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WELCOME 
To a Regular Meeting of the 
Coeur d'Alene City Council 

Held in the Library Community Room at 6:00 P.M. 
AGENDA 

 
VISION STATEMENT 

 
Our vision of Coeur d’Alene is of a beautiful, safe city that promotes a high quality of life and 

sound economy through excellence in government. 

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

August 2, 2022 
 

 
A.    CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL                                              
 
B. INVOCATION:  David Bond with Compel Church. 
 
C. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
D. AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA:  Any items added less than forty-eight (48) hours 

prior to the meeting are added by Council motion at this time.  Action Item. 
 

***ITEMS BELOW ARE CONSIDERED TO BE ACTION ITEMS, UNLESS 
OTHERWISE NOTED 

 
E.  ANNOUNCEMENTS: 

1. City Council 
2. Mayor – Appointment of David Passaro to the Pedestrian and Bicycle Advisory 

Committee and Jolie Wenglikowski to the Childcare Commission. 
 

F.  CONSENT CALENDAR:  Being considered routine by the City Council, these items will 
be enacted by one motion unless requested by a Councilmember that one or more items be 
removed for later discussion. 
1. Approval of Council Minutes for the July 19, 2022 Workshop and Council Meeting. 
2. Setting of the General Service/Public Works Committee Meeting for August 8, 2022. 
3. Approval of Bills as Submitted. 
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NOTE: The City will make reasonable accommodations for anyone attending this meeting who require special assistance for 
hearing, physical or other impairments.  Please contact the City Clerk at (208) 769-2231 at least 72 hours in advance of the 
meeting date and time. 
 

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

 
H.  OTHER BUSINESS: 
 

1. Resolution No. 22-033 - Approving a Construction Manager/General Contractor 
(CMGC) Contract with Core West, Inc. in the amount of $40,000, for pre-construction 
services. 

 
Staff Report by:  Police Captain Dave Hagar 

 
2. Resolution No. 22-034 – Approving the Selection of Six (6) New Art Pieces for the 2022 

ArtCurrents Program, and Authorizing Execution of the Art Display Agreements. 
 

Staff Report by:  Stephanie Padilla, Accountant 
 

3.  Resolution No. 22-035 – Approving a Professional Services Agreement with Keller 
Associates, Inc., for the Independence Point Stormwater Improvements. 

 
Staff Report by:  Chris Bosley, City Engineer 

 
4.  Resolution No. 22-036 - Setting the Preliminary Budget for Fiscal Year 2022-2023, and 

Scheduling a Public Hearing for September 6, 2022.  
 

Staff Report by:  Vonnie Jensen, Comptroller 
 

 
I.  ADJOURNMENT   
 



  August 2, 2022

MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL: 
Jim Hammond, Mayor   

Council Members McEvers, English, Evans, Gookin, Miller, Wood



ANNOUNCEMENTS 



Memo to Council 
 
 
 
 
DATE:  July 25, 2022 
 
RE:  Appointment to Boards/Commissions/Committees 
 
The following appointment is presented for your consideration for the August 2, 2022, 
Council Meeting: 
 

DAVID PASSARO Pedestrian and Bicycle Advisory Committee  
(Appointment) 

 
 
A copy of the data sheet has been placed by your mailboxes. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
 
Sherrie Badertscher 
Executive Assistant 
 
cc:   Renata McLeod, City Clerk 
 Monte McCully, Pedestrian and Bicycle Advisory Committee 
  



Memo to Council 
 
 
 
 
DATE:  July 27, 2022 
 
RE:  Appointment to Boards/Commissions/Committees 
 
The following appointment is presented for your consideration for the August 2, 2022, 
Council Meeting: 
 

JOLIE WENGLIKOWSKI Childcare Commission (Re-Appointment) 
 

 
A copy of the data sheet has been placed by your mailboxes. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
 
Sherrie Badertscher 
Executive Assistant 
 
cc:   Renata McLeod, City Clerk 
 Kelley Setters, Liaison to the Childcare Commission 
  



CONSENT CALENDAR 



 

 
 

MINUTES OF A CONTINUED MEETING OF THE  
COEUR D’ALENE, IDAHO,  

CITY COUNCIL HELD IN THE LIBRARY COMMUNITY ROOM  
July 19, 2022, AT 4:30 P.M. 

 
The City Council of the City of Coeur d’Alene met in continued session of said Council in the Library 
Community Room held at 4:30 p.m. on July 19, 2022, there being present upon roll call a quorum. 
 
James Hammond, Mayor 
  
Dan Gookin    ) Members of Council Present 
Dan English    )  
Woody McEvers  ) 
Amy Evans        )   
Christie Wood   )  
Kiki Miller        )  
 
DEPARTMENT HEADS PRESENT: Troy Tymesen, City Administrator; Randy Adams, City 
Attorney; Renata McLeod, Municipal Services Director/City Clerk; Vonnie Jensen, Comptroller; 
Ted Lantzy, Building Official; Thomas Greif, Fire Chief; Melissa Tosi, Human Resource Director; 
Michael Priest, Library Director; Bill Greenwood, Parks & Recreation Director; Sean Holm, Senior 
Planner; Lee White, Police Chief; Todd Feusier, Streets & Engineering Director; Mike Anderson, 
Wastewater Superintendent; Terry Pickel, Water Superintendent.   
 
CALL TO ORDER:  Mayor Hammond called the meeting to order.   
 
OVERVIEW:  Mayor Hammond stated that the purpose of the meeting was to provide input to staff 
regarding the fiscal year 2022-2023 budget and high-water mark.   
 
City Administrator Troy Tymesen stated his goal for the meeting is to look at numbers, noting that 
some numbers are still preliminary, so no action necessary, rather an opportunity to inform the 
Council about the high-water mark.  Additionally, he noted the proposed high-water mark includes 
the property tax options with the end of the Lake Urban Renewal District (District) and a potential 
3% property tax increase.  Mr. Tymesen noted that the levy rates are going down and the values are 
going up.  The preliminary levy rate equals a $1.97 tax per $1,000 in valuation, which was $3.48 last 
year.  The value of property within the City increased by over 80% in the last year.  Generally, as 
values go up so does one’s taxes.   With the District closing, using the assessed valuation based on 
last year’s value and the new levy rate, it has reduced the estimated cash flow by over $1 Million 
dollars.  Since the District is closing and only a portion comes back to the City, with the rest filtered 
to taxpayers, the City can reduce the property taxes and still seek the 3%.  Mr. Tymesen noted that 
negotiations with the Fire Union and the Police Association are not complete, but medical costs 
remained in line.  However, new growth revenue is estimated aggressively and will need to be 
adjusted.   
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STAFF PRESENTATION:   Comptroller Vonnie Jensen noted that the County has provided some 
preliminary numbers and they are lower than she originally thought.   She reiterated that she hopes 
to get input from the Council regarding the high-water mark for the budget.  However, it is 
important to remember that is not what the final budget number has to be, rather it is the maximum 
amount the City may set the budget.  She reviewed the Lake District URD closing amount and how 
it was dropped substantially due to the legislation passed limiting the City to only being able to take 
80% of new growth and that we must use an estimated levy rate.  Ignite cda will receive over $5.3 
Million dollars this year, providing over $3 Million going back to the tax payers next year when the 
District closes.  She reviewed the City’s history of forgoing the allowed 3% in property taxes, new 
construction amounts since 2015, general fund balance projections, and revenue changes.  Ms. 
Jensen reiterated that property taxes will continue to go down and if the City does not take the 3% 
levy rate, future levy rates will drop and the amount for the closing of the District will be even less.  
It appears that property taxes will be increased but that is not the case due to the URD funds being 
passed back as savings to the property owners. She reviewed the estimated fund balance, expenses 
estimated, ARPA funded purchases and reiterated the difference in revenue expected.  Mr. Tymesen 
noted that the high-water mark includes a large amount for new growth and is based on the closure 
of an Urban Renewal District and a 3% tax increase.  Additionally, they are looking at a 5% cost of 
living increase for the employees, so they are estimating a large high-water mark, to be on the safe 
side with all the variables included.  
 
DISCUSSION:  Councilmember Gookin noted that Mr. Tymesen was talking about the mechanics 
of what the legislators did, and that resulted in a tax cut to the constituents by a million dollars.  Mr.  
Tymesen confirmed that was correct.  Councilmember Wood reiterated that the City did not take 
additional property taxes since 2015.  Councilmember Gookin noted that if the amount of new 
growth continues it will be lessened over the years to come and wondered if they should anticipate 
that as the City grows that the amount will be a smaller percentage of the whole over time, with Ms. 
Jensen confirming it and noted that growth doesn’t always happen and sometime flattens out.  She 
explained that since the City has been using the new growth revenue to balance the budget, when it 
stops or is unavailable the 3% property tax is needed.  Councilmember McEvers noted that the City 
was banking on that money when the District closed and now those projections have dropped.   
Councilmember English noted that new growth isn’t paying for itself and this compounds it.   
Councilmember Miller asked about the increase in alcohol tax revenue.  Ms. Jensen confirmed they 
are projecting it to go up, that it goes into general fund revenue, and is not specifically earmarked.  
Mr. Tymesen noted that the forecast of revenue is included in the numbers presented.   
Councilmember Wood explained that the law enforcement industry is in a crisis to recruit and train 
law enforcement officers and wants to know what the City is doing to compete, as other entities are 
offering sign-on bonuses and we are not proposing anything in this budget.  Mr. Tymesen noted that 
the police chief and he have discussed this and other departments are using savings on vacant 
positions to offer the bonuses.  He noted that the City is looking to enhance the facility and has 
about five (5) offers out currently, and feels the City is able to continue recruiting.  Councilmember 
Wood expressed concern that the City should plan for future recruitment needs and would like to 
see a five-year plan and hopes the City will be in a position to offer sign-on bonuses.  Mr. 
Hammond noted that across the nation is not the same as what we experience here, as Coeur 
d’Alene has one of the largest price increases and housing crisis, so the housing issue needs to be 
included in the incentive discussion. He noted that the education field is including housing already. 
Councilmember Miller noted the Regional Housing and Growth Issues group has committees 
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looking at those specific issues and how ARPA funding can be used toward housing.  The group 
would like to see more ownership of housing that could include buy downs for public safety and 
health care workers. The ARPA match can be used toward those types of programs and get 
preference points on grants.   She noted that there are tools the Council can use and create specific 
housing to help alleviate some of those housing burdens.   Ms. Jensen noted that the high-water 
mark is $123,264,624.00. 
 
Councilmember Wood noted that last year Council had this conversation and she praised the 
Council for all the years that they didn’t take the 3%, but it can’t go on forever.  Now it is crashing 
down and City can’t go on without including the 3% in the high-water mark and they can continue 
to work toward cuts.  Councilmember English recalls many years at the County wherein 
Commissioner’s focused on the low levy rate and that is just one aspect, and the Council needs to be 
reasonable and prudent and take care of what needs to be funded to operate.  Councilmember Miller 
asked if staff will be able to look at the recycling contract and parking before the next meeting, with 
Mr. Tymesen confirming.   Councilmember Gookin noted he understands the math, but he is 
reluctant in raising taxes and believes the nation is in the first quarter of a recession.   
Councilmember Wood suggested that if the City does not take a 3%, Council would have to 
prioritize cuts in services.  Mayor Hammond noted that the City will continue discussions going 
forward.   
 
