over a reasonable period of time is less than the
total number of new service units shown by the approved land use assumptions
at full development of the service area, the maximum impact fee per service
unit shall be calculated by dividing the costs of the part of the capital
improvements necessitated by and attributable to the projected new service
units described in section 67-8208(1)(g), Idaho Code, by the total projected
new service units described in that section.

(17) A development impact fee ordinance shall include a schedule of de-
velopment impact fees for various land uses per unit of development. The or-
dinance shall provide that a developer shall have the right to elect to pay a
project's proportionate share of system improvement costs by payment of de-
velopment impact fees according to the fee schedule as full and complete pay-
ment of the development project's proportionate share of system improvement
costs, except as provided in section 67-8214(3), Idaho Code.

(18) After payment of the development impact fees or execution of an
agreement for payment of development impact fees, additional development
impact fees or increases in fees may not be assessed unless the number of
service units increases or the scope or schedule of the development changes.
In the event of an increase in the number of service units or schedule of the
development changes, the additional development impact fees to be imposed
are limited to the amount attributable to the additional service units or
change in scope of the development.

(19) No system for the calculation of development impact fees shall be
adopted which subjects any development to double payment of impact fees.

(20) A development impact fee ordinance shall exempt from development
impact fees the following activities:

(a) Rebuilding the same amount of floor space of a structure which was
destroyed by fire or other catastrophe, providing the structure is re-
built and ready for occupancy within two (2) years of its destruction;
(b) Remodeling or repairing a structure which does not increase the
number of service units;
(c) Replacing a residential unit, including a manufactured home, with
another residential unit on the same lot, provided that the number of
service units does not increase;
(d) Placing a temporary construction trailer or office on a lot;
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(e) Constructing an addition on a residential structure which does not
increase the number of service units; and
(f) Adding uses that are typically accessory to residential uses, such
as tennis courts or clubhouse, unless it can be clearly demonstrated
that the use creates a significant impact on the capacity of system
improvements.
(21) A development impact fee will be assessed for installation of a

modular building, manufactured home or recreational vehicle unless the
fee payer can demonstrate by documentation such as utility bills and tax
records, either:

(a) That a modular building, manufactured home or recreational vehicle
was legally in place on the lot or space prior to the effective date of
the development impact fee ordinance; or
(b) That a development impact fee has been paid previously for the in-
stallation of a modular building, manufactured home or recreational ve-
hicle on that same lot or space.
(22) A development impact fee ordinance shall include a process for

dealing with a project which has extraordinary impacts.
(23) A development impact fee ordinance shall provide for the calcula-

tion of a development impact fee in accordance with generally accepted ac-
counting principles. A development impact fee shall not be deemed invalid
because payment of the fee may result in an incidental benefit to owners or
developers within the service area other than the person paying the fee.

(24) A development impact fee ordinance shall include a description of
acceptable levels of service for system improvements.

(25) Any provision of a development impact fee ordinance that is incon-
sistent with the requirements of this chapter shall be null and void and that
provision shall have no legal effect. A partial invalidity of a development
impact fee ordinance shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions
of the ordinance that are consistent with the requirements of this chapter.

[67-8204, added 1992, ch. 282, sec. 1, p. 864; am. 1996, ch. 366, sec.
2, p. 1229; am. 2002, ch. 347, sec. 2, p. 986.]

67-8204A. INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENTS. Governmental entities as
defined in section 67-8203(14), Idaho Code, that are jointly affected by
development are authorized to enter into intergovernmental agreements with
each other or with highway districts, fire districts, ambulance districts,
water districts, sewer districts, recreational water and sewer districts,
or irrigation districts for the purpose of developing joint plans for
capital improvements or for the purpose of agreeing to collect and expend
development impact fees for system improvements, or both, provided that such
agreement complies with any applicable state laws. Governmental entities
are also authorized to enter into agreements with the Idaho transportation
department for the expenditure of development impact fees pursuant to a
developer's agreement under section 67-8214, Idaho Code.

[67-8204A, added 1996, ch. 366, sec. 3, p. 1232; am. 2007, ch. 167,
sec. 1, p. 496; am. 2021, ch. 95, sec. 1, p. 325.]

67-8205. DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE ADVISORY COMMITTEE. (1) Any govern-
mental entity that is considering or that has adopted a development impact
fee ordinance shall establish a development impact fee advisory committee as
provided in this section.
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(2)(a) The development impact fee advisory committee shall be composed
of not fewer than five (5) members appointed by the governing authority
of the governmental entity or as the members' appointments are provided
for in an intergovernmental agreement.
(b) Two (2) or more members shall be active in the business of devel-
opment, building, or real estate. An existing planning or planning and
zoning commission may serve as the development impact fee advisory com-
mittee if the commission includes two (2) or more members who are active
in the business of development, building, or real estate. Two (2) mem-
bers who are not employees or officials of a governmental entity shall
also be appointed to the committee.
(c) New appointments and reappointments to a committee on and after
July 1, 2023, must also comply with the provisions of this paragraph.
All members must reside within the boundaries of the service area.
Employees or officials acting in their official capacity for a gov-
ernmental entity may not be appointed as members of the committee. An
existing planning or planning and zoning commission may serve as the
development impact fee advisory committee for the governing authority
if the commission includes two (2) or more members who are active in the
business of development, building, or real estate and two (2) or more
members who are not in such business; otherwise, two (2) such members
who are not employees or officials of a governmental entity shall be
appointed to the committee until the membership requirements of this
subsection are met.
(3) Intergovernmental agreements between governmental entities and

districts identified in section 67-8204A, Idaho Code, shall provide for
the establishment of a development impact fee advisory committee, and the
nomination and membership of such committee shall be in compliance with the
provisions of this section.

(4) The development impact fee advisory committee shall serve in an ad-
visory capacity and is established to:

(a) Assist the governmental entity in adopting land use assumptions;
(b) Review the capital improvements plan, and proposed amendments, and
file written comments;
(c) Monitor and evaluate implementation of the capital improvements
plan;
(d) File periodic reports, at least annually, with respect to the cap-
ital improvements plan and report to the governmental entity any per-
ceived inequities in implementing the plan or imposing the development
impact fees; and
(e) Advise the governmental entity of the need to update or revise land
use assumptions, the capital improvements plan, and development impact
fees.
(5) The governmental entity shall make available to the advisory

committee, upon request, all financial and accounting information, profes-
sional reports in relation to other development and implementation of land
use assumptions, the capital improvements plan, and periodic updates of the
capital improvements plan.

[67-8205, added 1992, ch. 282, sec. 1, p. 867; am. 2021, ch. 136, sec.
1, p. 382; am. 2023, ch. 146, sec. 1, p. 399.]
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67-8206. PROCEDURE FOR THE IMPOSITION OF DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES. (1) A
development impact fee shall be imposed by a governmental entity in compli-
ance with the provisions set forth in this section.

(2) A capital improvements plan shall be developed in coordination with
the development impact fee advisory committee utilizing the land use assump-
tions most recently adopted by the appropriate land use planning agency or
agencies.

(3) A governmental entity that seeks to consider adoption, amendment,
or repeal of a capital improvements plan shall hold at least one (1) public
hearing. The governmental entity shall publish a notice of the time, place
and purpose of the hearing or hearings not fewer than fifteen (15) nor more
than thirty (30) days before the scheduled date of the hearing, in a newspa-
per of general circulation within the jurisdiction of the governmental en-
tity. Such notices shall also include a statement that the governmental en-
tity shall make available to the public, upon request, the following: pro-
posed land use assumptions, a copy of the proposed capital improvements plan
or amendments thereto, and a statement that any member of the public affected
by the capital improvements plan or amendments shall have the right to appear
at the public hearing and present evidence regarding the proposed capital
improvements plan or amendments. The governmental entity shall send notice
of the intent to hold a public hearing by mail to any person who has requested
in writing notification of the hearing date at least fifteen (15) days prior
to the hearing date, provided that the governmental entity may require that
any person making such request renew the request for notification, not more
frequently than once each year, in accordance with a schedule determined by
the governmental entity, in order to continue receiving such notices.

(4) If the governmental entity makes a material change in the capital
improvements plan or amendment, further notice and hearing may be provided
before the governmental entity adopts the revision if the governmental en-
tity makes a finding that further notice and hearing are required in the pub-
lic interest.

(5) Either following or concurrently with adoption of the initial or
amended capital improvements plan, a governmental entity shall conduct a
public hearing to consider adoption of an ordinance authorizing the impo-
sition of development impact fees or any amendment thereof. Notice of the
hearing shall be provided in the same manner as set forth in subsection (3) of
this section for adoption of a capital improvements plan, and such hearing,
at the option of the governmental entity, may be combined with the public
hearing held to adopt, amend or repeal the capital improvements plan.

(6) Nothing contained in this section shall be construed to alter the
procedures for adoption of an ordinance by the governmental entity. Pro-
vided, however, a development impact fee ordinance shall not be adopted as
an emergency measure but may be read for the first and second times on succes-
sive days prior to the public hearing to consider its adoption and shall not
take effect sooner than thirty (30) days following its adoption.

[67-8206, added 1992, ch. 282, sec. 1, p. 868; am. 2006, ch. 321, sec.
1, p. 1019.]

67-8207. PROPORTIONATE SHARE DETERMINATION. (1) All development
impact fees shall be based on a reasonable and fair formula or method under
which the development impact fee imposed does not exceed a proportionate
share of the costs incurred or to be incurred by the governmental entity
in the provision of system improvements to serve the new development. The
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proportionate share is the cost attributable to the new development after
the governmental entity considers the following: (i) any appropriate
credit, offset or contribution of money, dedication of land, or construction
of system improvements; (ii) payments reasonably anticipated to be made by
or as a result of a new development in the form of user fees and debt service
payments; (iii) that portion of general tax and other revenues allocated
by the jurisdiction to system improvements; and (iv) all other available
sources of funding such system improvements.

(2) In determining the proportionate share of the cost of system im-
provements to be paid by the developer, the following factors shall be con-
sidered by the governmental entity imposing the development impact fee and
accounted for in the calculation of the impact fee:

(a) The cost of existing system improvements within the service area or
areas;
(b) The means by which existing system improvements have been financed;
(c) The extent to which the new development will contribute to the cost
of system improvements through taxation, assessment, or developer or
landowner contributions, or has previously contributed to the cost of
system improvements through developer or landowner contributions.
(d) The extent to which the new development is required to contribute to
the cost of existing system improvements in the future.
(e) The extent to which the new development should be credited for pro-
viding system improvements, without charge to other properties within
the service area or areas;
(f) Extraordinary costs, if any, incurred in serving the new develop-
ment;
(g) The time and price differential inherent in a fair comparison of
fees paid at different times; and
(h) The availability of other sources of funding system improvements
including, but not limited to, user charges, general tax levies, inter-
governmental transfers, and special taxation. The governmental entity
shall develop a plan for alternative sources of revenue.

[67-8207, added 1992, ch. 282, sec. 1, p. 869; am. 1996, ch. 366, sec.
4, p. 1233; am. 2002, ch. 347, sec. 3, p. 989.]

67-8208. CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PLAN. (1) Each governmental entity in-
tending to impose a development impact fee shall prepare a capital improve-
ments plan. That portion of the cost of preparing a capital improvements
plan which is attributable to determining the development impact fee may be
funded by a one (1) time ad valorem levy which does not exceed two one-hun-
dredths percent (.02%) of market value or by a surcharge imposed by ordi-
nance on the collection of a development impact fee which surcharge does not
exceed the development's proportionate share of the cost of preparing the
plan. For governmental entities required to undertake comprehensive plan-
ning pursuant to chapter 65, title 67, Idaho Code, such capital improvements
plan shall be prepared and adopted according to the requirements contained
in the local planning act, section 67-6509, Idaho Code, and shall be included
as an element of the comprehensive plan. The capital improvements plan shall
be prepared by qualified professionals in fields relating to finance, engi-
neering, planning and transportation. The persons preparing the plan shall
consult with the development impact fee advisory committee.