MOTION: Motion by Wood, seconded by Evans, setting the high-water mark with the 3%. 
Motion carried with Gookin voting no.   
 
MOTION: Motion by McEvers, seconded Gookin, by that there being no other business, this 
meeting be adjourned. Motion carried.   
 
The meeting adjourned at: 5:22 p.m. 
 
 
        _____________________________ 
ATTEST:     James Hammond, Mayor 
 
 
__________________________ 
Renata McLeod, CMC 
City Clerk  



 

 
 

MINUTES OF A REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, IDAHO, 

HELD AT THE LIBRARY COMMUNITY ROOM 
 

July 19, 2022 
 
The Mayor and Council of the City of Coeur d’Alene met in a regular session of said Council at 
the Coeur d’Alene City Library Community Room on July 19, 2022, at 6:00 p.m., there being 
present the following members: 
 
James Hammond, Mayor 
  
Woody McEvers  ) Members of Council Present 
Christie Wood   )  
Dan Gookin    )  
Amy Evans        )   
Kiki Miller        )    
Dan English    ) 
 
CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Hammond called the meeting to order. 
 
INVOCATION:  Pastor Pace Hartfield with One Place Church provided the invocation. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: Councilmember Miller led the pledge of allegiance. 
 
MAYOR AND COUNCIL COMMENTS:  
 
Councilmember Gookin noted that he would like to discuss the Atlas Mill site Urban Renewal 
District (URD) and the remediation of Mount Hink at the next Council meeting.  He explained 
that he would like to consider modifying the plan so Council could have input on what to do with 
the Mount Hink area.   
 
Councilmember Miller noted that the City’s Building Official Ted Lantzy spoke at the North 
Idaho Building Contractors Association (NIBCA) meeting today regarding updated building 
codes and expressed that he did a great job representing the City.   
 
Mayor Hammond requested the confirmation of the appointments of Warren Bakes and Jim Lien 
to the Parks and Recreation Commission.   
 
MOTION:  Motion by Gookin, seconded by McEvers, to appointment Warren Bakes and Jim 
Lien to the Parks and Recreation Commission.  Motion carried. 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR:  Motion by McEvers, second by Evans, to approve the consent 
calendar.  

1. Approval of Council Minutes for the July 5, 2022, Council Meeting. 
2. Setting of the General Service/Public Works Committee Meeting for July 25, 2022. 
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3. Approval of Bills as Submitted. 
4. Approval of Resolution No. 22-030: A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COEUR 

D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO, APPROVING THE USE OF THE 
COOPERATIVE PURCHASING PROGRAM OF SOURCEWELL, INC., FOR THE 
PURCHASE OF A CUSTOMIZABLE PRECAST RESTROOM FROM CXT, INC., AS 
A REPLACEMENT FOR THE PERSON FIELD RESTROOM, AND RATIFYING 
THE PURCHASE THEREOF. 

 
ROLL CALL:  McEvers Aye; Gookin Aye; English Aye; Wood Aye; Evans Aye; Miller Aye. 
Motion Carried. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS:   
 
Justin O’Connell noted he was taken aback by the event fee discussion and expressed worry 
about Libertarians posing as Republicans.  He noted that the entrepreneur spirit of government as 
it relates to event fees, and expressed concern and worried about the City potentially selling beer 
and wine and contracting for private security.  He noted that Ketchum, Idaho introduced a 
restrictive funding policy for all events on city property, and it was managed through a contract.  
Central planning required all funds accrued during events go back to city coffers.  He noted that 
the Ironman model would be embraced by taxing the rich.  He expressed concern about ruining 
the town.  
 
Emily Boyd, stated that she is the Director of Downtown Association.  She explained that the 
downtown area is a nationally accredited main street.  The events play a crucial role in the 
downtown businesses, create a sense of community, bring in over 150,000 people each year from 
all over the world, and sets our community apart from other communities.  Impact varies 
between businesses; however, events can bring an average increase of 35% of sales to small 
business with some businesses noting doubled sales on event days.  Increasing fees could cause 
constraints to the downtown businesses if events were unable to be held and asked that the 
Council keep in mind the benefits to the downtown businesses.  
 
Linda Coppess, President and C.E.O. of the Coeur d’Alene Chamber, expressed appreciation for 
the Council support of the 4th of July event and to all the departments supporting the event.  
Specifically, she thanked the Council for entering into the agreement for the shared event 
parking revenues, noting costs are increasing, and they had a decline in sponsorship dollars, so 
the revenue increased the funding toward the community fireworks and some of the rising costs.  
She noted the events provided benefits to the business community and community members at 
large and understands it’s a complicated topic and suggested that event parking fees could be 
charged for other special events to increase revenue.     
 
Bill Green thanked the Council for their service.  He noted that he had recent communication 
with the CDA School District (District) and encouraged the City to communicate and bridge 
build with the District.  He suggested the City and District discuss how government and schools 
can work together since growth is bringing in more students to the schools.  He suggested the 
City and District host a joint meeting to talk about those goals.  
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RESOLUTION NO. 22-031 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO, 
APPROVING AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO THE ENGINEERING CONSULTANT SERVICES 
AGREEMENT WITH KELLER ASSOCIATES, INC., FOR ENGINEERING DESIGN AND 
CONSTRUCTION CONSULTANT SERVICES FOR THE BLACKWELL BOOSTER 
STATION LOCATED ON SOUTH FAIRMONT LOOP.  
 
Staff Report:  Water Department Assistant Director Kyle Marine explained that the Blackwell 
Island public water system was originally constructed as a privately owned system supplied by a 
well, as the single water source.  In 1973, the system requested to be supplied by the City 
through a wholesale agreement and consequently a transmission main was installed across the 
river to what is now the Blackwell Marina.  The Blackwell system was further expanded in the 
County for many years.  The residents became disenchanted with the private water company and 
requested direct service by the City in approximately 1992.  In 1993, the City was forced by 
court order to acquire, operate and maintain the Blackwell System as a part of the City’s public 
water system.  The Water Department has been struggling with the many deficiencies of the 
system and are working to improve reliability within budget constraints.  The existing booster 
station, located on a very small parcel at another location, is undersized, failing and does not 
have the necessary dedicated easements for replacement of water transmission infrastructure.  
This, and the need to construct a new booster station while the existing booster station is still 
operating in order to maintain water supplies to the county residents in the area, necessitated 
procurement of another location.  Unfortunately, the steep topography of the area and the lack of 
available property renders typical construction almost nonexistent.  Through a recent 
development the Water Department was able to negotiate and acquire property fronting an 
existing water transmission main and street infrastructure for this purpose.  Keller Associates, 
Inc., entered into an engineering consultant services agreement with the City on August 30, 
2021, for the amount of $104,093.00, for the preliminary work on the Blackwell Booster Station 
project. Keller Associates, Inc., has submitted a proposal for completion of the project 
engineering services in the amount of $227,280.00, bringing the total contract price to 
$331,373.00.  Staff anticipates, with approval of this contract, to get design and bid services done 
in fiscal years 2022/2023 and 2023/2024. 
 
DISCUSSION: Councilmember English noted that the site is outside the City limits and asked if 
it will be annexed.  Mr. Marine noted that the City was forced to accept the system in the 1970’s, 
and it has failed, so we need to continue to maintain it.  He noted that no other water district in 
the area was willing to take it over as it would be too costly for them.  Councilmember McEvers 
asked if this would include an expansion, with Mr. Marine clarifying that this is just for the 
benefit of existing customers.  Mayor Hammond asked if the core line is being replaced, with 
Mr. Marine explaining that the new booster station will use the new transition line, so that the 
old line can be used as a backup as long as possible.  Councilmember Miller noted that she 
thought that there was a land swap that had something to do with the line.  Mr. Marine confirmed 
that they entered into an agreement with a developer to add three (3) more services in exchange 
for the parcel for the station and the booster line.  Councilmember Miller asked if that means 
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there is potential for more requests.  Mr. Marine noted that the City is not obligated to serve any 
new customers.  
 
MOTION:  Motion by McEvers, seconded by English, to approve Resolution No. 22-031, 
approving Amendment No. 1 to the engineering consultant services agreement with Keller 
Associates, Inc., for engineering design and construction consultant services for a new Booster 
Station located on S. Fairmont Loop. 
  
ROLL CALL:  Gookin Aye; English Aye; Wood Aye; Evans Aye; Miller Aye; McEvers Aye. 
Motion carried. 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 22-032 
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO, 
APPROVING CONTRACT AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO THE ENGINEERING CONSULTANT 
SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH J-U-B ENGINEERS, INC., FOR ENGINEERING DESIGN 
AND CONSTRUCTION CONSULTANT SERVICES FOR THE NORTHEAST WATER 
STORAGE FACILITY AND INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS LOCATED ON 
THOMAS LANE.   
 
Staff Report:  Water Department Assistant Director Kyle Marine noted that the 2012 Water 
Comprehensive Plan Update identified the needs for additional water storage as the City 
continues to grow.  On May 3, 2016, the City entered into a contract with J-U-B to assist with 
identifying possible tank locations and proposed builds using topographical information and the 
hydraulic study to determine suitable sites.  As possible new tank locations were identified, J-U-
B helped with a rough draft and layout of tank design along with the negotiation to purchase 
property.  With the recent increase in growth and water demand, staff believes an accelerated 
schedule is needed to prevent impending water pressure and quantity issues.  After identifying 
different sites, the City struck an agreement to purchase property at the end of Thomas Lane in 
2021.  This project may be broken into two (2) phases due to its complexity.  One phase will be 
the design, bid and construction of the tank site, and the second phase will be the design, bid and 
construction of the transmission main.  The consultant has developed the next scope of work and 
relevant contract for design and construction services with this project in mind.  J-U-B has 
submitted a proposal for completion of the project Phase I engineering services for $1,322,000.  
The proposal for Phase I includes: Geotechnical evaluation of the property, tank site base pad 
development, design of the new transmission main, bid award, and construction management of 
the road, trail and tank site preparation.  Phase II will consist of bidding out and awarding the 
construction of a one-million-gallon tank along with roughly 7,500 feet of transmission main 
down Thomas Lane to 15th Street.  The engineer’s cost estimate for construction is 
approximately $7,710,000 to $9,474,000, not including engineering.  The current FY 2022 
budget line item is $1,500,000.00.  Staff anticipates, with approval of this contract, to get design 
and bid services done fiscal years 2022-2023 and 2023-2024.    
   
DISCUSSION:  Councilmember McEvers clarified this is not a well, only a tank to hold water 
and transmission line, and wondered if it would cheaper to add a well.  Mr. Marine noted that the 
prairie holds the aquifer and pushing the water into town does not provide the needed pressure 
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and the City would need many wells for this service, so the tank is better suited to balance the 
water.  Mayor Hammond asked how many gallons this tank will hold with Mr. Marine noting it 
will hold 2 million gallons.  The Mayor noted that the necessity for this tank had been identified 
a while back.  
 