The capital improvements plan shall contain all of the following:
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(a) A general description of all existing public facilities and their
existing deficiencies within the service area or areas of the govern-
mental entity and a reasonable estimate of all costs and a plan to de-
velop the funding resources related to curing the existing deficiencies
including, but not limited to, the upgrading, updating, improving, ex-
panding or replacing of such facilities to meet existing needs and us-
age;
(b) A commitment by the governmental entity to use other available
sources of revenue to cure existing system deficiencies where practi-
cal;
(c) An analysis of the total capacity, the level of current usage, and
commitments for usage of capacity of existing capital improvements,
which shall be prepared by a qualified professional planner or by a
qualified engineer licensed to perform engineering services in this
state;
(d) A description of the land use assumptions by the government entity;
(e) A definitive table establishing the specific level or quantity of
use, consumption, generation or discharge of a service unit for each
category of system improvements and an equivalency or conversion table
establishing the ratio of a service unit to various types of land uses,
including residential, commercial, agricultural and industrial;
(f) A description of all system improvements and their costs necessi-
tated by and attributable to new development in the service area based
on the approved land use assumptions, to provide a level of service not
to exceed the level of service adopted in the development impact fee or-
dinance;
(g) The total number of service units necessitated by and attributable
to new development within the service area based on the approved land
use assumptions and calculated in accordance with generally accepted
engineering or planning criteria;
(h) The projected demand for system improvements required by new
service units projected over a reasonable period of time not to exceed
twenty (20) years;
(i) Identification of all sources and levels of funding available to
the governmental entity for the financing of the system improvements;
(j) If the proposed system improvements include the improvement of
public facilities under the jurisdiction of the state of Idaho or
another governmental entity, then an agreement between governmental
entities shall specify the reasonable share of funding by each unit,
provided the governmental entity authorized to impose development
impact fees shall not assume more than its reasonable share of funding
joint improvements, nor shall the agreement permit expenditure of de-
velopment impact fees by a governmental entity which is not authorized
to impose development impact fees unless such expenditure is pursuant
to a developer agreement under section 67-8214, Idaho Code; and
(k) A schedule setting forth estimated dates for commencing and com-
pleting construction of all improvements identified in the capital im-
provements plan.
(2) The governmental entity imposing a development impact fee shall

update the capital improvements plan at least once every five (5) years. The
five (5) year period shall commence from the date of the original adoption
of the capital improvements plan. The updating of the capital improvements
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plan shall be made in accordance with procedures set forth in section
67-8206, Idaho Code.

(3) The governmental entity must annually adopt a capital budget.
(4) The capital improvements plan shall be updated in conformance with

the provisions of subsection (2) of this section each time a governmental en-
tity proposes the amendment, modification or adoption of a development im-
pact fee ordinance.

[67-8208, added 1992, ch. 282, sec. 1, p. 869; am. 1996, ch. 322, sec.
71, p. 1098; am. 1996, ch. 366, sec. 5, p. 1233; am. 2002, ch. 347, sec. 4,
p. 990.]

67-8209. CREDITS. (1) In the calculation of development impact fees for
a particular project, credit or reimbursement shall be given for the present
value of any construction of system improvements or contribution or dedica-
tion of land or money required by a governmental entity from a developer for
system improvements of the category for which the development impact fee is
being collected, including such system improvements paid for pursuant to a
local improvement district. Credit or reimbursement shall not be given for
project improvement.

(2) In the calculation of development impact fees for a particular
project, credit shall be given for the present value of all tax and user
fee revenue generated by the developer, within the service area where the
impact fee is being assessed and used by the governmental agency for system
improvements of the category for which the development impact fee is being
collected. If the amount of credit exceeds the proportionate share for the
particular project, the developer shall receive a credit on future impact
fees for the amount in excess of the proportionate share. The credit may be
applied by the developer as an offset against future impact fees only in the
service area where the credit was generated.

(3) If a developer is required to construct, fund or contribute system
improvements in excess of the development project's proportionate share
of system improvement costs, including such system improvements paid for
pursuant to a local improvement district, the developer shall receive a
credit on future impact fees or be reimbursed at the developer's choice
for such excess construction, funding or contribution from development
impact fees paid by future development which impacts the system improvements
constructed, funded or contributed by the developer(s) or fee payer.

(4) If credit or reimbursement is due to the developer pursuant to this
section, the governmental entity shall enter into a written agreement with
the fee payer, negotiated in good faith, prior to the construction, funding
or contribution. The agreement shall provide for the amount of credit or the
amount, time and form of reimbursement.

[67-8209, added 1992, ch. 282, sec. 1, p. 871; am. 1996, ch. 366, sec.
6, p. 1235; am. 1999, ch. 291, sec. 10, p. 730; am. 2002, ch. 347, sec. 5,
p. 991.]

67-8210. EARMARKING AND EXPENDITURE OF COLLECTED DEVELOPMENT IMPACT
FEES. (1) An ordinance imposing development impact fees shall provide that
all development impact fee funds shall be maintained in one (1) or more
interest-bearing accounts within the capital projects fund. Accounting
records shall be maintained for each category of system improvements and the
service area in which the fees are collected. Interest earned on development
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impact fees shall be considered funds of the account on which it is earned,
and not funds subject to section 57-127, Idaho Code, and shall be subject
to all restrictions placed on the use of development impact fees under the
provisions of this chapter.

(2) Expenditures of development impact fees shall be made only for the
category of system improvements and within or for the benefit of the service
area for which the development impact fee was imposed as shown by the capi-
tal improvements plan and as authorized in this chapter. Development impact
fees shall not be used for any purpose other than system improvement costs to
create additional improvements to serve new growth.

(3) As part of its annual audit process, a governmental entity shall
prepare an annual report:

(a) Describing the amount of all development impact fees collected, ap-
propriated, or spent during the preceding year by category of public fa-
cility and service area; and
(b) Describing the percentage of tax and revenues other than impact
fees collected, appropriated or spent for system improvements during
the preceding year by category of public facility and service area.
(4) Collected development impact fees must be expended within eight

(8) years from the date they were collected, on a first-in, first-out (FIFO)
basis, except that the development impact fees collected for wastewater
collection, treatment and disposal and drainage facilities must be expended
within twenty (20) years. Any funds not expended within the prescribed times
shall be refunded pursuant to section 67-8211, Idaho Code. A governmental
entity may hold the fees for longer than eight (8) years if it identifies, in
writing:

(a) A reasonable cause why the fees should be held longer than eight (8)
years; and
(b) An anticipated date by which the fees will be expended but in no
event greater than eleven (11) years from the date they were collected.

[67-8210, added 1992, ch. 282, sec. 1, p. 871; am. 1996, ch. 366, sec.
7, p. 1236; am. 2002, ch. 347, sec. 6, p. 992; am. 2006, ch. 321, sec. 2,
p. 1020.]

67-8211. REFUNDS. (1) Any governmental entity which adopts a develop-
ment impact fee ordinance shall provide for refunds upon the request of an
owner of property on which a development impact fee has been paid if:

(a) Service is available but never provided;
(b) A building permit or permit for installation of a manufactured home
is denied or abandoned;
(c) The governmental entity, after collecting the fee when service is
not available, has failed to appropriate and expend the collected de-
velopment impact fees pursuant to section 67-8210(4), Idaho Code; or
(d) The fee payer pays a fee under protest and a subsequent review of the
fee paid or the completion of an individual assessment determines that
the fee paid exceeded the proportionate share to which the governmental
entity was entitled to receive.
(2) When the right to a refund exists, the governmental entity is re-

quired to send a refund to the owner of record within ninety (90) days after
it is determined by the governmental entity that a refund is due.

(3) A refund shall include a refund of interest at one-half (1/2) the
legal rate provided for in section 28-22-104, Idaho Code, from the date on
which the fee was originally paid.
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(4) Any person entitled to a refund shall have standing to sue for a re-
fund under the provisions of this chapter if there has not been a timely pay-
ment of a refund pursuant to subsection (2) of this section.

[67-8211, added 1992, ch. 282, sec. 1, p. 872; am. 2002, ch. 347, sec.
7, p. 993.]

67-8212. APPEALS. (1) A governmental entity which adopts a development
impact fee ordinance shall provide for administrative appeals by the devel-
oper or fee payer from any discretionary action or inaction by or on behalf of
the governmental entity.

(2) A fee payer may pay a development impact fee under protest in order
to obtain a development approval or building permit. A fee payer making such
payment shall not be estopped from exercising the right of appeal provided in
this chapter, nor shall such fee payer be estopped from receiving a refund of
any amount deemed to have been illegally collected.

(3) A governmental entity which adopts a development impact fee ordi-
nance shall provide for mediation by a qualified independent party, upon
voluntary agreement by the fee payer and the governmental entity, to address
a disagreement related to the impact fee for proposed development. The
ordinance shall provide that mediation may take place at any time during
the appeals process and participation in mediation does not preclude the
fee payer from pursuing other remedies provided for in this section. The
ordinance shall provide that mediation costs will be shared equally by the
fee payer and the governmental entity.

[67-8212, added 1992, ch. 282, sec. 1, p. 872; am. 1996, ch. 366, sec.
8, p. 1236.]

67-8213. COLLECTION. A governmental entity may provide in a develop-
ment impact fee ordinance the means for collection of development impact
fees, including, but not limited to:

(1) Additions to the fee for reasonable interest and penalties for non-
payment or late payment;

(2) Withholding of the building permit or other governmental approval
until the development impact fee is paid;

(3) Withholding of utility services until the development impact fee is
paid; and

(4) Imposing liens for failure to timely pay a development impact fee
following procedures contained in chapter 5, title 45, Idaho Code.

A governmental entity that discovers an error in its impact fee formula
that results in assessment or payment of more than a proportionate share
shall, at the time of assessment on a case by case basis, adjust the fee to
collect no more than a proportionate share or discontinue the collection of
any impact fees until the error is corrected by ordinance.

[67-8213, added 1992, ch. 282, sec. 1, p. 872; am. 2002, ch. 347, sec.
8, p. 993.]

67-8214. OTHER POWERS AND RIGHTS NOT AFFECTED. (1) Nothing in this
chapter shall prevent a governmental entity from requiring a developer to
construct reasonable project improvements in conjunction with a development
project.
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(2) Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to prevent or pro-
hibit private agreements between property owners or developers, the Idaho
transportation department and governmental entities in regard to the con-
struction or installation of system improvements or providing for credits
or reimbursements for system improvement costs incurred by a developer
including interproject transfers of credits or providing for reimbursement
for project improvements which are used or shared by more than one (1)
development project. If it can be shown that a proposed development has a
direct impact on a public facility under the jurisdiction of the Idaho trans-
portation department, then the agreement shall include a provision for the
allocation of impact fees collected from the developer for the improvement
of the public facility by the Idaho transportation department.

(3) Nothing in this chapter shall obligate a governmental entity to ap-
prove development which results in an extraordinary impact.

(4) Nothing in this chapter shall obligate a governmental entity
to approve any development request which may reasonably be expected to
reduce levels of service below minimum acceptable levels established in the
development impact fee ordinance.

(5) Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to create any additional
right to develop real property or diminish the power of counties or cities
in regulating the orderly development of real property within their bound-
aries.