MOTION:  Motion by McEvers, seconded by Evans, to approve Resolution No. 22-032, 
Approval of Amendment No. 1 to the engineering consultant services agreement with J-U-B 
Engineers, Inc., for engineering design and construction consultant services for a new Northeast 
Water Storage Facility and Infrastructure Improvements located on Thomas Lane.  
 
ROLL CALL:  English Aye; Wood Aye; Evans Aye; Miller Aye; McEvers Aye; Gookin Aye. 
Motion carried. 
 
COUNCIL DISCUSSION REGARDING SPECIAL EVENTS  

 
Staff Presentation:  Municipal Services Director Renata McLeod provided an overview of the 
City Codes related to events within the City limits of Coeur d’Alene, specifically Municipal 
Code (Code) Chapters 4.25; 4.30; 5.44, and 10.60.  Additionally, she provided the list of the 
annual events and their ratings of high, medium, and low impact.  She noted there were ten high 
impact special events on the streets and approximately seven (7) high impact events in the parks, 
with four (4) connected to the special events that impact the streets.  She noted that the Code was 
most recently amended in 2018.  City Attorney Randy Adams explained the constitutionality of 
the event subject matters and how the City can legally charge fees.  He clarified that the general 
rule is that a fee for service must be reasonably related to, and not in excess of, the actual costs 
associated with serving that event.  He clarified you can’t charge a fee for the anticipated 
response to what the speech may be as it must not be a content-based fee.  He noted that the City 
can issue guidelines within the Code for a fee reduction/waiver.  Ms. McLeod provided an 
overview of the staffing costs associated with high impact event days.  She provided options of 
entering into contracts for high impact events and amending internal processes.   
 
DISCUSSION:  Councilmember Wood asked for clarification regarding the large-scale events 
and the assessment by Police and Fire and need for a lot of public safety coverage.  Mr. Adams 
noted that you could look at the number of people attending the event, not because of its content.  
In a recent situation, where there were people outside of the event protesting, the courts don’t 
want those costs imposed on those putting on the event because it is a controversial message.  
The City must look at who is sponsoring the event and impose fees according to their event.  
Councilmember Wood clarified then, there are some events that the tax payers just have to 
absorb that expense that is unavoidable, with Mr. Adams confirming that would be the cost of 
doing business as a governmental entity providing police protection.  Councilmember Miller 
asked if any of the items discussed could be addressed in a contract, with Mr. Adams confirming 
that a contract could be utilized to address issues.  
 
Councilmember McEvers clarified the reason they wanted to talk about this is that the taxpayers 
are subsidizing the cost of the events.  Councilmember Gookin noted that the community likes 
the events and the Council wants to have them here and doesn’t want to the cost to continue to 
raise at the cost of the taxpayers.  He likes the idea of a contract event and amounts negotiated, 
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but doesn’t want to price everyone out of town.  He felt that fees should be raised as the costs are 
going up and give the taxpayers a break, and renting out parking lots is another option to raise 
revenue.  Mayor Hammond noted that there is a balance that needs to occur, and some of the 
taxpayers have invested in businesses and need the events to be profitable and the taxes support 
activities that support businesses.  He also noted that within the northwest you would not find 
cities our size that have a viable downtown.  Our downtown is inviting, one can enjoy the culture 
and ambiance due to the events.  He noted that as Council considers the fees and wanting the 
events, it is not fair to put the cost of protests onto the events.  The Mayor noted that the Council 
should differentiate between a gathering of the people and events that bring in commercial 
vendors.  Councilmember Miller stated that this subject did come up a long time ago and Council 
has talked about it a number of times.  She has been on the organizer side and knows how hard it 
is to make the event pencil out, but she doesn’t think all events are created equal as they are non-
profit, fundraiser, or vendor paid.  She is in favor of having contracts for high impact events, and 
within the contract there are a lot of things to put in place such as parking, private services, and 
she would like to see a better analysis of staff time.  Councilmember Miller suggested that the 
City should consider limiting any new high impact events.  She counted 60 medium and low 
impact events during the summer and would like to give the community a break.  In the past we 
were working to put Coeur d’Alene on the map and we are known now, so it is time to look at a 
multiple layer approach for contracts and say what serves us all best on a case-by-case basis.  
Councilmember Gookin noted adding a measurement of a public event such as public versus a 
non-profit in the contract.  Councilmember Miller doesn’t think the language needs to be in there 
but during negotiation you could work it all out, such as a community event like the 4th of July 
versus an event where the vendor is outnumbering the citizens.  Mr. Adams noted that there will 
always be a subjective element and it would be good to combine codes into one place.  
Councilmember English felt this was a good discussion and good to have some structure around 
things but wanted to caution the Council not to over react to something that happens once in a 
while and keep things in context.  Just because an event drew a controversial topic it should not 
be penalized for that, and we should not write a new rule book.  He noted that he was born and 
raised here and believes the events are the community’s values and what we have evolved into.  
He noted he is generally happy with what we do and doesn’t want to over analyze and over 
structure everything.  Councilmember Wood requested staff to get data from other resort 
communities our size and what they charge.  Councilmember Miller would like to see high 
impact events as contracts and supports doing an assessment of where the fees come from and 
add in the time card code.  Mayor Hammond summarized that the Council would like staff to 
further review the contract idea and fees should change with inflation annually.  Councilmember 
Evans thanked Mr. Adams for the whitepaper and research he provided, noting that the City of 
Seattle calculates police fees into six (6) categories to use as calculations and it can be 
complicated.   
        
MOTION:  Motion by Gookin, seconded by English, to direct staff to update the code to 
combine all related sections into one chapter, research the viability of contracts for high impact 
events, and increase the fee schedule. Motion carried. 
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LEGISLATIVE PUBLIC HEARING: V-22-05 - VACATION OF A TEN-FOOT STRIP 
OF RIGHT-OF-WAY ADJOINING THE WESTERLY BOUNDARY LINE OF LOT 5 
AND LOT 6, BLOCK 4 OF THE KAESMEYER ADDITION PLAT (316 S. 18TH 
STREET). 
 
STAFF REPORT:  Engineering Project Manager Dennis Grant noted that the applicant, John 
Hutchins, Unio West LLC, is requesting the of a ten-foot (10’) strip of right-of-way adjoining the 
westerly boundary line of Lot 5 and Lot 6, Block 4 of the Kaesmeyer Addition plat (316 S. 18th 
Street).  The requested right-of-way was originally dedicated to the City of Coeur d’Alene in 
1907.  The purpose of this request it to allow the lot to be more consistent with the typical sixty-
foot (60’) right-of-way of a street south of Sherman Avenue.  The right-of-way can be 
incorporated into the development of the adjoining property.  Therefore, the vacation of the 
portion of right-of-way adjoining the parcel would not impact the City and would be a benefit to 
the property owner, and add 800 square feet to county tax rolls.  Mr. Grant noted that he sent out 
51 certified mailings and received 1 comment in opposition of the request.   
 
DISCUSSION: Councilmember Gookin asked for clarification that this request is not within the 
street, with Mr. Grant confirming it is not, that it is within the right-of-way and the property 
owner will be required to install a sidewalk.  Councilmember Miller noted that a citizen 
contacted her and wanted to clarify that this will not change what type of structure can be built 
on the parcel.  Mr. Grant confirmed the zoning is still R-12 and this action is just taking the 
property out of the city right-of-way.    
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS:  Mayor Hammond opened public comments.  
 
Marshal Teredo noted that he received the meeting notice and didn’t understand what the 
vacation was for and felt the information was vague.  He explained that there were a lot of 
neighbors trying to understand the implications of the actions, which was not provided in the 
notice.  He believes the owner is going to develop this property and worried about the disruption 
to the neighborhood and asked for the Council to postpone the hearing.   
 
Councilmember Gookin asked if there is anything the owner would do on the property that 
would not be a deal breaker.  Mr. Teredo said he would not have a problem if it doesn’t affect the 
safety of the street.   
 
Ryan Bosch noted he is a neighbor in the area and has an Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) in his 
back yard.  He also develops property and builds homes and understands a vacation means the 
City is relinquishing rights to the land.  He believes the City is gifting it to a developer.  He likes 
that the road right-of-way is oversized as he has lived at this location since the 1980’s and it is 
why they like living there.  He has a special needs daughter and is concerned about street safety.  
He noted that there have been seven (7) new houses on the street and they have not requested the 
vacation of the right-of-way.  He asked if the City could place conditions on the vacation, such 
as that the City’s vacated property cannot be used for more density.  He felt a bigger house 
would be alright on the parcel but would not want to see more units.  
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Todd Butler noted that he requested the same vacation last year and was denied, but wanted to 
give support for this request as he feels everyone on the street should take advantage of the 
vacation process.  He does not believe the property owner making this request is asking for 
anything special, as this is a process that is within the code and if the City doesn’t need the right-
of-way, it can grant a vacation to the abutting property owners.  It does not change the street.  
There are several nonconforming houses on the street and it would have zero impact on safety 
and encouraged the City to improve the request.   
 
Mr. Grant noted that the letter is required per state code and that it does raise concerns for 
people.  Additionally, the state code does not allow the City to condition a vacation, and 
confirmed the street will stay the same.  The content of the letter could have some additional 
information such as the zoning and more explanation, as it was very simplified.  Councilmember 
Gookin asked if the Council can determine what the use will be as part of the approval.  Mr. 
Adams stated that they cannot, the only consideration is if the City has a use for the property.  
Councilmember Wood asked how soon the applicant would need to put in the sidewalk.  Mr. 
Grant stated it would be required with the building permit.   
 

COUNCIL BILL NO. 22-1009 
 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF COEUR D'ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO, 
VACATING A PORTION OF 18TH STREET RIGHT-OF-WAY LOCATED IN THE KAESMEYER 
ADDITION, RECORDED IN BOOK B OF PLATS AT PAGE 129, RECORDS OF KOOTENAI 
COUNTY, COEUR D’ALENE, IDAHO, GENERALLY DESCRIBED AS THAT TEN-FOOT (10’) 
WIDE STRIP OF LAND ADJOINING THE WESTERLY BOUNDARY OF LOT 5 AND LOT 6, 
BLOCK 4 OF SAID PLAT; REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES AND PARTS OF ORDINANCES IN 
CONFLICT HEREWITH; PROVIDING A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE; AND PROVIDING FOR THE 
PUBLICATION OF A SUMMARY OF THIS ORDINANCE AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE HEREOF. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Wood, seconded by Miller, to dispense with the rule and read Council 
Bill No. 22-1009 once by title only.  
 
ROLL CALL:  Wood Aye; Evans Aye; Miller Aye; McEvers Aye; Gookin Aye; English Aye.  
Motion carried. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Wood, seconded by English, to adopt Council Bill No. 22-1009. 
 
ROLL CALL:  Wood Aye; Evans Aye; Miller Aye; McEvers Aye; Gookin Aye; English Aye.  
Motion carried. 
 
QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING:  A-2-22 A PROPOSED +/- 5.9-ACRE 
ANNEXATION FROM COUNTY AG TO R-5; APPLICANT: ASPEN HOMES & 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC; LOCATED AT 1808 N. 15TH STREET. 
 