(6) Nothing in this chapter shall work to limit the use by governmen-
tal entities of the power of eminent domain or supersede or conflict with re-
quirements or procedures authorized in the Idaho Code for local improvement
districts or general obligation bond issues.

(7) Nothing herein shall restrict or diminish the power of a govern-
mental entity to annex property into its territorial boundaries or exclude
property from its territorial boundaries upon request of a developer or
owner, or to impose reasonable conditions thereon, including the recovery of
project or system improvement costs required as a result of such voluntary
annexation.

[67-8214, added 1992, ch. 282, sec. 1, p. 873; am. 1996, ch. 366, sec.
9, p. 1237.]

67-8215. TRANSITION. (1) The provisions of this chapter shall not be
construed to repeal any existing laws authorizing a governmental entity to
impose fees or require contributions or property dedications for capital
improvements. All ordinances imposing development impact fees shall be
brought into conformance with the provisions of this chapter within one (1)
year after the effective date of this chapter. Impact fees collected and
developer agreements entered into prior to the expiration of the one (1)
year period shall not be invalid by reason of this chapter. After adoption
of a development impact fee ordinance, in accordance with the provisions
of this chapter, notwithstanding any other provision of law, development
requirements for system improvements shall be imposed by governmental
entities only by way of development impact fees imposed pursuant to and in
accordance with the provisions of this chapter.

(2) Notwithstanding any other provisions of this chapter, that portion
of a project for which a valid building permit has been issued or construc-
tion has commenced prior to the effective date of a development impact fee
ordinance shall not be subject to additional development impact fees so long
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as the building permit remains valid or construction is commenced and is pur-
sued according to the terms of the permit or development approval.

[67-8215, added 1992, ch. 282, sec. 1, p. 873.]

67-8216. SEVERABILITY. The provisions of this chapter are hereby de-
clared to be severable and if any provision of this chapter or the applica-
tion of such provision to any person or circumstance is declared invalid for
any reason, such declaration shall not affect the validity of remaining por-
tions of this chapter.

[67-8216, added 1992, ch. 282, sec. 1, p. 873.]

CHAPTER 83
IDAHO FOOD QUALITY ASSURANCE INSTITUTE -- [REPEALED]
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CHAPTER 4

DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES

SECTION:

9-4-1: Short Title, Applicability, Exemptions, And Purpose

9-4-2: Definitions

9-4-3: Establishment Of Service Areas; Imposition Of Impact Fee; Fee Schedule; Exemptions

9-4-4: Collection Of Impact Fees; Enforcement

9-4-5: Certification

9-4-6: Individual Assessment

9-4-7: Developer Credits And Reimbursement

9-4-8: Methodology For The Calculation Of Impact Fees

9-4-9: Extraordinary Impact

9-4-10: Fee Payer Refunds

9-4-11: Establishment Of Capital Projects Fund; Fund Accounts

9-4-12: Expenditure Of Impact Fees

9-4-13: Appeals, Protest And Mediation

9-4-14: Periodic Reviews; Annual Budget

9-4-15: Audit

9-4-16: Advisory Committee

9-4-17: Miscellaneous Provisions

9-4-18: Rules Of Construction

9-4-1: SHORT TITLE, APPLICABILITY, EXEMPTIONS, AND PURPOSE:

   A.   Short title: This chapter shall be known and may be cited as the City of Mountain Home Development Impact Fee
Ordinance.

   B.   Findings: Mountain Home City Council finds that:

      1.   The City of Mountain Home is experiencing considerable growth and development.

      2.   The new growth and development occurring within the City of Mountain Home will place ever-increasing demands on
the City to provide, improve and expand existing public facilities to serve that new growth and development and the tax
revenues generated from that new growth and development often does not generate sufficient funds to provide the
necessary improvements and expansion of the public facilities to protect the public health, safety and welfare. Those users
that create the increased demand should bear their proportionate share of the cost of public facilities needed to serve the
new growth and development.

   C.   Authority:

   D.   Applicability:

   E.   Purpose: The intent of this chapter is to ensure that new residential and non-residential development bears a
proportionate share of the cost of System Improvements; to ensure that such proportionate share does not exceed the cost
of such System Improvements required to accommodate new Development; and to ensure that funds collected from new
Development are actually used for System Improvements in accordance with the Act. (Ord. 1765, 9-26-2022)

9-4-2: DEFINITIONS:

As used in this chapter, the following words and terms shall have the following meanings, unless another meaning is plainly
intended and words and terms appearing in the singular number includes the plural and the plural the singular:
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ACCOUNT:
The interest-bearing account within the Impact Fee Capital Projects Fund as
established in this chapter.

ADVISORY COMMITTEE:

The City’s Development Impact Fee Advisory Committee (“Advisory Committee”)
formed and staffed by the City pursuant to Idaho Code § 67-8205 to prepare and
recommend the Capital Improvements Plan and any amendments, revisions or
updates of the same.

APPROPRIATE: To legally obligate by contract or otherwise commit to the expenditure of funds by
appropriation or other official act of the Board of Commissioners.

BUILDING PERMIT: The permit required for foundations, new construction and additions pursuant to Title
5, City of Mountain Home Code.

CAPITAL FACILITIES:

Land, buildings, apparatus, vehicles and equipment as identified in Exhibits III-2 and
IV-3 of the City’s Capital Improvements Plan as adopted by the City, and specifically
including those related costs including System Improvement Costs, but not including
maintenance, operations, or improvements that do not expand their capacity.a

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS: Improvements with a useful life of ten (10) years or more, by new construction or
other action, which increases the service capacity of the City’s public facilities

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS
ELEMENT:

A component of the Capital Improvements Plan adopted by the City pursuant to
Chapters 65 and 82 of Title 67, Idaho Code, as they may be amended, which
component meets the requirements of the capital improvements plan required by the
Act.

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS
PLAN:

The Impact Fee Study and Capital Improvements Plan recommended by the
Development Impact Fee Advisory Committee and adopted by the City that identifies
the Capital Facilities for which the City’s Impact Fees may be used as a funding
source.

CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND (the
“Capital Projects Fund”):

And refer to the City’s Development Impact Fee Capital Projects Fund established by
action of the City Council pursuant to § 9-4 of this chapter and Idaho Code § 67-
8210(1).

CITY: City of Mountain Home, Idaho.
CITY COUNCIL: The Mountain Home City Council.

DEVELOPER:
Any person or legal entity undertaking Development and/or the subdivision of
property pursuant to Idaho Code §§ 50-1301 through 50-1334, as may be amended.

DEVELOPMENT:
Any construction or installation of a building or structure, or any change in use of a
building or structure, or any change in the use, character or appearance of land,
which creates additional demand and need for public facilities and/or

 subdivision of property that would permit any change in the use, character or
appearance of land.

DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL: Any written duly authorized document from the City which authorizes the
commencement of a Development.

DEVELOPMENT REQUIREMENT:

A requirement attached to a Developmental approval or other City governmental
action approving or authorizing a particular Development project including, but not
limited to, a rezoning, which requirement compels the payment, dedication or
contribution of goods, services, land or money as condition of approval.

DWELLING UNIT: Any structure, or portion thereof, providing living facilities for one family as herein
defined, including provisions for living, sleeping, eating, cooking and sanitation.

EXTRAORDINARY COSTS: Those costs incurred as result of an extraordinary impact.

EXTRAORDINARY IMPACT:

An impact which is reasonably determined by the City to: (i) result in the need for
system improvements, the cost of which will significantly exceed the sum of the
development impact fees to be generated from the project or the sum agreed to be
paid pursuant to a development agreement as allowed by Idaho Code § 67-8214(2),
as it may be amended; or (ii) result in the need for system improvements which are
not identified in the Capital Improvements Plan.

FEE PAYER: The person who pays or is required to pay the City’s Impact Fee. A fee payer may
include a Developer.

IMPACT FEE:
A payment of money imposed as condition of Development Approval to pay for a
proportionate share of the costs of System Improvements needed to serve the
Development. The term does not include the following:

 
1.   A charge or fee to pay the administrative plan review, or inspection cost
associated with permits required for Development;

 2.   Connection or hookup charges;

 3.   Availability charges for drainage, sewer, water or transportation charges for
services provided directly to the development; or
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4.   Amounts collected from a Developer in a transaction in which the City has
incurred expenses in constructing Capital Improvements for the Development if the
owner or developer has agreed to be financially responsible for the construction or
installation of those Capital Improvements, unless a written agreement is made,
pursuant to Idaho Code § 67-8209(3) as it may be amended, for credit or
reimbursement.

LAND USE ASSUMPTIONS: A description of the service area and projections of land uses, densities, intensities
and population in the service area over at least a ten (10) year period.

LEVEL OF SERVICE: A measure of the relationship between service capacity and service demand for
Public Facilities.

MANUFACTURED/MO BILE
HOME:

A structure, constructed according to HUD/FHA mobile home construction and safety
standards, transportable in one (1) or more sections, which, in the traveling mode, is
eight (8) feet or more in width or is forty (40) body feet or more in length, or when
erected on site, is three hundred twenty (320) or more square feet, and which is built
on a permanent chassis and designed to be used as a dwelling with or without a
permanent foundation when connected to required utilities, and includes the
plumbing, heating, air conditioning and electrical systems contained in such
structure, except that such term shall include any structure which meets all the
requirements of this subsection except the size requirements and with respect to
which the manufacturer voluntarily files a certification required

 by the secretary of housing and urban development and complies with the standards
established under 42 U.S.C. §§ 5401 et seq.

MULTIFAMILY:

A classification of housing where multiple dwelling units for residential households
are within a single building or several buildings within a complex. Dwelling units can
be next to each other (side-by-side units) or stacked on top of each other (top and
bottom units). These units are under single ownership or platted on a single lot. This
definition does not include duplexes, triplexes, or fourplexes on a single lot.

    

MODULAR BUILDING:

Any building or building component other than a manufactured/mobile home, which
is constructed according to the International Building Code, as adopted or any
amendments thereto, which is of closed construction and is either entirely or
substantially prefabricated or assembled at a place other than the building site.

PRESENT VALUE: The total current monetary value of past, present or future payments, contributions or
dedications of goods, services, materials, construction or money.

PROJECT: A particular Development on an identified parcel of land.

PROJECT IMPROVEMENTS:

In contrast to System Improvements, site improvements and facilities that are
planned and designed to provide service for a particular Development Project and
that are necessary for the use and convenience of the occupants or users of the
Project.

PROPORTIONATE SHARE: That portion of System Improvement Costs determined pursuant to Idaho Code § 67-
8207 which reasonably relates to the service demands and needs of the Project.
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PUBLIC FACILITIES: Land, public safety facilities, including fire and law enforcement, apparatus, vehicles
and equipment which have a useful life of ten (10) years or more.

RECREATIONAL VEHICLE:
A vehicular type unit primarily designed as temporary quarters for recreational,
camping, or travel use, which either has its own motive power or is mounted on or
drawn by another vehicle.

SERVICE AREA:

Land within the boundaries of the City as established pursuant Chapter 82, Title 67,
Idaho Code, in which specific Public Facilities provide service to Development on the
basis of sound planning or engineering principles or both as identified in the City’s
Capital Improvements Plan.

SERVICE UNIT:

A standardized measure of consumption, use, generation or discharge attributable to
an individual unit of Development calculated in accordance with generally accepted
engineering or planning standards for a particular category of Capital Improvements.
As specifically used in this Ordinance, service units include all dwelling units as
defined herein and includes, on the square foot basis, nonresidential Development.

SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS: In contrast to Project Improvements, Capital Improvements to Public Facilities which
are designed to provide service to a Service Area.

SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT
COSTS:

Costs incurred for construction or reconstruction of System Improvements, including
design, acquisition, engineering and other costs, and also including, without
limitation, the type of costs described in Idaho Code § 50-1702(h), as it may be
amended, to provide additional Public Facilities needed to service new growth and
Development. For clarification, System Improvement Costs do not include:

 1.   Construction, acquisition or expansion of Public Facilities other than Capital
Improvements identified in the Capital Improvements Plan;

 2.   Improvements, repair, operation or maintenance of existing or new capital;

 
3.   Upgrading, updating, expanding or replacing existing Capital Improvements to
serve existing Development in order to meet stricter safety, efficiency, environmental
or regulatory standards;

 4.   Upgrading, updating, expanding or replacing existing Capital Improvements to
provide better service to existing Development;

 
5.   Administrative and operating costs of the City unless such costs are attributable
to Development of the Capital Improvements Plan, as provided in Idaho Code § 67-
8208, as it may be amended; and

 

6. Principal payments and interest or other finance charges on bonds or other
indebtedness except financial obligations issued by or on behalf of the City to
finance Capital Improvements identified in the Capital Improvements Plan. (Ord.
1765, 9-26-2022)

 

9-4-3: ESTABLISHMENT OF SERVICE AREAS; IMPOSITION OF IMPACT FEE; FEE SCHEDULE; EXEMPTIONS:

   A.   Establishment of Service Areas. There is hereby established a Service Area which Service Area includes all land in
the City of Mountain Home.

   B.   Imposition of Impact Fees. Impact Fees for the City are hereby imposed on all new Development located within the
City of Mountain Home.

   C.   Fee Schedule. Impact Fees shall be calculated in accordance with the fee schedule set forth below, providing for
standard fees based on the total number of Dwelling Units or square feet of nonresidential space in the Development,
unless (a) the Fee Payer requests an individual assessment pursuant to section 9-4-6 of this chapter; or (b) the City finds
the Development will have an Extraordinary Impact pursuant to section 9-4-9 of this chapter. The methodology for
determining the costs per service unit provided for in the fee schedule is set forth in the City’s Capital Improvements Plan as
adopted by the City pursuant to Idaho Code§ 67-8208, as it may be amended.

Impact Fee Schedule:
Impact Fee Schedule:
 
Police
   Residential (per Dwelling Unit) $663.00
   Non-Residential (per square foot) $0.37
 

Fire
   Residential (per Dwelling Unit) $1,338.00
   Non-Residential (per square foot) $0.74
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Parks
   Single-Family Residential (per Dwelling Unit) $1,146.00
   Multifamily Residential (per Dwelling Unit) $830.00
   Non-Residential (per square foot) -
 
Streets
   Single-Family Residential (per Dwelling Unit) $898.00
   Multifamily Residential (per Dwelling Unit) $450.00
   Non-Residential (per square foot) $1.39

 

   D.   Procedures:

      1.   Building Permit. Upon submittal of complete building permit plans or manufactured home installation permit for the
Development to the City, the City shall calculate the Impact Fee for the Development within thirty (30) days of submittal
unless:

         a.   The Fee Payer had previously requested and been granted an individual assessment pursuant to this chapter; or

         b.   The City has previously determined the Development may have an Extraordinary Impact pursuant to this chapter.

   E.   Exemptions. The provisions of this chapter shall not apply to the following:

      1.   Rebuilding the same amount of floor space of a structure which is destroyed by fire or other catastrophe, provided
the structure is rebuilt and ready for occupancy within two (2) years of its destruction;

      2.   Remodeling or repairing a structure which does not increase the number of Service Units;

      3.   Replacing a residential unit, including a manufactured/mobile home, with another residential unit on the same lot;
provided that, the number of Service Units does not increase;

      4.   Placing a temporary construction trailer or office on a lot;

      5.   Constructing an addition on a residential structure which does not increase the number of Service Units;

      6.   Adding uses that are typically accessory to residential uses, such as tennis court or a clubhouse, unless it can be
clearly demonstrated that the use creates a significant impact on the capacity of System Improvements; or

      7.   The installation of a modular building, manufactured/mobile home or recreational vehicle if the Fee Payer can
demonstrate by documentation such as utility bills and tax records that either: (a) a modular building, manufactured/mobile
home or recreational vehicle was legally in place on the lot or space prior to the effective date of this chapter; or (b) an
Impact Fee has been paid previously for the modular building, manufactured/mobile home or recreational vehicle on that
same lot or space.

   F.   Exemption Claim Process. A Fee Payer shall claim an exempt development activity upon application of a building
permit or manufactured/mobile home installation permit, or if no building permit or manufactured/mobile home installation
permit required, prior to the time construction commences. Any exemption not so claimed shall be deemed waived by the
Fee Payer. Claims for exemption shall be determined by the City within fifteen (15) days of receipt of the claim for
exemption. (Ord. 1765, 9-26-2022; amd. Ord. 1787, 9-26-2023)

9-4-4:  COLLECTION OF IMPACT FEES; ENFORCEMENT:

   A.   Payment of Fees. The Impact Fee shall be paid to the City at the following times:

      1.   If a Building Permit or manufactured/mobile home installation permit is required, then before or at the time the permit
is issued;

      2.   If no Building Permit or manufactured/mobile home installation permit is required, then at the time that construction
commences; or

      3.   At such other time as the Fee Payer or Developer and the City have agreed upon in writing.

   B.   Enforcement. When any Impact Fee is due pursuant to this chapter, or pursuant to the terms of any written agreement
between a Fee Payer and the City, and such Impact Fee has not been paid in a timely manner, the City may exercise any or
all of the following powers as applicable to its authority, in any combination, to enforce the collection of the Impact Fee:

      1.   Withhold Building Permits, manufactured home installation permits, or other City Development Approval related to
the Development for which the Impact Fee is due until all Impact Fees due have been paid, and issue stop work orders, and
revoke or suspend a Building Permit;

      2.   Withhold utility services from the Development for which the Impact Fee is due until all Impact Fees due have been
paid;

      3.   Add interest to the Impact Fee not paid in full at the legal rate provided for in Idaho Code § 28-22-104, as it may be
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amended, plus five percent (5%) beginning on the date at which the payment of the Impact Fee was due until paid in full;

      4.   Impose a penalty of five percent (5%) of the total Impact Fee (not merely the portion dishonored, late or not paid in
full) per month beginning on the date at which the payment of the Impact Fee was due until paid in full; and

      5.   Impose a lien pursuant to the authority of Idaho Code § 67-8213(4) for failure to timely pay an Impact Fee following
the procedures contained in Idaho Code Title 45, Chapter 5. (Ord. 1765, 9-26-2022)

9-4-5:  CERTIFICATION:

   A.   A Fee Payer may request a written certification of the impact fee schedule or individual assessment which shall
establish the impact fee for that Development. Such certification shall establish the Impact Fee so long as there is no
material change to the particular Development as identified in the individual assessment application, or the impact fee
schedule. A certification may be applied for in the following manner:

      1.   Requests for certification shall be in writing and made to the City. Within thirty (30) days after receiving such request,
the City shall issue a written certification of the amount of the Impact Fee due for the proposed Development. The
certification shall include an explanation of the calculation of the Impact Fee including an explanation of factors considered
under Idaho Code § 67-8207 and shall also specify the System Improvement(s) for which the Impact Fee is intended to be
used. The City shall provide the certification to the Fee Payer. (Ord. 1765, 9-26-2022)

9-4-6:  INDIVIDUAL ASSESSMENT:

   A.   In lieu of calculating the amount of the Impact Fee using the impact fee schedules in section 9-4-3 of this chapter, an
individual assessment of Impact Fees is permitted when the Fee Payer demonstrates by clear and convincing evidence that
the established Impact Fee is inappropriate.

      1.   Individual Assessment Process. A Fee Payer may file a written request for an individual assessment of the
Development by the City with the City prior to the receipt of a building permit or other necessary approvals or entitlements
from the City. A request for an individual assessment process shall involve consideration of studies, data, and any other
relevant information submitted by the Fee Payer to adjust the amount of the Impact Fee. If a Fee Payer files a request for
the use of an individual assessment, the Fee Payer shall be responsible for retaining a qualified professional to prepare the
individual assessment that complies with the requirements of this chapter, at the Fee Payer’s expense. The Fee Payer shall
bear the burden of proving by clear and convincing evidence that the resulting individual assessment is a more accurate
measure of its proportionate share of the cost of System Improvements, based on the City’s adopted Level of Service, than
the development impact fees that would otherwise be due pursuant to the fee schedule.

         a.   Each individual assessment request and supporting documentation submitted by the Fee Payer shall be based on
the same level of service standards and unit costs for System Improvements used in the City’s Capital Improvements Plan,
shall use an average cost (not a marginal cost) methodology, and shall document the relevant methodologies and
assumptions used.

         b.   Each individual assessment request delivered to the City may then be accepted, rejected, or accepted with
modifications by the City as the basis for calculating the Impact Fee. The criteria for acceptance, rejection or acceptance
with modifications shall be whether the individual assessment is a more accurate measure of demand for System
Improvements element(s) created by the proposed Development, or the costs of those facilities, than the applicable fee
shown in the fee schedule.

         c.   The City shall issue a written decision within thirty (30) days following receipt of a completed request for individual
assessment together with all supporting information from the Fee Payer, so as not to unreasonably delay the Developer’s
(Fee Payer’s) subsequent applications to the City for Building Permits.

         d.   The decision by the City on an application for an individual assessment shall include an explanation of the
calculation of the Impact Fee, shall specify the System Improvement(s) for which the Impact Fee is intended to be used, and
shall include an explanation of those factors identified in Idaho Code § 67-8207.

         e.   If an individual assessment is accepted or accepted with modifications by the City then the Impact Fee due under
this chapter for such Development shall be calculated according to such individual assessment. (Ord. 1765, 9-26-2022)

9-4-7: DEVELOPER CREDITS AND REIMBURSEMENT:

   A.   When a Developer or their predecessor in title or interest has constructed System Improvements of the same category
as a Capital Improvements Element, or contributed or dedicated land or money towards the completion of System
Improvements of the same category as the Capital Improvements Element, and the City has accepted such construction,
contribution or dedication, the City shall issue a credit against the Impact Fees otherwise due for the same Capital
Improvements Element in connection with the proposed Development, as set forth in this section, credit shall be issued
regardless of whether the contribution or dedication to System Improvements was required by the City as a condition of
Development Approval or was offered by the Developer and accepted by the City in writing, and regardless of whether the
contribution or dedication was contributed by the Developer or by a local improvement District controlled by the Developer.

   B.   Credits against an Impact Fee shall not be given for: (a) Project Improvements; or (b) any construction, contribution or
dedication not agreed to in writing by the City prior to commencement of the construction, contribution, or dedication. Credits
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issued for one Capital Improvements Element may not be used to reduce Impact Fees due for a different capital
improvement. No credits shall be issued for System Improvements contributed or dedicated prior to the effective date of this
chapter.

   C.   Valuation of Credit at Present Value:

      1.   Land. Credit for qualifying land dedications shall, at the Fee Payer’s option, be valued at the present value of: (a)
one hundred percent (100%) of the most recent assessed value for such land as shown in the records of the City assessor;
or (b) that fair market value established by a private appraiser acceptable to the City in an appraisal paid for by the Fee
Payer.

      2.   Improvements. Credit for qualifying acquisition or construction of System Improvements shall be valued by the City
at the present value of such improvements based on complete engineering drawings, specifications, and construction cost
estimates submitted by the Fee Payer to the City. The City shall determine the amount of credit due based on the
information submitted, or, if it determines that such information is inaccurate or unreliable, then on alternative engineering or
construction costs acceptable to the City as a more accurate measure of the value of the offered System Improvements to
the City.

   D.   When Credits Become Effective:

      1.   Land. Approved credits for land dedications shall become effective when the land has been conveyed to the City in a
form acceptable to the City, at no cost to the City, and has been accepted by the City. Upon request of the Fee Payer, the
City shall issue a letter stating the amount of credit available.

      2.   Improvements. Approved credits for acquisition or construction of System Improvements shall generally become
effective when (a) all required construction has been completed and has been accepted by the City, (b) a suitable
maintenance and warranty bond has been received and approved by the City, and (c) all design, construction, inspection,
testing, bonding, and acceptance procedures have been completed in compliance with all applicable requirements of the
City and the state of Idaho. Upon request of the Fee Payer, the City shall issue a letter stating the amount of credit
available.

   E.   Credit Request Process:

      1.   Request. In order to obtain a credit against an Impact Fee otherwise due, a Fee Payer shall submit to the City a
written offer of request to dedicate to the City specific parcels of qualifying land or a written offer to contribute or construct
specific System Improvements to the Capital Facilities in accordance with all applicable State or City design and
construction standards, and shall specifically request a credit against the type of Impact Fee for which the land dedication or
System Improvements is offered.

      2.   Review. After receipt of the written offer of request for credit, the City shall review the request and determine whether
the land or System Improvements offered for credit will reduce the costs of providing Capital Facilities by an amount at least
equal to the value of the credit. If the City determines that the offered credit satisfies that criteria and will be acceptable to
the City Board of Commissioners, then the credit shall be issued. The City shall complete its review and determination of an
application within thirty (30) days after receipt of an application for credit.

      3.   Credits Exceeding Fee Amounts Due. If the credit due to a Fee Payer pursuant to subsection 9-4-10 exceeds the
Impact Fee that would otherwise be due from the Fee Payer pursuant to the chapter (whether calculated through the Impact
Fee schedule in section 9-4-3(C) of this chapter or through an individual assessment), the Fee Payer may choose to receive
such credit in the form of either: (a) a credit against future Impact Fee due for the same System Improvements; or (b) a
reimbursement from Impact Fees paid by future Development that impacts the System Improvements contributed or
dedicated by the Fee Payer. Unless otherwise stated in an agreement with the Fee Payer, the City shall be under no
obligation to use any of the City funds - other than Impact Fees paid by other Development for the same System
Improvements - to reimburse the Fee Payer for any credit in excess Impact Fees that are due.

      4.   Written Agreement Required. If credit or reimbursement is due to the Fee Payer pursuant to this section, the City
shall enter into a written agreement with the Fee Payer, negotiated in good faith, prior to the contribution, dedication, or
funding of the System Improvements giving rise to the credit. The agreement shall provide for the amount of credit or the
amount, time and form of reimbursement, and shall have a term not exceeding ten (10) years.

      5.   The City’s determination on the written offer of request for credit shall be provided to the Fee Payer. (Ord. 1765, 9-
26-2022)

9-4-8: METHODOLOGY FOR THE CALCULATION OF IMPACT FEES:

   A.   General Provisions.

      1.   Accounting Principles. The calculation of the Impact Fee shall be in accordance with generally accepted accounting
principles. A development impact fee shall not be deemed invalid because payment of the fee may result in an incidental
benefit to owners or Developers within the service area other than the Fee Payer.

      2.   Levels Of Service. The Impact Fee shall be calculated on the basis of levels of service for Public Facilities in the
adopted Capital Improvement Plan that are applicable to existing Development as well as new growth and Development.
The construction, improvement, expansion or enlargement of new or existing Public Facilities for which the Impact Fee is

Page 178 of 209



imposed must be attributable to the capacity demands generated by the new Development.

   B.   Methodology; Proportionate Methodology. The Impact Fee shall not exceed a proportionate share of the cost of the
System Improvements determined in accordance with Idaho Code § 67-8207, as it may be amended. Impact Fees shall be
based on actual System Improvements Costs or reasonable estimates of such costs. The amount of the Impact Fee shall be
calculated using the methodology contained in the adopted Capital Improvements Plan.

   C.   Proportionate Share Determination.

      1.   The Impact Fee shall be based on a reasonable and fair formula or method under which the Impact Fee imposed
does not exceed a proportionate share of the costs incurred or to be incurred by the City in the provision of System
Improvements to serve the new Development. The proportionate share is the costs attributable to the new Development
after the City considers the following:

         a.   Any appropriate credit, offset or contribution of money, dedication of land or construction of System Improvements;

         b.   Payments reasonably anticipated to be made by or as a result of a new Development in the form of user fees and
debt service payments;

         c.   That portion of general tax or other revenues allocated by the City to System Improvements; and

         d.   All other available sources of funding such System Improvements.

      2.   In determining the proportionate share of the cost of System Improvements to be paid by the Developer, the
following factors shall be considered by the City and accounted for in the calculation of the Impact Fee:

         a.   The costs of existing System Improvements within the Service area;

         b.   The means by which existing System Improvements have been financed;

         c.   The extent to which the new Development will contribute to System Improvements Costs through taxation,
assessments, or developer or landowner contributions, or has previously contributed to System Improvements Costs
through Developer or landowner contributions;

         d.   The extent to which the new development is required to contribute to the cost of existing System Improvements in
the future;

         e.   The extent to which the new Development should be credited for providing System Improvements, without charge
to other properties within the Service Area;

         f.   Extraordinary costs, if any, incurred in serving the new Development;

         g.   The time and price differential inherent in a fair comparison of fees paid at different times; and

         h.   The availability of other sources of funding System Improvements including, but not limited to, user charges,
general tax levies, intergovernmental transfers and special taxation. (Ord. 1765, 9-26-2022)

9-4-9: EXTRAORDINARY IMPACT:

   A.   The City may make an initial determination that Development may impose an Extraordinary Impact due to a review of
a development application transmitted to the City pursuant to the City’s zoning authority under the Local Land Use Planning
Act, chapter 65, title 67, Idaho Code.

   B.   Process:

      1.   Within thirty (30) days after City’s receipt of the development application, the City will notify the Fee Payer of the
City’s initial determination that the Development may impose an Extraordinary Impact. Such notice shall include that a
supplemental study, at the Fee Payer’s expense will be required.

      2.   Within thirty (30) days following the designation of a Development with Extraordinary Impact, the City shall meet with
the Fee Payer to discuss whether the Fee Payer wants to: (a) pay for the supplemental study necessary to determine the
System Improvements Costs related to the proposed Development; (b) modify the proposal to avoid generating
Extraordinary Impact; or (c) withdraw the application for certification, or Development approval.

      3.   If the Fee Payer agrees to pay for the supplemental study required to document the proposed Development’s
proportionate share of System Improvements Costs, then the City and the Fee Payer shall jointly select an individual or
organization acceptable to both to perform such study. The Fee Payer shall enter into a written agreement with such
individual or organization to pay the costs of such study. Such agreement shall require the supplemental study to be
completed within thirty (30) days of such written agreement, unless the Fee Payer agrees to a longer time.

      4.   Once the study has been completed, the Fee Payer may choose to: (a) pay the proportionate share of System
Improvements Costs documented by the supplemental study; or (b) modify the proposed Development to reduce such costs;
or (c) withdraw the application.

      5.   If the Fee Payer agrees to pay the System Improvements Costs documented in the supplemental study, that
agreement shall be reduced to writing between the City and the Fee Payer prior to review and consideration of any
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application for any Development approval or Building Permit related to the proposed Development.

      6.   Notwithstanding any agreement by the Fee Payer to pay the proportionate share of System Improvements Costs
documented by the supplemental study, nothing in this ordinance shall obligate the City to approve Development that results
in an Extraordinary Impact to the City. (Ord. 1765, 9-26-2022)

9-4-10: FEE PAYER REFUNDS:

   A.   Duty to Refund:

      1.   An Impact Fee shall be refunded to a Fee Payer, or successor in interest, or a property owner in the following
circumstances:

         a.   Service is available but never provided;

         b.   A Building Permit, or permit for installation of a manufactured home, is denied or abandoned;

         c.   The Fee Payer pays an Impact Fee under protest and a subsequent review of the fee paid or the completion of an
individual assessment determines that the fee paid exceeded the proportionate share to which the City was entitled to
receive;

         d.   The City has collected an Impact Fee and the City has failed to Appropriate or expend the collected fees pursuant
to section 9-4-10(2) below; or

         e.   Failure of the City to commence construction or encumber the funds in the Capital Projects Fund.

      2.   Any Impact Fee paid shall be refunded if the City has failed to commence construction of System Improvements in
accordance with this chapter, or to appropriate funds for such construction, within eight (8) years after the date on which
such fee was collected by the City. Any refund due shall be paid to the owner of record of the parcel for which the City’s
Impact Fee was paid. The City may hold Impact Fees for longer than eight (8) years but in no event longer than eleven (11)
years from the date collected if the City identifies in writing: (a) a reasonable cause why the fees should be held longer than
eight (8) years; and (b) an anticipated date by which the fees will be expended. If the City complies with the previous
sentence, then any Impact Fees so identified shall be refunded to the Fee Payer if the City has failed to commence
construction of System Improvements in accordance with the written notice, or to Appropriate Funds for such construction
on or before the date identified in such writing.

      3.   After an Impact Fee has been paid pursuant to this chapter and after a certificate of occupancy has been issued by
the City, no refund of any part of such fee shall be made if the project for which the fee was paid is later demolished,
destroyed, or is altered, reconstructed, or reconfigured so as to reduce the size of the project or the number of units in the
project.

      4.   Each refund shall include a refund of interest at one-half the legal rate provided for in Idaho Code § 28-22-104 from
the date on which the fee was originally paid.

   B.   Process: The City shall make a determination of whether a refund is due within thirty (30) days after receipt of a written
request for a refund from the Fee Payer, successor in interest, or an owner of record of the property for which the fee was
paid. When the right to a refund exists, the City shall send the refund within ninety (90) days after the City determines that a
refund is due. (Ord. 1765, 9-26-2022)

9-4-11: ESTABLISHMENT OF CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND; FUND ACCOUNTS:

   A.   Capital Projects Funds Established. The Capital Projects Fund will be maintained by the City for the purpose of
ensuring that all Impact Fees collected, pursuant to this chapter, are used to address impacts reasonably attributable to new
Development for which the Impact Fees are paid. The Capital Projects Fund shall have its own interest-bearing Account.
The interest earned on the account pursuant to Idaho Code § 67-8210(1) shall not be governed by Idaho Code § 57-127, as
it may be amended, but shall be considered funds of the Capital Projects Fund and shall be subject to the same restrictions
on uses of funds as the Impact Fees on which the interest is generated.

   B.   Deposit of Impact Fees. All monies paid by a Fee Payer, pursuant to this chapter, shall be identified as Impact Fees
and upon receipt by the City shall be promptly deposited in the Capital Projects Fund Account.

      1.   Monies in the Capital Projects Fund Account shall be spent in the order collected, on a first- in/first-out basis.

      2.   The City shall maintain and keep accurate financial records for the Account which records shall:

         a.   Show the source and disbursement of all revenues;

         b.   Account for all monies received;

         c.   Ensure that the disbursement of funds from the Account shall be used solely and exclusively for the provisions of
projects specified in the Capital Improvements Plan; and

         d.   Provide an annual accounting for the Impact Fee Capital Projects Fund Account showing the source and amount of
all funds collected and the projects that were funded, which annual accounting shall be provided to the City as part of the
annual audit process of this chapter. (Ord. 1765, 9-26-2022)
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9-4-12: EXPENDITURE OF IMPACT FEES:

   A.   Expenditures. Expenditures of Impact Fees collected and deposited in the Capital Projects Fund shall be made only
for System Improvements within the Service Area for which the Impact Fee was collected in accordance with the Capital
Improvements Plan.