STAFF REPORT:  Associate Mike Behary explained that the applicant Aspen Homes and 
Development LLC is requesting annexation of 5.9 acres zoned from County Agricultural-
Suburban to City R-5 (Residential 5 units/acre).  The subject site obtains its access off of 15th 
Street.  The subject site is adjacent to the city limits on the west and south sides and will be 
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subject to the Hillside Ordinance.  The applicant is proposing is proposing to build a 25 
multifamily unit project that will consist of three buildings.  The applicant intends to build on the 
gently sloping area portion of the property that directly abuts 15th Street.  The applicant has 
indicated that the area they intend to build on has slopes less than 5%.  The remainder of the 
property has significant slope and the applicant is proposing to keep this as a designated open 
space area.  The overall density of the proposed development is 4.23 units per acre.  Mr. Behary 
noted that there are four (4) findings required for the annexation as follows: that the request is or 
is not in conformance with the Comprehensive Plan policies; that public facilities and utilities are 
or are not available and adequate for the proposed use; that the physical characteristics of the site 
do or do not make it an acceptable request at this time; and that the proposal would or would not 
adversely affect the surrounding neighborhood with regard to traffic, neighborhood character 
and/or existing land uses.  He presented the surrounding zoning, land uses, and applicable 
Comprehensive Plan objectives and provided staff input regarding the finding categories 
including traffic and a list of 14 items recommended to be included in the annexation agreement.   
   
DISCUSSION:  Councilmember Gookin noted that on the annexation map it appears there are 
two (2) different lots.  Mr. Behary noted that the developer has indicated which portion of the lot 
will be an open space tract, the development being on one lot, and the open space a separate lot.  
Councilmember Gookin asked if this was required, with Mr. Behary noting it is not needed but 
they could do a dedicated easement and just wanted to indicate it would not be developed and be 
left as open space.  Councilmember Gookin noted the place type is listed as single family, but in 
the narrative, it notes multi-family.  Mr. Behary noted that the Planning Commission approved a 
Planned Unit Development (PUD) as a multi-family development, noting the site plan is 
approved with conditions, which would have to go back to Planning Commission if amendments 
were requested.  Councilmember Miller clarified this is not a developer agreement, the open 
space would be private.  Councilmember Wood noted that the photo indicates the land next to it 
is owned by the City.  Mr. Behary clarified it was owned by the Eagles as their event center.  
Councilmember Gookin asked about the flood plain.  Mr. Behary noted that there is some 
portion of the front lot that would be within the flood plain.  Councilmember Wood clarified it 
has only 1.3 buildable acres with 25 units, with Mr. Behary clarifying it is a 5.9-acre parcel in 
total.   
 
Mayor Hammond opened public comment with the clerk swearing in those who gave testimony. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS: 
 
APPLICANT:  Gordon Dobler with Dobler Engineering, Coeur d’Alene, stated he is 
representing the owner and that they originally requested a R-17 Zone from the Planning 
Commission as only a portion of the lot is buildable, as the sloped area will need to be open 
space.  The Planning Commission was not comfortable with the R-17 density.  They want to 
provide multi-family housing and because the original proposal didn’t lock down the open space, 
they suggested moving forward with the PUD, as the PUD would lock in the site plan with the 
open space as natural space and changed to an R-5 density.  The site plan lays out the 
development and sets conditions.  Mr. Dobler noted that without the PUD, the developer could 
not lay out the units.  He noted that the PUD goes hand and glove with the density and he 
presented the site plan layout.  He explained that 15th Street is a collector street and there are 
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several duplexes and apartments along the street and believes R-5 is the right zone.  The items to 
be included in the annexation agreement are amenable to the owner and he feels it should be 
annexed and noted the property already uses City serves such as streets and stormwater.     
 
DISCUSSION CONT:  Councilmember McEvers asked if the only ingress/egress will be off of 
15th Street, with Mr. Dobler noting that it will have a separate access from the Eagles driveway.  
Councilmember Miller noted that there was another development up the road that has more 
acreage and less units.  Mr. Dobler noted that it has about the same acreage but this project 
proposes fewer units.  Councilmember Miller asked if the units will be for sale or rent, with Mr. 
Dobler noting that they are all apartments at this time.  Councilmember Miller asked if there was 
any consideration to provide for local workforce housing, with Mr. Dobler stating not at this 
point.   
 
Lynn Fullbrook, noted she is opposed to the request and shares a property line to the north of this 
development.  She expressed concerns about building townhouses and apartments.  She noted 
that at the June Planning Commission meeting Mr. Dobler was asked if the neighbors to the 
north were notified and Mr. Dobler stated that they had discussions and that is not true.  She is 
worried that their concerns will not be heeded in the development, since the developer has 
already been dishonest in their comments.  She noted that the traffic count is estimated at 160 
trips per day and she already has access issues on 15th Street when tuning left at 7:00 a.m.  The 
development plan shows adequate parking but there are cars parked on the street up the road 
which affects the bike lane and when snow is removed how will a single drive work for this 
project.  There are two (2) main services impacted by increased traffic, the Fire Station and 
Avista Utility.  This type of mixed housing adds to the congestion of the area.  She expressed 
concerned about the power line and the height of the buildings and how it will affect their 
property.  She would like a 6’ fence abutting their property not just trees.  She hopes the Council 
considers their concerns and postpones this project.  She is a public service employee and 
doesn’t see this as a retirement home with the development being approved.   
 
APPLICANT REBUTTAL:  Mr. Dobler noted that a lot of the concerns raised were covered 
within the PUD at the Planning Commission level such as landscaping, access, and noted the 
Fire Department has approved of the onsite turn around.  The traffic is based on apartments and 
town homes, noted the type of construction was common walls, not condominiums, so it should 
be classified as all apartments.  He noted the traffic count estimate of 160 per day equals one car 
every three minutes, and 15th Street handles 13,000 cars today and the future design does include 
a left turn pocket.  Councilmember Gookin asked if at the Planning Commission meeting, Mr. 
Dobler had stated he spoke to the neighbors to the north, with Mr. Dobler stating he does not 
recall saying that and has not talked to the neighbors to the north.  Councilmember McEvers 
asked if there is wiggle room to include the fencing as requested by the neighbor.  Mr. Dobler 
noted that the trees are within the PUD and exceeds requirements; however, the developer would 
include fencing as part of the annexation agreement conditions.   
 
MOTION:  Motion by McEvers, seconded by Evans, to approve A-2- 22; A Proposed +/- 5.9-
Acre Annexation from County Ag to R-5; Applicant: Aspen Homes & Development, LLC; 
Located at 1808 N. 15th Street, including the recommendations for the annexation agreement 
and the fencing around the north parcel and to develop the necessary Findings and Order.  
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DISCUSSION:  Councilmember Gookin noted that the PUD is not presented to the Council and 
he questions the parking, however, the renters cannot park on the street on 15th Street.  He feels 
that it does not blend with the Comprehensive Plan and they squeezed all the density in the front 
part of the lot, so it looks more like R-32 and can’t support this annexation.  Councilmember 
Wood agreed that the density is too much, even if it were 15 units in a little over an acre.  
Councilmember McEvers stated that he thought it was the perfect place for density, up against 
the mountain, a block from the freeway access, and 15th Street being able to handle the increased 
traffic.  The park and Fire Department are already impacting the one neighbor and R-5 feels 
right, so he will support the request.    
 
ROLL CALL:  Gookin No; English Aye; Wood No; Evans Aye; Miller No; McEvers Aye. 
Motion Carried with the Mayor voting in the affirmative. 
 
ADJOURNMENT:  Motion by McEvers, seconded by Gookin, that there being no other 
business, this meeting be adjourned.  Motion carried. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 8:10 p.m. 
 
 
        _____________________________ 
      James Hammond, Mayor  
ATTEST:  
 
 
__________________________ 
Renata McLeod  
City Clerk  



OTHER BUSINESS 



 
CITY COUNCIL  
STAFF REPORT 

  
 
DATE: AUGUST 2, 2022 
 
FROM: CAPTAIN DAVE HAGAR, POLICE DEPARTMENT 
 
SUBJECT: APPROVAL TO ENTER INTO A CONSTRUCTION 

MANAGER/GENERAL CONTRACTOR (CMGC) CONTRACT WITH 
CORE CONSTRUCTION IN THE AMOUNT OF $40,000, FOR PRE-
CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 

________________________________________________________________________                
 
DECISION POINT:  Should Council approve a Construction Manager/General Contractor 
(CMGC) Contract with CORE West, Inc., in the amount of $40,000, for pre-construction services 
for the remodel and expansion of the Police Department building? 
 
HISTORY:  Council previously approved $4,500,000 in American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) 
funds for the remodel and addition to the Police Department Headquarters Building.  In February 
of this year, we advertised a RFQ for CM/GC services and, while there was some interest, the City 
did not receive any Statements of Qualifications.  Based on this, the Police Department consulted 
the City’s Legal Department (Legal) and was informed that it could engage directly with any 
qualified provider and negotiate a contract.  The Department began with CORE West, Inc., a 
national firm that specializes in municipal buildings and, specifically, public safety buildings.  This 
firm is currently constructing the $44 million Veterans’ Home in Post Falls and has built other 
public safety and government buildings across Idaho.  The Department met with representatives 
of the firm both in-person and virtually several times and has included Building Maintenance 
Division staff in these discussions.  The Department has also worked with Legal in reviewing the 
contracts. The firm is well-qualified and has already offered several suggestions and alternatives 
to reduce costs and maximize the value of the proposed remodel and additions. 
 
Pre-construction services include consultation with the City and the Architect on procedures, 
progress, coordination, and scheduling; advice on proposed site use and improvements, such as 
selection of materials, building systems, and equipment; recommendations as to constructability, 
availability of materials and labor, time requirements, and other factors; preparation of a project 
schedule for phased construction; preparation of cost estimates and procurement schedules; and 
preparation of value engineering options. 
 
FINANCIAL ANALYSIS:  Of the allocated ARPA funds, the initial cost will be $40,000 in pre-
construction costs, and the final total will be determined after we have selected a design firm 
partner. 
 



PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS:  The selection of a CM/GC firm will start the process to move 
forward and will assist in selecting the design firm to ensure a cohesive team that will maximize 
the use of public funds for the greatest return. 
 
DECISION POINT:   Council should approve a Construction Manager/General Contractor 
Contract with CORE West, Inc., in the amount of $40,000, for pre-construction services for the 
remodel and expansion of the Police Department building. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 22-033 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO, 
APPROVING A CONSTRUCTION MANAGER/GENERAL CONTRACTOR (CMGC) 
CONTRACT WITH CORE WEST, INC., IN THE AMOUNT OF $40,000.00 FOR PRE-
CONSTRUCTION SERVICES FOR THE POLICE DEPARTMENT BUILDING REMODEL AND 
EXPANSION. 