   B.   Capital Improvements Plan Reimbursement; Surcharge. A portion of each Impact Fee collected may be designated as
a surcharge for reimbursement for the cost of preparing the Capital Improvements Plan in accordance with Idaho Code §
67-8208. The surcharge shall not exceed the Development’s proportionate share of the cost of preparing the Capital
Improvements Plan. (Ord. 1765, 9-26-2022)

9-4-13:  APPEALS, PROTEST AND MEDIATION:

   A.   Appeals. Any Fee Payer that is or may be obligated to pay an Impact Fee, individual assessment or an Extraordinary
Impact, or that claims a right to receive a refund, reimbursement, exemption or credit under this chapter, and who is
dissatisfied with a decision made either by the City in applying this chapter, may appeal such decision. The Fee Payer shall
have the burden on appeal of proving by clear and convincing evidence that the decision was in error.

   B.   Appeal Process.

      1.   Appeals of denials of an exemption from Impact Fees under section 9-4-13 of this chapter.

         a.   A Fee Payer shall file a written notice of the appeal with the City Development Services Department within thirty
(30) days after the date of a denial of an exemption. Such notice of appeal shall include a statement describing why the Fee
Payer believes that the appealed decision was in error, together with copies of any documents that the Fee Payer believes
support the claim.

         b.   The City Development Services Department shall schedule a hearing in front of the City Council within thirty (30)
days of receiving the appeal. The Fee Payer or its representative shall have a right to be present and to present evidence in
support of the appeal. The City personnel who made the decision under appeal or their representatives shall likewise have
the right to be present and to present evidence in support of the decision.

         c.   The City Council shall consider the decision denying the exemption and also consider any additional evidence that
may be offered by the Fee Payer and City staff. The City Council may affirm, reverse, or modify in whole or in part the
decision appealed from and issue a written decision within thirty (30) days.

         d.   A final decision of the City Council may be judicially reviewed pursuant to Idaho Code § 31-1506.

      2.   Appeals of impact fee schedule assessments, refunds, reimbursements, credits, individual assessments, or
extraordinary impacts under this chapter.

         a.   The Fee Payer shall file a written notice of the appeal with the City within thirty (30) days after the date of the City’s
decision, or the date on which the Fee Payer submitted a payment of the Impact Fee under protest, whichever is later. Such
written application shall include a statement describing why the Fee Payer believes that the appealed decision was in error,
together with copies of any documents that the Fee Payer believes support the claim.

         b.   The City Council shall hear the appeal within sixty (60) days after receipt of a written notice of appeal. The Fee
Payer or its representative shall have a right to be present and to present evidence in support of the appeal. The City
personnel who made the decision under appeal or their representatives shall likewise have the right to be present and to
present evidence in support of the decision. The criteria to be used by the City Council in considering the appeal shall be
whether: (a) the decision or interpretation made by the City or (b) the alternative decision or interpretation offered by the Fee
Payer, more accurately reflects the intent of this chapter that new development in the Service Area pay its proportionate
share of the costs of system improvements to public facilities necessary to serve new development and whether the chapter
has been correctly applied. The City Council shall issue a decision upholding, reversing, or modifying the decision being
appealed within thirty (30) days after hearing the appeal.

   C.   Payment Under Protest. A Fee Payer may pay an Impact Fee under protest in order not to delay in the issuance of a
Building Permit by the City. A Fee Payer making a payment under protest shall not be estopped from exercising the right to
appeal provided herein, nor shall such Fee Payer be estopped from receiving a refund of any amount deemed to have been
illegally collected.

   D.   Mediation.

      1.   Any Fee Payer that has a disagreement with a decision made by the City regarding an Impact Fee determination that
is or may be due for a proposed Development pursuant to this chapter, may enter into a voluntary agreement with the City
as the case may be, to subject the disagreement to mediation by a qualified independent party acceptable to both parties to
the mediation.

      2.   Mediation may take place at any time following the filing of a timely appeal, or as an alternative to such appeal,
provided that the request for mediation is filed no later than the last date on which a timely appeal could be filed pursuant to
this section.

      3.   Participation in mediation does not preclude the Fee Payer from pursuing other remedies provided for in this section.
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      4.   If mediation is requested, any related mediation costs shall be shared equally by the parties to the mediation, and a
written agreement regarding the payment of such costs shall be executed prior to the commencement of mediation.

      5.   In the event that mediation does not resolve the issues, the Fee Payer retains all rights of appeal as set forth in this
section. (Ord. 1765, 9-26-2022)

9-4-14:  PERIODIC REVIEWS; ANNUAL BUDGET:

   A.   Review and Modification of Capital Improvements Plan. Unless the City Council deems some other period is
appropriate, the City shall, at least once every five (5) years, commencing from the date of the original adoption of the
Capital Improvements Plan, review the Development potential and update the Capital Improvements Plan in accordance
with the procedures set forth in Idaho Code § 67-8206, as it may be amended. Each update shall be prepared by the City in
consultation with the Advisory Committee.

   B.   Annual budget. The City shall annually adopt a capital budget. (Ord. 1765, 9-26-2022)

9-4-15:  AUDIT:

As part of its annual audit process, the City shall prepare an annual report: (a) describing the amount of all Impact Fees
collected, appropriated or spent during the preceding year; and (b) describing the percentage of taxes and revenues from
sources other than the Impact Fees collected, appropriated or spent for System Improvements during the preceding year.
(Ord. 1765, 9-26-2022)

9-4-16:  ADVISORY COMMITTEE:

   A.   Establishment and Purpose. Pursuant to Idaho Code § 67-8205, there is hereby established Development Impact Fee
Advisory Committee (Advisory Committee), whose purpose is to carry out the duties as set forth in Idaho Code § 67-
8205(3), as it may be amended.

   B.   Membership. The Advisory Committee shall be composed of at least five (5) members, all of whom must reside within
the City. Two (2) or more members shall be active in the business of development, building or real estate. Two (2) or more
members shall not be in the business of development, building or real estate. Employees may not be appointed as members
of the committee.

   C.   Meetings. Meetings may be called by the Advisory Committee by giving reasonable notice of the time and place of the
meeting in accordance with the Open Meetings Law, Idaho Code §§ 74-201 et seq., as may be amended. The Advisory
Committee shall adopt reasonable rules as are necessary to carry out the duties and responsibilities of the committee
subject to the approval of the City, and elect such officers as deemed necessary. (Ord. 1765, 9-26-2022)

9-4-17:  MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS:

   A.   Nothing in this chapter shall prevent the City from requiring a Developer to construct reasonable Project
Improvements, as are required by the fire codes and other rules that are adopted by the state fire marshal, in conjunction
with a Development.

   B.   Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to prevent or prohibit private agreements between property owners or
developers, the Idaho Transportation Department and governmental entities in regard to the construction or installation of
System Improvements or providing for credits or reimbursements for System Improvements Costs incurred by a Developer
including inter-project transfers of credits or providing for reimbursement for Project Improvements which are used or shared
by more than one (1) Development project.

   C.   Nothing in this chapter shall obligate the City to approve Development which results in an Extraordinary Impact.

   D.   Nothing in this chapter shall obligate the City to approve any Development request which may reasonably be expected
to reduce levels of service below minimum acceptable levels established in this chapter.

   E.   Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to create any additional right to develop real property or diminish the City in
regulating the orderly development of real property within its boundaries

   F.   Nothing in this chapter shall work to limit the use by the City of the power of eminent domain or supersede or conflict
with requirements or procedures authorized in the Idaho Code for local improvement District or general obligation bond
issues.

   G.   The City shall develop a plan for alternative sources of revenue, which shall include but not necessarily be limited to
plans generated during the annual budget process, lobbying efforts, tax increment financing, and implementation of user
fees, administrative and regulatory fees and other forms of revenue.

   H.   Notwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, that portion of a Project for which a complete application for a
Building Permit has been received by the City, prior to the effective date of this chapter, shall not be subject to the Impact
Fee imposed by this chapter. If the resulting Building Permit is later revised or replaced after the effective date of the
ordinance codified in this chapter, and the new Building Permit(s) reflects a development density, intensity, development
size or number of Service Units more than ten percent (10%) higher than that reflected in the original Building Permit, then
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the Impact Fee may be charged on the difference in density, intensity, development size or number of Service Units
between the original and the revised or replacement Building Permit.

   I.   Any monies, including any accrued interest not assigned to specific System Improvements within such Capital
Improvements Plan and not expended or refunded pursuant to this chapter shall be retained in the same account until the
next fiscal year.

   J.   If the City discovers an error in the Capital Improvements Plan that results in assessment or payment of more than a
proportionate share of System Improvement Costs on any proposed Development, the City shall: (a) adjust the Impact Fee
to collect no more than a proportionate share; or (b) discontinue the collection of any Impact Fees until the error is corrected
by ordinance.

   K.   If Impact Fees are calculated and paid based on a mistake or misrepresentation, they shall be recalculated. Any
amounts overpaid by a Fee Payer shall be refunded by the City within thirty (30) days after the acceptance of the
recalculated amount, with interest at the legal rate provided for in Idaho Code § 28-22-104 from the date on which the fee
was paid. Any amounts underpaid by the Fee Payer shall be paid to the City within thirty (30) days after the acceptance of
the recalculated amount, with interest at the legal rate provided for in Idaho Code § 28-22-104 from the date on which the
fee was paid. (Ord. 1765, 9-26-2022)

9-4-18:  RULES OF CONSTRUCTION:

All provisions, terms, phrases and expressions contained in this chapter shall be liberally construed in order that the true
intent and meaning of the Act and the Mountain Home City Council may be fully carried out. (Ord. 1765, 9-26-2022)
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April 13, 2026 

Dear Mayor Sykes and City Council: 

The purpose of this letter is to provide the Mountain Home Arts Council’s 

Spring Update and Annual Financial & Fundraising report.  

Spring Update: 

On February 7, MHAC hosted a Local Artist Showcase with 34 performers 

from youth to senior for an audience of 120 at the Mountain Home Church of 

the Nazarene. 

We also hosted two nationally touring acts at The Rock Event Center: 

Americana performer Abby Posner, an award-winning songwriter who also 

facilitated a workshop for local musicians, and Medusa Quartet, a chamber-

folk group who played songs from around the world and talked about the 

history of their unique stringed instruments with a total of 133 in attendance. 

MHAC also partnered with Generations Education Arts to host the Idaho State 

Fiddle & Picking Contest on April 11 at Calvary Chapel. There were over 30 

contestants, the winners qualifying to compete at the national contest in 

Weiser. Approximately 150 attended. 

Upcoming in April is Shakespearience performing The Tempest for Mountain 

Home High School students on the 15th and our Spring Coffee House 

featuring Idaho author Bejamin Schwarting on April 24 at the library. 

We continue to host monthly programs including live local music at Blue Pit 

Brewery on the first Thursday of each month (average attendance of 35), 

Open Mic Night at the Mountain Home Public Library (average attendance of 

30), and Mountain Home Writing Group meetings (average attendance of six). 

MHAC also holds monthly meetings of the Board, Visual Arts Network, and 

Literary Committee. Community Canvas has also continued planning for this 

year’s project, which is our 10th! 