WHEREAS, it is recommended that the City of Coeur d’Alene enter into a Construction 
Manager/General Contractor (CMGC) Agreement with Core West, Inc., in the amount of Forty-
Thousand and no/100’s Dollars ($40,000.00) for pre-construction services for the Police Department 
Building Remodel and Expansion, pursuant to terms and conditions set forth in the Agreement, a 
copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and by reference made a part hereof; and 

WHEREAS, it is deemed to be in the best interests of the City of Coeur d’Alene and the 
citizens thereof to enter into such Agreement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Coeur d’Alene that the 
City enter into a Construction Manager/General Contractor (CMGC) Agreement with Core West, 
Inc., in the amount of Forty-Thousand and no/100’s Dollars ($40,000.00) for pre-construction 
services for the Police Department Building Remodel and Expansion, in substantially the form 
attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by reference, with the provision that the 
Mayor, City Administrator, and City Attorney are hereby authorized to modify said Agreement to 
the extent the substantive provisions of the Agreement remain intact. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor and City Clerk be and they are hereby 
authorized to execute such Agreement on behalf of the City. 

DATED this 2nd day of August, 2022. 

_____________________________ 
James Hammond, Mayor  

ATTEST: 

_____________________________ 
Renata McLeod, City Clerk 



Resolution No. 22-033 Page  2 of 2  
   

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

ROLL CALL:  
 
 COUNCIL MEMBER EVANS  Voted       

 
 COUNCIL MEMBER MILLER Voted       

 
 COUNCIL MEMBER GOOKIN Voted       

 
 COUNCIL MEMBER ENGLISH Voted       

 
 COUNCIL MEMBER MCEVERS Voted       

 
 COUNCIL MEMBER WOOD Voted        

 
       was absent. Motion      .  
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Staff Report – 2022 ArtCurrents  Page 1 of 1 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
STAFF REPORT 

 
DATE: AUGUST 2, 2022 
 
FROM: STEPHANIE PADILLA, CITY ACCOUNTANT/ARTS COMMISSION 

LIAISON 
 
SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF SELECTED ART PIECES FOR THE 2022 

ARTCURRENTS PROGRAM   
 
 
DECISION POINT:  Should Council approve art display agreements, for a period of one-year, 
with the option to extend for an additional year, for six (6) new art pieces selected through the 
2022 ArtCurrents program? 
 
HISTORY:  The City of Coeur d’Alene Public Art Program Policy, adopted by the City Council 
pursuant to Resolution No. 00-101, on November 2, 1999, amended by Resolution No. 08-017, on 
April 1, 2008, and amended by Resolution No. 17-027, on May 2, 2017, designates the Coeur 
d’Alene Arts Commission (Commission) as the standing committee charged by the City Council 
to oversee the Public Art program.  Oversight responsibilities of the Commission include selection 
of art for display on public property around the City through the ArtCurrents program.    
 
The Commission established an ArtsCurrents subcommittee.  A “Call to Artists” was published 
through CaFÉ, and was open to local artists residing in the states of Idaho, Montana, Utah, 
Wyoming, Washington, Oregon, and the Canadian Province of British Columbia.  The criteria 
required that the submitted art pieces be a minimum of 36” high, that the artist provide a photo of 
the front and back of the art piece, and include a brief explanation of, and inspiration for, the piece. 
The call closed on July 8, 2022, and a total of eleven (11) art pieces from nine (9) artists were 
submitted.  The ArtsCurrents subcommittee met and selected seven (7) pieces, and the Arts 
Commission is recommending to Council six (6) of the selected pieces.  
 
The newly selected ArtCurrents pieces will be displayed for a maximum of two years beginning 
in October 2022 and concluding in September 2024.  Each artist will receive $1,000 per art piece 
for each year the art is on display.  
  
FINANCIAL:  Funding for the ArtCurrents program comes from ignite cda.  The total budgeted 
amount for the ArtCurrents program is $20,000 over a two-year fiscal year budget ($10,000 for 
each fiscal year).    
 
DECISION POINT/RECOMMENDATION:  Council should approve the selection of the six 
(6) new art pieces for the ArtCurrents program as recommended by the ArtsCurrents subcommittee 
and Arts Commission.  
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ARTCURRENTS
2022

2

“Mi Paloma II (Dove)”
Artist:  Lin McJunkin

5’ x 5’ x 5’
Stainless Steel & Cast Glass 

Price:  $8,000

“What the world needs now are peaceful transitions from all the sickness and shouting
to healing and positive change. We chose the dove, a universal symbol of peace, to
convey our hopes for a healthy, prosperous and meaningful future for all of us.”
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3

“Reins”
Artist:  Francis Fox
65” x 19” x 15”

Bronze
Price:  $25,000

“The horse is important in the American West, not only because of its dutiful service but also

because of its “space changing” effect on our human psyche. I hope this sculpture captures a

sense of wild nobility while creating energy between its vertical expression and a perceived sense

of space.

‘Reins’ is comprised of a single band of cast bronze. The working process starts with a solid form

and a band of wax. At first, the original form determines the direction that the band travels, but

soon, it starts to respond to its own structure. Intersections emerge as secondary forms and the

traveling line responds to these in turn. The result is a history of the original form intrinsically

combined with an explicit depiction of the boundary between form and space.

I aim to make sculptures that resonate with our physical nature while at the same time create a

sense of wonder and possibility.”

4

“O’Keefe 8 & 9”
Artist:  Patrick Sullivan

3’ x 1’ x 1’
Marble

Price:  $8,500 each

“Public art that engages and interacts with
people while maintaining visual integrity with
surrounding architecture and natural landscape.
My submission for this project is O’Keefe 8 & 9.
Three feet (3’) high realized in Nootka Marble –
2021. They are part of the series in stone
honoring the work of American artist Georgia
O’Keefe. I use stone, the most organic and
environmentally sustainable material in history,
accessing the power of earth for positive
community involvement. Stone is climate
friendly with zero harmful emissions or toxic
materials created during fabrication.”
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5

“Responding to a Rival”
Artist: Jason Paul
96” x 60” x 96”
Mild Steel

Price:  $12,500

“This piece was inspired by one of the northwest’s icons; the regal and
majestic elk that live throughout the region. True Northwesterners love
this symbol of northwest and really appreciate the large antlers that they
wear as a crown. The piece captures that majestic look and provides the
opportunity to see up close, just how big these animals are be creating the
piece in life size form.”

6

“Solidarity”
Artist:  Rick Davis
42” x 10” x 10”
Fabricated Steel
Price:  $7,800

“I was inspired to create this piece because I find it to be a powerful contemporary
and historic symbol of solidarity with those who struggle for human rights and
stand with marginalized groups. The symbol has been used by movements for
equality and civil rights around the world and is a global icon for those who fight
against oppression and authoritarianism. In using reclaimed metal to sculpt this
piece, I am also expressing solidarity with those who use the earth’s resources
responsibly. I am fascinated with making scrap metal come to life and fashioning
it into icons of the human spirit. I hope when people look at my pieces they see
the creative power that can come from sculpting industrial hardware and metal
stock into art.”



4

7

Questions?
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RESOLUTION NO. 22-034 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO, 
AUTHORIZING SIX (6) ART DISPLAY AGREEMENTS, EACH FOR A TERM OF ONE-YEAR 
WITH THE OPTION TO EXTEND FOR AN ADDITIONAL ONE YEAR, FOR NEW ART 
PIECES PURSUANT TO THE 2022 ARTCURRENTS PROGRAM. 

 
WHEREAS, the City Administrator for the City of Coeur d’Alene and the Coeur d’Alene 

Arts Commission have recommended that the City of Coeur d’Alene enter into Art Display 
Agreements, pursuant to terms and conditions set forth in the standard agreement, a copy of which is 
attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and by reference made a part hereof; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Arts Commission has recommended the following works of art for display:  

 
1.   “Mi Paloman II (Dove)” by Lin McJunkin 
2.   “Reins” by Francis Fox 
3.   “O’Keefe 8” by Patrick Sullivan 
4.   “O’Keefe 9” by Patrick Sullivan 
5.   “Responding to a Rival” by Jason Paul 
6.   “Solidarity” by Rick Davis  
 
and 

 
WHEREAS, it is deemed to be in the best interests of the City of Coeur d’Alene and the 

citizens thereof to enter into such agreements. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, 

  
BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Coeur d’Alene that the 

City enter into Art Display Agreements with the above-named artists for the above-named art works, 
in substantially the form attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by reference, with 
the provision that the Mayor, City Administrator, and City Attorney are hereby authorized to modify 
said Agreements to the extent the substantive provisions of the Agreements remain intact. 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor and City Clerk be and they are hereby 
authorized to execute such Agreements on behalf of the City. 
 

DATED this 2nd day of August, 2022.  
  

       _____________________________ 
       James Hammond, Mayor   
ATTEST: 
 
 
_____________________________ 
Renata McLeod, City Clerk 
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 Motion by      , Seconded by      , to adopt the foregoing resolution.   
  

ROLL CALL:  
 
 COUNCIL MEMBER MCEVERS  Voted       

 
 COUNCIL MEMBER MILLER Voted       

 
 COUNCIL MEMBER GOOKIN Voted       

 
 COUNCIL MEMBER EVANS Voted       

 
 COUNCIL MEMBER ENGLISH Voted       

 
 COUNCIL MEMBER WOOD Voted        

       was absent. Motion      .   
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ART DISPLAY AGREEMENT 

 

This Art Display Agreement (hereinafter referred to as the “Agreement”) is made and 
entered into this _____ day of ______________, 20___, by and between the City of Coeur d’Alene, 
a municipal corporation created and existing under the laws of the state of Idaho (hereinafter 
referred to as the “City”), and _________________, (hereinafter referred to as the “Artist”). 
 

WHEREAS, the City has established a program to promote, sustain, and cultivate public 
art through the display of art pieces in public spaces in Coeur d’Alene, Idaho; and 

 
WHEREAS, in exchange for a stipend, as set forth herein, the Artist shall lend his/her 

Artwork (depicted and described in Exhibit “A,” attached hereto) for display at the site designated 
by the City (hereinafter referred to as the “Site”), for the period of time set out herein; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Artist is qualified and able to perform the services as described in this 

Agreement; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City has investigated and determined that it would be beneficial and in 

the best interests of the City and its citizens to allow the Artist to place the Artwork at the Site to 
promote visual arts in the City. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises and the agreements contained 

herein, the Parties hereby agree as follows: 
 
1. Artwork.  The Artist agrees to lend his/her Artwork for display at the Site. No 
modification or addition to the Artwork shall be allowed unless agreed to in writing by the 
City.  The Artist acknowledges and agrees that all Artwork submitted for display is subject 
to the final approval of the City Administrator or designee. 
 
2. Consideration.  The City agrees to pay, and the Artist agrees to accept, the sum of 
One Thousand Dollars ($1000.00) as full consideration for the right of the City to display 
the Artwork under this Agreement, hereinafter referred to as the “stipend fee.” 
 
If the Artwork is purchased during, or as a direct result of its display at the Site, the Artist 
shall pay the City a twenty-five percent (25%) commission, which commission shall inure 
to the benefit of the Coeur d’Alene Arts Commission. 
 

3. Display Site.  The Artwork will be located at _____________.   The City reserves 
the right to move the Artwork at any time during the term of this Agreement when such 
move is deemed to be in the best interests of the City and the program. 
 