Annual Financial & Fundraising Report + Request: 

With our fiscal year running from July to June, we’ve just entered our fourth 

quarter and MHAC is on target to meet budget. City funds are used 

specifically for Artistic-Pro Services, which is a line-item that covers artist 

fees and travel related to community performances and enrichment programs 

at schools, nursing homes, and other community spaces. The year-to-date 

expenses under Artistic-Pro Services have been $12,700, versus $25,466 in 

the prior year. As for matching funds, MHAC has brought in over $53K this 

year, including over $20K in grants. We’ve enclosed the year-to-date versus 

prior-year actuals for your review, and while we’re running at a $6K deficit, 

we expect fundraising efforts for the Summer Concert Series and Community 

Canvas of MoHo to more than make up the difference. Additionally, in-kind 
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patron support is calculated on an annual basis and will add about $15K-$20K to the budget. 

These results have informed our optimistic outlook, particularly a strong performance in a year 

when we lost some federal funding. We’ve attached our preliminary schedule and budgets for the 

coming season, a full slate of performing, visual, and literary arts & humanities programming 

with a budget of $82,870.  As the Mountain Home Arts Council serves more than 6,000 annually,

including over 1,000 youth, we are requesting the City of Mountain Home’s continued annual 

support of $7,000. We are so grateful for the City’s ongoing investment in the health and well-

being of our community. 

Please just let me know if I can provide any additional information or answer any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Chris DeVore 

Executive Director 

Enclosed: 

YTD P&L V. Prior-Year Actuals 

Season of Events Sneak Peek 

Proposed Budget with Performing Arts Detail 
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Statement of Activity
Mountain Home Arts Council, Inc.

July, 2025-June, 2026

Cash Basis  Monday, April 13, 2026 08:30 PM GMTZ   1/6

TOTAL

JUL 1 2025 - JUN 30 2026 JUL 1 2024 
- JUN 30

2025 (PP)

$ 
CHANGE 

(PP)
Revenue

Donations - Fundraisers $2,099.52 $2,099.52
Other Donations 50.00 445.00 -395.00

Total for Donations - Fundraisers $2,149.52 $445.00 $1,704.52

Endowment Fund Donation 230.00 110.00 120.00
Endowment Fund Income 1,011.90 1,678.40 -666.50
Event sponsorships $552.00 $3,000.00 -

$2,448.00
Summer Concert Series 1,295.00 6,861.14 -5,566.14

Total for Event sponsorships $1,847.00 $9,861.14 -
$8,014.14

Fundraisers
Raffle Tickets 587.00 587.00
Hamaishi Art Show
Buy it now 1,850.00 -1,850.00
Donation 300.00 -300.00
Raffle Tickets 325.00 -325.00

Total for Hamaishi Art Show $2,475.00 -
$2,475.00

IdahoGives 317.00 -317.00
Total for Fundraisers $587.00 $2,792.00 -

$2,205.00
Grants
City-Gov 7,000.00 7,000.00 0.00
Foundation 8,000.00 5,000.00 3,000.00
Project Support/State Gov. 5,493.00 9,416.00 -3,923.00
Corporation 1,000.00 -1,000.00

Total for Grants $20,493.00 $22,416.00 -
$1,923.00

Lit. Committee
Shipping & Handling Fee 4.00 4.00
Whistle Pig Book Sales 845.00 708.00 137.00
Whistle Pig Royalties 266.41 80.00 186.41
Donation 15.00 -15.00
Writing Workshop Fee 75.00 -75.00

Total for Lit. Committee $1,115.41 $878.00 $237.41

Miscellaneous Income 25.00 25.00
Non-Profit & Library Discount -6.00 -6.00
Patron Drive (+Door) Totals
Patron Donations
103 Pearl Patron 264.00 402.47 -138.47
104 Bronze Patron 1,026.00 1,546.00 -520.00
105 Silver Patron 910.00 546.00 364.00
106 Gold Patron 802.00 1,304.00 -502.00
107 Platinum Patron 502.00 1,386.00 -884.00
108 Diamond Patron 7,028.00 5,318.00 1,710.00
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Statement of Activity
Mountain Home Arts Council, Inc.

July, 2025-June, 2026

Cash Basis  Monday, April 13, 2026 08:30 PM GMTZ   2/6

TOTAL

JUL 1 2025 - JUN 30 2026 JUL 1 2024 
- JUN 30

2025 (PP)

$ 
CHANGE 

(PP)
Total for Patron Donations $10,532.00 $10,502.47 $29.53
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Statement of Activity
Mountain Home Arts Council, Inc.

July, 2025-June, 2026

Cash Basis  Monday, April 13, 2026 08:30 PM GMTZ   3/6

TOTAL

JUL 1 2025 - JUN 30 2026 JUL 1 2024 
- JUN 30

2025 (PP)

$ CHANGE 
(PP)

Performing Arts Committee
100 Senior Season Tickets 2,288.00 1,472.00 816.00
101 Adult Season Tickets 2,580.00 2,640.00 -60.00
102 Student Season Tickets 210.00 140.00 70.00
Door Ticket Admissions 1,095.00 2,462.00 -1,367.00
Sales Collected for Performer 740.00 -740.00

Total for Performing Arts 
Committee

$6,173.00 $7,454.00 -$1,281.00

Total for Patron Drive (+Door) Totals $16,705.00 $17,956.47 -$1,251.47

Visual Artists' Committee
Art Show Dues 1,221.58 1,601.60 -380.02
Art Shows 1,260.77 4,229.38 -2,968.61
Community Canvas of MoHo $3,565.76 $6,220.00 -$2,654.24
Apparel Commission/Donation 1,378.76 -1,378.76

Total for Community Canvas of 
MoHo

$3,565.76 $7,598.76 -$4,033.00

Donation 73.10 73.10
Out of the Box $955.00 $2,064.75 -$1,109.75
Sponsors 1,160.42 1,160.42

Total for Out of the Box $2,115.42 $2,064.75 $50.67

Sponsors 530.00 530.00
VAC Dues 144.00 336.19 -192.19

Total for Visual Artists' Committee $8,910.63 $15,830.68 -$6,920.05

Other-Income 0.44 -0.44
Patron Drive Donations -In Kind
In-Kind Patrons 20,083.00 -20,083.00

Total for Patron Drive Donations -In 
Kind

$20,083.00 -
$20,083.00

Reimbursement 553.72 -553.72
Total for Revenue $53,068.46 $92,604.85 -

$39,536.39
Cost of Goods Sold
Gross Profit $53,068.46 $92,604.85 -

$39,536.39
Expenditures

Board of Directors
Gifts/Flowers/Memorials 100.00 100.00
Hospitality 110.46 169.63 -59.17
Marketing $185.00 $119.45 $65.55
Dues 135.00 135.00 0.00

Total for Marketing $320.00 $254.45 $65.55
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Statement of Activity
Mountain Home Arts Council, Inc.

July, 2025-June, 2026

Cash Basis  Monday, April 13, 2026 08:30 PM GMTZ   4/6

TOTAL

JUL 1 2025 - JUN 30 2026 JUL 1 
2024 - 

JUN 30 
2025 (PP)

$ 
CHANGE 

(PP)

NW Conference
Conf. fee 385.00 385.00 0.00
Lodging 819.84 903.69 -83.85
Meals 35.38 69.14 -33.76
Travel 189.55 109.86 79.69

Total for NW Conference $1,429.77 $1,467.69 -$37.92

Patron appreciation $36.48 $96.45 -$59.97
postage 68.00 -68.00

Total for Patron appreciation $36.48 $164.45 -$127.97

Postage 85.60 154.50 -68.90
Board Development 186.00 -186.00
Mtg. room rental 165.00 -165.00

Total for Board of Directors $2,082.31 $2,561.72 -$479.41

Dues
Arts NW 200.00 200.00 0.00
Idaho Gives 75.00 75.00 0.00

Total for Dues $275.00 $275.00 $0.00

Insurance
Liability Insurance 813.00 598.00 215.00
Workers' Comp. 152.00 154.00 -2.00

Total for Insurance $965.00 $752.00 $213.00

Literary Committee
Postage 22.94 47.05 -24.11
Printing 47.17 21.20 25.97
Publicity 216.16 408.02 -191.86
Whistle Pig Printing 542.97 570.22 -27.25
Artistic Pro-Services 450.00 -450.00
Coffee House 43.88 -43.88
Event Fee 25.00 -25.00
Hospitality 41.79 -41.79
Supplies 39.21 -39.21

Total for Literary Committee $829.24 $1,646.37 -$817.13

Miscellaneous 25.02 25.02
Operating Expenses
Bank Service Charges 0.25 13.69 -13.44
Internet/Telephone Expense 1,307.94 1,632.48 -324.54
Office Software 1,157.86 1,184.28 -26.42
Office supplies 49.95 41.07 8.88
Paypal Service Charge 45.41 125.91 -80.50
PO Box Rental 196.00 192.00 4.00
Postage 313.60 379.08 -65.48
Publicity 274.45 330.88 -56.43
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Statement of Activity
Mountain Home Arts Council, Inc.

July, 2025-June, 2026

Cash Basis  Monday, April 13, 2026 08:30 PM GMTZ   5/6

TOTAL

JUL 1 2025 - JUN 30 2026 JUL 1 2024 
- JUN 30

2025 (PP)

$ CHANGE 
(PP)

Venmo Fee 1.82 1.82
Checks 37.00 -37.00
Payroll Expenses
Treasurer Stipend 400.00 -400.00

Total for Payroll Expenses $400.00 -$400.00

Total for Operating Expenses $3,347.28 $4,336.39 -$989.11

Patron Drive $686.28 -$686.28
Printing 577.25 47.70 529.55

Total for Patron Drive $577.25 $733.98 -$156.73

Payroll Expenses
Taxes 1,130.09 1,338.07 -207.98
Wages 14,578.40 17,394.08 -2,815.68

Total for Payroll Expenses $15,708.49 $18,732.15 -$3,023.66

Performing Arts Committee
Artistic-Pro Services 12,700.00 25,446.00 -12,746.00
Hospitality 242.98 606.94 -363.96
Idaho State Fiddle & Picking Contest 500.00 1,000.00 -500.00
Lodging 192.00 192.00
Printing 116.08 213.33 -97.25
Publicity 1,023.90 1,987.34 -963.44
Season ticket printing 97.52 78.44 19.08
Staging 793.97 2,224.20 -1,430.23
Summer Concert Series 140.98 217.24 -76.26
Technical-Pro Services 1,700.00 1,650.00 50.00
Venue/janitorial services 650.00 1,135.00 -485.00
Artist Sales Reimbursement 740.00 -740.00

Total for Performing Arts 
Committee

$18,157.43 $35,298.49 -
$17,141.06

Taxes, Sales & Use
Sales & Use Tax 447.20 394.56 52.64
Sales Tax 58.98 -58.98

Total for Taxes, Sales & Use $447.20 $453.54 -$6.34

Visual Artists' Comm. $100.00 -$100.00
Artistic Pro Services 1,150.00 830.00 320.00
Community Canvas Expenses $12,138.65 $8,839.18 $3,299.47
Apparel 552.79 1,068.48 -515.69
Publicity/Printing 188.15 106.00 82.15
website 1,000.00 1,000.00

Total for Community Canvas 
Expenses

$13,879.59 $10,013.66 $3,865.93

Publicity 835.28 335.72 499.56
Storage Unit Fee 324.00 331.97 -7.97
Supplies 196.27 100.00 96.27
bank fee 42.02 -42.02
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Statement of Activity
Mountain Home Arts Council, Inc.