4. Loan Period.  The Artist hereby agrees that the Artwork may be displayed for the 
time period of October 1, 2022 through September 30, 2023 (with the option to extend). 
 
5. Delivery, Installation, and Removal.  The Artist shall, at his/her sole cost and 
expense, be responsible for the delivery and removal of the Artwork to and from the Site.  
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The Artist shall be solely responsible for any damage to the Artwork during transportation 
to and from the City.  If the artist will not be present for installation, the Artwork shall be 
delivered to 3800 N. Ramsey Road, Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, prior to the first day of 
installation or as otherwise specified by the City. Artists that will directly transport the 
Artwork and be present for installation shall bring the Artwork to the installation location 
or as otherwise specified by the City.  

The Artist shall remove the Artwork from the Site no later than ten (10) days after the City 
provides notice that the Artwork is ready for removal.  Notice shall be deemed given on 
the date it is deposited, postage prepaid, in the United States Mail or on the date of personal 
service.  If the Artist fails to remove the Artwork within ten (10) days after notice, the City 
shall have the right to dispose of the Artwork and any other items related thereto in any 
manner deemed appropriate in the sole discretion of the City.  The Artist shall be 
responsible for any and all costs and expenses associated with the City’s disposal of the 
Artwork and the related materials, equipment, and any other items associated or used in 
conjunction with the Site. 

If the Artist elects to remove the Artwork prior to the expiration of this Agreement, the 
Artist shall be responsible for all costs associated with uninstalling the Artwork and shall 
reimburse the City for the entire stipend fee. 

6. Installation.  The City shall securely and effectively install all the Artwork.  The
Artist shall, upon request, assist the City in the installation of the Artwork.  In advance of
the installation, the Artist shall provide to the City a written description of the manner of
preferred installation, including a statement of details addressing any preparatory work
which must be performed to prepare the Site.  However, the City shall make the final
determination of how, when, and where the Artwork shall be installed and displayed.

The Artist shall securely attach the Artwork to a metal base if the City determines that it is 
to be bolted or welded to an appropriate pedestal or concrete base upon installation. 

7. Maintenance of Artwork.  The maintenance of the Artwork shall be the sole
responsibility of the Artist. Any and all costs associated with or related to the maintenance
of the Artwork shall be the sole responsibility of the Artist.  If the City determines that
maintenance is necessary or advisable, the City shall notify the Artist who will perform the
maintenance requested.  In the event of an emergency, the City may, in its sole discretion,
undertake reasonable actions to makes repairs to the Artwork or to preserve it for repair by
the Artist.  By displaying the Artwork at the Site, the Artist represents and agrees that the
Artwork is appropriate for the Site conditions.

8. No Security; Assumption of Liability.  The Artist acknowledges and agrees that
the City will not provide any security for the Artwork.  The Artist hereby assumes liability
for, and agrees that the City shall not, for any reason, be liable for the loss of, the theft of,
or damage to the Artwork, or any related materials, equipment, or any other items
associated or used in conjunction with the Artwork.

Resolution No. 22-034 Exh A



ART DISPLAY AGREEMENT Page 3 

 

9. Insurance.  The City shall provide limited insurance for damage to or destruction 
of the Artwork, up to ten thousand dollars ($10,000) per piece.  All damages in excess of 
ten thousand dollars ($10,000) are the sole responsibility of the Artist. 

 
10. Photographic Rights.  The Artist hereby grants permission to the City to 
photograph or videotape, or to authorize others to photograph or videotape, the Artwork 
for any non-commercial use. 

 
11. Relationship between the Artist and the City.  The Parties agree that the City is 
not, under any circumstance, acting as the Artist’s agent, dealer, or exclusive seller.  The 
Artist shall not be considered an employee of the City for any purpose. 

 
12. Representations and Warranties Regarding Copyright.  The Artist hereby 
warrants and represents that the Artwork is an original creation of the Artist and will not 
infringe the copyright, trademark, or other intangible or intellectual rights of any third 
party. 

 
13. Termination/Waiver of Damages. The City may terminate this Agreement at any 
time, and for any reason or no reason at all.  Should the City terminate this Agreement, the 
Artist hereby releases the City, and its officers, agents, representatives, and employees 
from any claims, causes of action, or damages whatsoever arising from the termination.   
Nothing herein shall be construed to guaranty the Artist that his/her Artwork will be 
displayed for the entire term of this Agreement. 

 
14. Governing Jurisdiction; Venue. This Agreement is governed by the laws of the 
State of Idaho.  In any action brought involving this Agreement, venue shall be in the First 
Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Kootenai 

 
15. Miscellaneous Provisions. 
 

a. Assignment. This Agreement is not assignable without the prior written 
consent of the City. 
 
b. Notices. Any notice required or permitted to be given under this Agreement 
must be in writing and may be served by depositing the same in the United States 
Mail, addressed to the party to be notified, or by delivering the same in person to 
such party via a hand-delivery service.  For purposes of notice, the addresses of the 
parties shall be as follows: 

 
If to Artist: ___________________ 
  ___________________ 
  ___________________ 
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If to the City: City of Coeur d’Alene 
Attn: City Clerk 
710 E. Mullan Ave. 
Coeur d’Alene, ID 83814 

 
c. Entire Agreement. This Agreement contains the entire agreement of the 
parties with respect to the matters contained herein and may not be modified or 
terminated except upon the mutual written agreement of the parties hereto. 

 
d. Severability. In case any one or more of the provisions contained in this 
Agreement shall for any reason be held to be invalid, illegal, or unenforceable, such 
invalidity, illegality or unenforceability shall not affect any other provision thereof, 
and this Agreement shall be construed as if such invalid, illegal, or unenforceable 
provision had never been contained herein. 

 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement and caused this 

Agreement to be effective on the latest day as reflected by the signatures below. 
 

CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE   ARTIST: 

 
 
By___________________________________ By_________________________________ 
 
(Print Name) __________________________ (Print Name) _________________________ 
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EXHIBIT “A” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

(Photo) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Name of Art Piece 
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CITY COUNCIL 
STAFF REPORT 

 
 
DATE: AUGUST 2, 2022 
  
FROM: CHRIS BOSLEY – CITY ENGINEER 
 
SUBJECT: KELLER ASSOCIATES PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 

=============================================================== 
 
DECISION POINT: Should Council approve a Professional Services Agreement with Keller 
Associates, Inc., for the Independence Point Stormwater Improvements? 
 
HISTORY: In 2021, the City of Coeur d’Alene was awarded $695,000 from the Idaho Department 
of Environmental Quality for the Building Idaho’s Future grant (now called the Leading Idaho 
Subaward Program). The goal of the program is to fund projects that will reduce phosphorus 
loading into Lake Coeur d’Alene. The City was awarded funding for three stormwater reduction 
projects in three separate drainage areas: Mullan Road, Sanders Beach/11th Street Marina, and 
Independence Point. Independence Point is the largest of the three with approximately 131 acres 
draining to the outfall. Staff met with Keller Associates to discuss this project and prepare a cost 
estimate to perform a hydraulic analysis of the stormwater system and develop a conceptual 
stormwater design that will reduce the amount of stormwater entering Lake Coeur d’Alene. This 
would likely be accomplished through a combination of swales and subsurface storage/filtration 
units, but will be ultimately determined during design. 
 
FINANCIAL ANALYSIS: The cost for the design is $36,900, which would be funded through 
the IDEQ grant. 
 
PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS: Approval of this agreement will enable Keller Associates to 
begin analysis of the stormwater system and develop a conceptual design. Once the concept is 
developed and potentially refined, construction documents can be prepared under a supplemental 
agreement with construction anticipated for 2023. 
 
DECISION POINT/RECOMMENDATION: Council should approve the Professional Services 
Agreement with Keller Associates, Inc., for the Independence Point Stormwater Improvements. 
 
 



1

Stormwater Outfall Volume Reduction Program

Independence Point
August 2, 2022

Independence Point Outfall



2

Staff recommends that City Council approve the Professional
Services Agreement with Keller Associates.
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RESOLUTION NO. 22-035 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO, 
APPROVING A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH KELLER ASSOCIATES 
FOR THE INDEPENDENCE POINT STORMWATER IMPROVEMENTS. 

WHEREAS, the City Engineer has recommended that the City of Coeur d’Alene enter into a 
Professional Services Agreement with Keller Associates, Inc., for the Independence Point 
Stormwater Improvements pursuant to the terms and conditions set forth in said Agreement, a copy 
of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “1” and by reference made a part hereof; and 

WHEREAS, it is deemed to be in the best interests of the City of Coeur d’Alene and the 
citizens thereof to enter into such Professional Services Agreement. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Coeur d’Alene that the 
City enter into a Professional Services Agreement for the Independence Point Stormwater 
Improvements with Keller Associates, Inc., in substantially the form attached hereto as Exhibit “1” 
and incorporated herein by reference, with the provision that the Mayor, City Administrator, and 
City Attorney are hereby authorized to modify said Professional Services Agreement to the extent 
the substantive provisions of the Agreement remain intact. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor and City Clerk be and they are hereby 
authorized to execute such Professional Services Agreement on behalf of the City. 

DATED this 2nd day of August, 2022.  

_____________________________ 
James Hammond, Mayor  

ATTEST: 

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

ROLL CALL: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MILLER Voted 

COUNCIL MEMBER ENGLISH Voted 

COUNCIL MEMBER GOOKIN Voted 

COUNCIL MEMBER EVANS Voted 

COUNCIL MEMBER MCEVERS Voted 

COUNCIL MEMBER WOOD Voted 

 was absent. Motion      . 
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PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 

between 

CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE 

and 

KELLER ASSOCIATES, INC. 

for 

INDEPENDENCE POINT STORMWATER PROJECT 

THIS Agreement is made and entered into this _____ day of __________, 2022, between the 
CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, Kootenai County, Idaho, a municipal corporation organized and 
existing under the laws of the state of Idaho, hereinafter referred to as the “City,” and Keller 
Associates, Inc., hereinafter referred to as the “Consultant.” 

W I T N E S S E T H: 

WHEREAS, the Consultant will provide stormwater engineering planning and design 
services for the Coeur d’Alene Independence Stormwater Improvement Project. The intent of the 
project is to plan and design improvements that reroute an existing Lake Coeur d’Alene stormwater 
outfall to not discharge to the Lake.   

Section 1. Definitions. 

In this agreement: 

A. The term “City” means the city of Coeur d’Alene, 710 Mullan Avenue, Coeur
d'Alene, Idaho 83814. 

B. The term “Consultant” means Keller Associates, Inc. 601 Sherman Avenue, Suite 1
Coeur d’Alene, ID 83814 

C. The term “Mayor” means the mayor of the city of Coeur d’Alene or his authorized
representative. 

D. The term “Agent” means the City Engineer with budget authority on behalf of the
City of Coeur d’Alene or his authorized representative. 
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 Section 2. Employment of Consultant.  The City hereby agrees to engage the Consultant 
and the Consultant hereby agrees to perform the services hereinafter set forth. 
 
 Section 3. Scope of Services. 
 

A. The Consultant shall perform the services described in the Scope of Services attached 
hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Attachment “A”. 

 
B. Area Covered: The Consultant shall perform all the necessary services provided under 

this Agreement respecting the tasks set forth in the Scope of Services. 
 
 Section 4. Personnel. 
 

A. The Consultant represents that it has or will secure at its own expense all personnel 
required to perform its services under this Agreement.  Such personnel shall not be employees of or 
have any contractual relationship with the City. 

 
B. All of the services required hereunder will be performed by the Consultant or under 

his direct supervision, and all personnel engaged in the work shall be fully qualified and shall be 
authorized under state and local law to perform such services. 

 
C. The Consultant agrees to maintain Worker’s Compensation coverage on all 

employees, including employees of subcontractors, during the term of this Agreement as required by 
Idaho Code Sections 72-101 through 72-806.  Should the Consultant fail to maintain such insurance 
during the entire term hereof, the Consultant shall indemnify the City against any loss resulting to 
the City from such failure, either by way of compensation or additional premium liability.  The 
Consultant shall furnish to the City, prior to commencement of the work, such evidence as the City 
may require guaranteeing contributions which will come due under the Employment Security Law 
including, at the option of the City, a surety bond in an amount sufficient to make such payments. 
 
 Section 5. Time of Performance. 

 
The services of the Consultant shall commence upon execution of this Agreement by the City and 
shall be completed in accordance with the Scope of Services.  The period of performance may be 
extended for additional periods only by the mutual written agreement of the parties. 
 
 Section 6. Compensation. 

 
A. Subject to the provisions of this Agreement, the City shall pay the Consultant a sum 

not to exceed   Thirty-six thousand nine hundred dollars ($36,900), unless authorized in writing by 
the City. 

 
B. Except as otherwise provided in this Agreement, the City shall not provide any 

additional compensation, payment, use of facilities, service or other thing of value to the Consultant 
in connection with performance of agreement duties.  The parties understand and agree that, except 
as otherwise provided in this Section, administrative overhead and other indirect or direct costs the 
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Consultant may incur in the performance of its obligations under this Agreement have already been 
included in computation of the Consultant's fee and may not be charged to the City. 

 
 Section 7. Method and Time of Payment. 
 
Monthly progress payments must be submitted by the 15th of the month for work done in the 
previous calendar month. Partial payment shall be made by the end of each calendar month for the 
work completed in the previous calendar month. Final payment shall be made thirty (30) days after 
completion of all work and acceptance by the City Council. 
 
 Section 8. Termination of Agreement for Cause. 

 
If, through any cause within Consultant’s reasonable control, the Consultant shall fail to fulfill in a 
timely and proper manner its obligations under this Agreement, or if the Consultant shall violate any 
of the covenants, agreements, or stipulations of this Agreement, the City shall, after providing 
Consultant reasonable time to remedy the deficiency, thereupon have the right to terminate this 
Agreement by giving written notice to the Consultant of such termination and specifying the 
effective date thereof, at least five (5) days before the effective date of such termination.  In that 
event, all finished or unfinished hard copy documents, data, studies, surveys, and reports or other 
material prepared by the Consultant under this agreement shall at the option of the City become its 
property, and the Consultant shall be entitled to receive just and equitable compensation for any 
satisfactory work completed on such documents and materials.  Equitable compensation shall not 
exceed the amount reasonably billed for work actually done and expenses reasonably incurred. 
 
 Section 9. Termination for Convenience of City. 

 
The City may terminate this Agreement at any time by giving thirty (30) days written notice to the 
Consultant of such termination and specifying the effective date of such termination.  In that event, 
all finished or unfinished documents and other materials as described in Section 8 above shall, at the 
option of the City, become its property. The Consultant shall be entitled to receive compensation not 
to exceed the amount reasonably billed for work actually done and expenses reasonably incurred as 
of the effective date of the termination.  
 
 Section 10. Modifications. 

 
The City may, from time to time, require modifications in the general scope of services of the 
Consultant to be performed under this Agreement.  The type and extent of such services cannot be 
determined at this time; however, the Consultant agrees to do such work as ordered in writing by the 
City, and the City agrees to compensate the Consultant for such work accomplished by written 
amendment to this Agreement. 
 
 Section 11. Equal Employment Opportunity.   

 
A. The Consultant will not discriminate against any employee or applicant for 

employment because of race, color, religion, sex, or national origin, sexual orientation and/or gender 
identity/expression.  The Consultant shall take affirmative action to ensure that applicants are 
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employed and that employees are treated during employment without regard to their race, color, 
religion, sex, or national origin, sexual orientation and/or gender identity/expression.  Such actions 
shall include, but not be limited to the following: employment, upgrading, demotions, or transfers; 
recruitment or recruitment advertising; layoffs or terminations; rates of pay or other forms of 
compensation; selection for training, including apprenticeship; and participation in recreational and 
educational activities.  The Consultant agrees to post in conspicuous places available for employees 
and applicants for employment, notices to be provided setting forth the provisions of this 
nondiscrimination clause.  The Consultant will, in all solicitations or advertisements for employees 
placed by or on behalf of the Consultant, state that all qualified applicants will receive consideration 
for employment without regard to race, color, religion, sex, or national origin, sexual orientation 
and/or gender identity/expression.  The Consultant will cause the foregoing provisions to be inserted 
in all subcontracts for any work covered by this agreement so that such provisions will be binding 
upon each sub-consultant, provided that the foregoing provisions shall not apply to contracts or 
subcontracts for standard commercial supplies or raw materials. 

 
B. To the extent permitted by applicable law, the Consultant shall keep such records and 

submit such reports concerning the racial and ethnic origin of applicants for employment and 
employees as the City may require. 
 
 Section 12. Interest of Members of City and Others. 

 
No officer, member, or employee of the City and no member of its governing body, and no other 
public official of the governing body shall participate in any decision relating to this Agreement 
which affects his personal interest or the interest of any corporation, partnership, or association in 
which he is, directly or indirectly, interested or has any personal or pecuniary interest, direct or 
indirect, in this Agreement or the proceeds thereof. 
 
 Section 13. Assignability. 
 

A. The Consultant shall not assign any interest in this Agreement and shall not transfer 
any interest in the same (whether by assignment or novation) without the prior written consent of the 
City thereto.  Provided, however, that claims for money due or to become due to the Consultant from 
the City under this Agreement may be assigned to a bank, trust company, or other financial 
institution without such approval.  Notice of any such assignment or transfer shall be furnished 
promptly to the City. 

 
B. The Consultant shall not delegate duties or otherwise subcontract work or services 

under this Agreement without the prior written approval of the City. 
 
 Section 14. Interest of Consultant. 

 
The Consultant covenants that neither it nor its owners or officers presently have an interest and 
shall not acquire any interest, direct or indirect, which would conflict in any manner or degree with 
the performance of services required to be performed under this Agreement.  The Consultant further 
covenants that, in the performance of this Agreement, no person having any such interest shall be 
employed. 
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 Section 15. Findings Confidential. 

 
Any reports, information, data, etc., given to or prepared or assembled by the Consultant under this 
Agreement which the City requests to be kept confidential shall not be made available to any 
individual or organization by the Consultant without the prior written approval of the City. 
 
 Section 16. Publication, Reproduction and Use of Materials. 

 
No material produced, in whole or in part, under this Agreement shall be subject to copyright in the 
United States or in any other country.  The City shall have unrestricted authority to publish, disclose, 
distribute and otherwise use, in whole or in part, any reports, data or other materials prepared under 
this Agreement. Consultant shall provide copies of such work products to the City upon request. City 
may make and retain copies of Documents for information and reference in connection with use on 
the Project by the City. Such Documents are not intended or represented to be suitable for reuse by 
City or others on extensions of the Project or on any other project. Any such reuse or modification 
without written verification or adaptation by the Consultant, as appropriate for the specific purpose 
intended, will be at the City’s sole risk and without liability or legal exposure to the Consultant and 
Consultant’s sub-consultants. To the extent allowed by law, the City shall indemnify and hold 
harmless the Consultant and Consultant’s sub-consultants from all claims, damages, losses, and 
expenses, including attorney’s fees arising out of or resulting therefrom.   
 
 Section 17. Audits and Inspection.  

 
Consultant shall provide access for the City and any duly authorized representatives to any books, 
documents, papers, and records of the consultant that are directly pertinent to specific agreement for 
the purpose of making audit, examination, excerpts, and transcriptions. Consultant shall retain all 
records pertinent to the project for three years after final payment and all other pending matters are 
closed. 

 
 Section 18. Jurisdiction; Choice of Law. 
 
Any civil action arising from this Agreement shall be brought in the District Court for the First 
Judicial District of the State of Idaho at Coeur d'Alene, Kootenai County, Idaho.  The law of the 
state of Idaho shall govern the rights and obligations of the parties. 
 
 Section 19. Non-Waiver. 

 
The failure of the City at any time to enforce a provision of this Agreement shall in no way 
constitute a waiver of the provisions, nor in any way affect the validity of this Agreement or any part 
thereof, or the right of the City thereafter to enforce each and every protection hereof. 
 
 Section 20. Permits, Laws and Taxes. 

 
The Consultant shall acquire and maintain in good standing all permits, licenses and other 
documents necessary to its performance under this Agreement.  All actions taken by the Consultant 
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under this Agreement shall comply with all applicable statutes, ordinances, rules, and regulations.  
The Consultant shall pay all taxes pertaining to its performance under this Agreement. 
 
 Section 21. Relationship of the Parties. 

 
The Consultant shall perform its obligations hereunder as an independent contractor of the City.  The 
City may administer this Agreement and monitor the Consultant's compliance with this Agreement 
but shall not supervise or otherwise direct the Consultant except to provide recommendations and to 
provide approvals pursuant to this Agreement. 
 
 Section 22. Integration. 

 
This instrument and all appendices and amendments hereto embody the entire agreement of the 
parties.  There are no promises, terms, conditions, or obligations other than those contained herein; 
and this Agreement shall supersede all previous communications, representations or agreements, 
either oral or written, between the parties. 
 
 Section 23. City Held Harmless.   
 

A. The Consultant shall save, hold harmless, indemnify, and defend the City, its officers, 
agents and employees from and against any and all damages or liability arising out of the acts, errors, 
omissions, or negligence, including costs and expenses, for or on account of any and all legal actions 
or claims of any character resulting from injuries or damages sustained by any person or persons or 
property arising from Consultant's performance of this Agreement and not arising from Consultant’s 
professional services. To this end, Consultant shall maintain general liability insurance in at least the 
amount set forth in Section 25A.  

 
B. The Consultant shall save, hold harmless, and indemnify the City, its officers, agents, 

and employees from and against damages or liability arising out of the Consultant's negligent acts, 
errors, or omissions, including costs and expenses for or on account of any and all legal actions or 
claims of any character resulting from injuries or damages sustained by persons or property to the 
extent arising from Consultant's negligent performance of this Agreement, including but not limited 
to Consultant’s professional services. To this end, Consultant shall maintain Errors and Omissions 
insurance in at least the amounts set forth in Section 25B.  
 
 Section 24. Notification. 