July, 2025-June, 2026

Cash Basis  Monday, April 13, 2026 08:30 PM GMTZ   6/6

TOTAL

JUL 1 2025 - JUN 30 2026 JUL 1 2024 - 
JUN 30 2025 

(PP)

$ CHANGE 
(PP)

Commission 100.00 -100.00
Library Sales Redistribution 2,676.19 -2,676.19
Mtg. room rental 180.00 -180.00
Scholarship 4,000.00 -4,000.00

Total for Visual Artists' Comm. $16,385.14 $18,709.56 -$2,324.42

Fundraiser Expenses 210.02 -210.02
In-Kind Expenses 20,083.00 -20,083.00
Other 0.44 -0.44

Total for Expenditures $58,799.36 $103,792.66 -
$44,993.30

Net Operating Revenue -$5,730.90 -$11,187.81 $5,456.91

Other Revenue
Interest Income 495.44 1,169.34 -673.90

Total for Other Revenue $495.44 $1,169.34 -$673.90

Other Expenditures
Endowment Fund Loss in Value 771.01 592.39 178.62

Total for Other Expenditures $771.01 $592.39 $178.62

Net Other Revenue -$275.57 $576.95 -$852.52

Net Revenue -$6,006.47 -$10,610.86 $4,604.39
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Mountain Home Arts Council 2026-2027 Season of Events: 

Theatre in the Park 6/21 ~ The Boise Bard Players present The Tempest at Carl Miller Park 

Community Canvas of MoHo 7/4 ~ The Visual Arts Guild presents a reveal of its eighth public art campaign 

project, an outdoor gallery, cleaning up downtown alleyways and revitalizing the 

area with original murals. Patron appreciation, community event with music and 

food vendors. 

Summer Concerts Outdoor concerts @ Carl Miller Park in July – August featuring Northwest bands- 

Parks & Rec partnership event.  

July 3 ~ Frim Fram 4 

July 10 ~ Eli Howard & The Greater Good 

July 17 ~ Buddy DeVore & Faded Cowboys 

July 24 ~ Corey James Grubb Band 

July 31 ~ ShaunB 

The Colorful Vine 8/22 ~ Fourth Annual Visual Art Show at Cold Springs Winery. 

*Tracy Morrison 9/25 ~ Singer-songwriter known for writing powerful laments and western story 

songs.  

Hope City 9/26 ~ Art and Mental Health Awareness event for all ages at Richard Aguirre 

Park. 

Fall Coffee House 10/10 ~ Local authors and visual artists present the Literary Arts Committee’s 

seventeenth volume of The Whistle Pig literary journal. A collaboration with the 

Visual Arts Guild, with a special junior section, for high-school, junior-high, and 

middle-school students. 

*Gideon Freudmann 10/16 ~ Cellist & Composer, including a unique blend of classical, jazz, folk, 

rock, blues and funk.  

Living Voices 11/4 ~ Living history production. Community show and three school programs. 

America 250 Artist Showcase TBD ~ A musical variety show and celebration featuring local artists. 

Art at the Inn 11/14~ The Visual Arts Network features local juried artists for a show with live 

music and catered by local food vendors at the Hampton Inn & Suites.  

Open Mic, Author Readings Monthly open mic nights for performers and writers, as well as a series of 

readings. 

Mountain Home Songs First Thursdays feature local musicians at Blue Pit Brewing. 

Missoula Children’s Theatre TBD ~ Missoula Children’s Theatre production at MHHS, and outreach 

workshops at MHHS and McKenna Charter School 

Kid’s Community Art Show TBD ~ K-12 Art Show put on by the Visual Arts Network. 

*Molly in the Mineshaft TBD ~ “Newgrass.”  Upbeat take on traditional favorites from around the world, 

mixed with roots-inspired original compositions.  

Shakespearience March ~ Idaho Shakespeare outreach performance at MHHS. 

*Ultimi 3/12 ~ Three Tenors. Ultimi sings opera favorites, Broadway standards, and 

timeless classics accompanied by piano and cello.  
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ID State Fiddle Contest 4/10 ~ Partnership with Generations to bring the Idaho State Fiddle and Picking 

Contest to Mountain Home. Participants have the opportunity to qualify for the 

national contest.  

Spring Coffee House 4/23 ~ Featuring Idaho Writer in Residence at the Mountain Home Public 

Library. 

Spring Art Show 5/7-8 ~ Artists from the Visual Arts Guild display and sell their arts for under 

$100 at the Mountain Home Public Library. 
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Mountain Home Arts Council EIN # 82-0431133

Mountain Home Arts Council 2025-26 Season Budget

Itemized budget EXPENSES: Itemized budget INCOME:

Performing Arts Committee: Revenue:

Artists' Fees $16,050.00 Summer Concert Sponsors Total: $7,000.00

Production: $4,000.00 Performing Arts Season Tickets:

Operating Expense $11,260.16 Patron Drive $11,000.00

Educational Outreach** $6,400.00 admissions $1,500.00

ArtsNW Booking Conf. $1,450.00 MCT Sponsorship/Registration $0.00

total $39,160.16 season tickets: $2,500.00

senior tickets: $2,000.00

Visual Arts Committee: student tickets: $250.00

General $3,000.00 Totals: $17,250.00

Community Canvas $12,000.00 Other Revenue:

total $15,000.00 Visual Arts Committee $15,000.00

City of M.H. Support $7,000.00

Literary Committee: Literary Committee $1,300.00

General $900.00 Other Fundraisers + Investments $1,500.00

Writers Workshop $400.00 Totals: $24,800.00

total $1,300.00

Board of Directors Grant Income:

workshops $100.00 Foundation Grants *requested

meeting room/supplies $200.00 *Creative West $2,500.00

total $300.00 *Idaho Humanities Council $750.00

*Laura Moore Cunningham $0.00

Remaining Operating Expenses: *Whittenberger $2,500.00

Office expense $600.00 MHAFB OSC $750.00

Computer Maintanence $100.00 St. Luke's Foundation / ICF $2,000.00

Phone/internet $800.00 Coorporation Grants

Patron Drive $600.00 Jimmy Schipani, Premier Mortgage $2,000.00

Courtesy $200.00 First Interstate Bank $2,500.00

Patron/Volunteer Apprec. $300.00 State or Local

Arts Northwest Membership $150.00 *Idaho Commission on the Arts $3,500.00

Salary $8,692.49

Social Security tax $667.67 Total Grant Funding: $16,500.00

Treasurer $0.00

total $12,110.16

Cash Reserves $2,320.32 $2,320.32

In-Kind $15,000.00 In-Kind $15,000.00

Total Budget Expenses: $82,870.32 Total Budget Income: $82,870.32

Numbers of tickets are generated from the previous year's sales
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Mountain Home Arts Council EIN # 82-0431133

Mountain Home Arts Council 2026-2027 Performing Arts Budget

Itemized budget expenses:

Artists Fees:

Summer Concerts:

Frim Fram 4 $1,200.00 Sound included

Eli Howard & The Greater Good $1,200.00 Sound included

Buddy DeVore & The Faded Cowboys $1,200.00 Sound included

Corey James Grubb Band $1,200.00 Sound included

ShaunB $1,200.00 Sound included

Performing Arts Events : Community: Outreach: Booked Portion of total fee going to 

*Tracy Morrison $750.00 $250.00 x the community performance and outreach

Living Voices $500.00 $1,000.00 x

*Gideon Freudman $2,000.00 $500.00 x

Missoula Children's Theatre $0.00 $3,200.00 TBD

*Molly in the Mineshaft $2,500.00 $500.00 TBD

Shakespearience $0.00 $450.00 x

Shakespeare in the Park $1,200.00 $0.00 x

*Ultimi Three Tenors $2,000.00 $500.00 x

America 250 Showcase $100.00 $0.00 TBD

Idaho State Fiddle Contest $1,000.00 $0.00 TBD

total: $16,050.00 $6,400.00

*travel costs are typically included in negotiated artists' fees.

Production:

hospitality $600.00

Publicity $1,500.00

Summer concert publicity $200.00

space/custodial $700.00

Performance Tech $1,000.00

Summer Concert Tech $0.00

total $4,000.00

Arts Northwest Booking Conference

travel $200.00

conference fee registration $400.00

room and board $850.00

total $1,450.00

Remaining Operating Expenses:

Office supplies/software $600.00

Phone/internet $800.00

Director's Salary $8,692.49 50% of ex dir salary

SS/Medicare $667.67 50% of medicare/ss expense

bookkeeping $0.00

Insurance Premiums $500.00

total $11,260.16

Total Budget Expenses: $39,160.16
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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 

 

 

 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Mayor and City Council 

From: P. Szafranski 

Date: April 22, 2026 

Subject: FY 2026-27 Budget Process Timeline and Statutory Requirements 

 

This memorandum outlines the proposed timeline for the City of Mountain Home’s upcoming budget 

process, along with key statutory requirements under Idaho law. 

Statutory Framework 

Pursuant to Idaho Code § 63-802A: 

• The City must notify the County Clerk of its intent to budget for property tax revenues 

• This notification must be provided no later than April 30th 

• Proposed public hearing date is August 25th, 2026 

Pursuant to Idaho Code § 50-1002: 

• The Council must prepare and adopt a tentative budget 

• The City must publish the tentative budget and notice of public hearing in a Publication must 

occur with at least ten (10) full days prior to the public hearing 

• The City must hold a public hearing prior to adopting the final budget (appropriation 

ordinance) 

• Following the hearing, the Council must adopt the final budget and certify it to the county 
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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 

 

Proposed Budget Calendar 

By April 30th 

• Notify County Clerk of intent to budget property tax revenues (Idaho Code § 63-802A) 

• Establish public hearing date (Idaho Code § 50-1002)  

June 24th – 25th (and June 29th, if needed) established time is 9:00am to 4:00pm each day 

• Conduct budget workshops with Council 

July 28th  

• Adopt tentative budget (Idaho Code § 50-1002) 

• newspaper of general circulation 

August 5th and August 12th  

• Publish tentative budget and notice of public hearing (Idaho Code § 50-1002 – minimum 10 full 

days’ notice) 

August 25 

• Hold public hearing on proposed budget (Idaho Code § 50-1002) 

• Adopt final appropriation ordinance and certify budget to the County Clerk (Idaho Code § 50-

1002 and Idaho Code § 63-803(3)) 

Notes 

• April 30 deadline is required to preserve the City’s ability to receive property tax revenues. 

• Publication dates are selected to ensure compliance with the ten (10) full day notice 

requirement. 

• The August 25th hearing allows sufficient time to adopt the final budget and meet the statutory 

certification deadline in early September. 

 

Please review the proposed schedule and provide any feedback or requested adjustments. Formal Council 

action will be required to set the public hearing date and approve publication. 

Respectfully, 

Paula Szafranski 

Finance Department 
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2026 BUDGET HEARING NOTIFICATION 

ELMORE COUNTY 
 

 

Name of Taxing District: City of Mountain Home 

 

Date of Budget Hearing: August 25th, 2026 

 

Time of Budget Hearing: 5:00 PM  

 

Location of Budget Hearing: City Council Chamber 160 N Main St. Mountain Home, ID 8364 

 

Date Budget Hearing was or will be published in the paper: August 5TH and August 12th, 2026 

 

Contact Person for Taxing District: Paula Szafranski  

 

Telephone Number of Contact Person (to be listed on assessment notice): 208-587-2104 

 

Email Address of Contact Person: pszafranski@mountain-home.us 

 

Please check here if you are a district where no budget hearing is required by law:  

 

Dated this: 29th, day of April, 2026. 

 

       ________________________________________ 

       Signature of Taxing District Representative 

 

 

Return completed form to:  Shelley Essl 

      Elmore County Clerk 

      2280 American Legion Boulevard 

      Mountain Home, Idaho  83647 

      Fax:        208-587-2159 

      Email:     sessl@elmorecountyid.gov 
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