 
Any notice under this Agreement may be served upon the Consultant or the City by mail at the 
address provided in Section 1 hereof. 

  
 Section 25. Standard of Performance and Insurance. 

 
  A. Consultant shall maintain general liability insurance naming the City, its 

entities, and its representatives as additional insureds in the amount of at least $500,000.00 for 
property damage or personal injury, death or loss as a result of any one occurrence or accident 
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regardless of the number of persons injured or the number of claimants, it being the intention that the 
minimum limits shall be those provided for by Idaho Code 6-924. 

 
  B. In performance of professional services, the Consultant will use that degree of 

care and skill ordinarily exercised under similar circumstances by members of the Consultant's 
profession.  Should the Consultant or any of the Consultants’ employees be found to have been 
negligent in the performance of professional services from which the City sustains damage, the 
Consultant has obtained Errors and Omission Insurance in at least the amount of five hundred 
thousand dollars ($500,000.00) per claim and in the aggregate.  The Consultant shall maintain, and 
furnish proof thereof, coverage for a period of two years following the completion of the project. 

 
  C. The Consultant shall obtain and maintain auto liability insurance in the amount 

of $500,000.00 for the duration of the project. 
 
  D. Prior to work under this Agreement, the Consultant shall furnish to the City 

certificates of the insurance coverages required herein, which certificates must be approved by the City 
Attorney.  Certificates shall provide cancellation notice information that assures at least thirty (30) days’ 
notice prior to cancellation of the policy for any reason in which case the Consultant shall promptly 
notify the City. 

 
Section 26. Non – Discrimination. 
 

During the performance of this contract, the Consultant, for itself, its assignees and successors in 
interest (hereinafter referred to as the “Consultant”) agrees as follows: 

 
  A. The Consultant shall comply with the Regulations relative to non-discrimination 

in federally assisted programs of United States Department of Transportation (USDOT), Title 49, Code 
of Federal Regulations, part 21, as they may be amended from time to time, (hereinafter referred to as 
the Regulations), which are herein incorporated by reference and made a part of this contract.  In 
addition, the Consultant shall comply with the requirements of Title 9, Chapter 9.56, Coeur d’Alene 
City Code. 

 
  B. The Consultant, with regard to the work performed by it during the contract, 

shall not discriminate on the grounds of race, color, national origin, sexual orientation, and/or gender 
identity/expression, in the selection and retention of sub-consultants, including procurement of materials 
and leases of equipment.  The Consultant shall not participate either directly or indirectly in the 
discrimination prohibited by Section 21.5 of the Regulations, including employment practices when the 
contract covers a program set forth in Appendix B of the Regulations or discrimination prohibited by 
Title 9, Chapter 9.56, Coeur d’Alene City Code. 

 
  C. In all solicitations either by competitive bidding or negotiations made by the 

Consultant for work to be performed under a subcontract, including procurement of materials or leases 
of equipment, each potential sub-consultant or supplier shall be notified by the Consultant of the 
Consultant’s obligations under this contract and the Regulations and City Code relative to non-
discrimination on the grounds of race, color, sexual orientation and/or gender identity/expression, 
national origin, sexual orientation, and/or gender identity/expression. 
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D. The Consultant shall provide all information and reports required by the
Regulations or directives issued pursuant thereto, and shall permit access to its books, records, accounts, 
other sources of information and its facilities as may be determined by the contracting agency or the 
appropriate federal agency to be pertinent to ascertain compliance with such Regulations, orders and 
instructions.  Where any information required of a Consultant is in the exclusive possession of another 
who fails or refuses to furnish this information, the Consultant shall so certify to ITD or the USDOT as 
appropriate, and shall set forth what efforts it has made to obtain the information. 

E. In the event of the Consultant’s non-compliance with the non-discrimination
provisions of this contract, the contracting agency shall impose such contract sanctions as it or the 
USDOT may determine to be appropriate, including, but not limited to: 

• Withholding of payments to the Consultant under the contract until the
Consultant complies, and/or;

• Cancellation, termination, or suspension of the contract, in whole or in part.

The Consultant shall include the provisions of paragraphs (A) through (E) in every subcontract, 
including procurement of materials and leases of equipment, unless exempt by the Regulations, or 
directives issued pursuant thereto.  The Consultant shall take such action with respect to any sub-
consultant or procurement as the contracting agency or USDOT may direct as a means of enforcing 
such provisions including sanctions for non-compliance.  Provided, however, that in the event a 
Consultant becomes involved in, or is threatened with, litigation with a sub-consultant or supplier as a 
result of such direction, the Consultant may request ITD enter into such litigation to protect the interests 
of the state and, in addition, the Consultant may request the USDOT enter into such litigation to protect 
the interests of the United States. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this agreement executed the day and year first written above. 

CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE KELLER ASSOCIATES, INC. 

, President 

ATTEST: ATTEST: 

, 
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Attachment A 

City of Coeur d’Alene 
Independence Point Stormwater Improvements 

Scope of Work 

The City of Coeur d’Alene (“Owner”) has contracted with Keller Associates (“Consultant”) to provide 
stormwater engineering planning and design services for the Coeur d’Alene Independence Stormwater 
Improvement project.  The Owner was awarded stormwater funding through State of Idaho for projects 
that reduce phosphorous pollution to Lake Coeur d’Alene.  This project focuses on eliminating a storm 
outfall into Lake Coeur d’Alene from the Independence Point Stormwater basin area and outfall. The 
goal of this project will be to check the storm basin boundary, develop design conditions, and identify 
potential improvements to reroute storm to treatment and/or infiltration facilities prior to reaching the 
lake. 

 

Figure 1 – Project Overview  
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Task 1: Project Management 
 
Consultant Responsibilities: 

1.1 Project Administration. Project administration services include contract administration, project 
accounting, maintaining project schedule, and internal project administration.   
 

1.2 Request for Information (RFI). The Consultant will prepare an RFI to request available 
City/County GIS mapping information including contour data, existing stormwater record 
drawings, utilities, right-of-way (ROW), and easement information within the project boundary. 
Other pertinent information that may be helpful in the planning and design process will also be 
included in the RFI. 
 

1.3 Meeting #1 – Project Kickoff. The Consultant will oversee and lead meetings. The purpose of this 
first meeting is to kickoff the project, discuss the project planning criteria, basin boundary, areas 
for treatment and infiltration, storm infrastructure, and potential options for treatment and 
infiltration. Subsequent meetings are included as part of later tasks. 

 
Owner Responsibilities: 

 Provide electronic copy of available GIS storm data, as-builts, and other pertinent information. 
 Administer State of Idaho project funding for phosphorous reduction in Lake Coeur d’Alene. 
 Assign members from City (stormwater staff, parks staff, etc.) to attend and participate in 

meetings.   
 Provide input on potential treatment/disposal storm areas to be considered.   

 
Assumptions: 

 Consultant’s scope does not include funding administration. 
 Submit all documents electronically, unless directed otherwise. 
 A three-month project duration is anticipated for a draft concept design report.   
 Consultant shall be entitled to rely on the accuracy and completeness of any and all information 

provided by Owner, information from public records, and information ordinarily or customarily 
furnished by others. 
 

Deliverables: 

 Request for Information – electronic copy 
 Kickoff meeting agenda and minutes – electronic copy 

 
Task 2: Field Work 
 
Consultant Responsibilities: 

2.1 Field Work. Consultant to check stormwater basin boundary by reviewing existing GIS mapping, 
field investigation, and reviewing City topographic maps to understand catchment area. 
Consultant to survey and field check up to 30 key pipe inverts and provide elevation spot checks 
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using survey-grade GPS and compare with City GIS information. Additionally, elevation spot 
checks using survey-grade GPS may be completed during this task for development of 
alternatives. Consultant to provide findings to City for updates to GIS, if any. Scope includes up 
to three days of field time with some additional engineering time for GIS/Mapping research.  
 

Owner Responsibilities: 

 Provide input on boundary area and stormwater collection system per the above project 
boundary.  

 Provide for Consultant’s right to enter the property owned by the Owner, including ROW, to 
fulfill the services outlined above. 

 Identify local benchmark(s) the Owner would like the survey to reference, if any. 
 Provide Consultant with desired horizontal and vertical survey datums. 

 
Assumptions: 

 Consultant’s review of boundary is not an exhaustive check and relies on the City’s existing GIS 
system and data gathered in the field.  

 Groundwater elevations will be assumed based on the Lake Coeur d’Alene water surface 
elevations. 

 Field work on private property is not included. 

Deliverables: 

 Updated basin boundary map (PDF). 
 Pipe inverts from survey (PDF and Excel).  

Task 3: Preliminary Design Report  
 
Consultant Responsibilities: 

3.1 Preliminary Design Report. Prepare a preliminary stormwater design report.  Report will include 
a basin description, design criteria and conditions, design alternatives and analysis, 
implementation recommendation, opinions of probable construction cost, a proposed schedule, 
and supporting attachments.  

a. Planning Area and Runoff Characterization. The planning area boundary is anticipated to 
largely correspond to the drainage area shown in Figure 1 – Project Overview.  The basin 
boundaries will be refined using Owner-provided contour data and Consultant field data 
collection efforts.  Consultant will utilize existing contour data, land use information, 
aerial photography, and NRCS soils data to develop runoff characteristics. 

b. Hydrologic Evaluation. Consultant will use the planning area and runoff characterization 
to develop a hydrologic evaluation of the drainage area.  Design storm, rainfall amount, 
duration, and treatment requirements per City Code will be followed, as discussed at the 
project Kickoff Meeting.  It is anticipated that a hydrologic evaluation using SCS Method 
will be used to estimate runoff flow rate and volume. 
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c. Hydraulic Evaluation. Only new storm improvements will be hydraulically evaluated which 
are anticipated to include pipe routing and treatment/infiltration facilities. Existing 
stormwater pipe facilities within the project boundary will not be evaluated and are 
assumed to fully capture and appropriately convey stormwater within the drainage basin.  

d. Conceptual Improvement Alternatives. Consultant will explore improvement alternatives 
for eliminating the storm discharge point to Lake Coeur d’Alene. Alternatives considered 
may include rerouting storm to treatment facilities (i.e. swales, infiltration basins, 
subsurface detention facilities, and dry wells).  Up to three improvement alternatives will 
be considered. Improvements to briefly address the items below: 

1. Permits required 

2. Cursory review of utility impacts  

3. Disturbance to public and/or private properties 

4. Anticipated treatment benefits and drawbacks  

5. Maintenance of improvements 

6. Costs 

7. Construction considerations 

e. Concept Design Plans. Consultant will prepare planning level Concept Design Layouts for 
Owner review and use in making selection of alternatives (one plan sheet per alternative). 
Preferred alternative will advance to a Concept Design Plan to include site access, 
approximate dimensions, and key facilities/components (one plan and profile sheet).   

f. Concept Level Opinion of Probable Construction Cost. Consultant will prepare a concept 
level opinion of probable construction cost for each improvement alternative.  Actual 
costs may vary, and cost estimates should be further refined through subsequent design 
activities.  Costs to include planning level contingencies. 

g. Report. Develop a report that summarizes the above.  

h. Meeting #2 – Concept Design Review. The purpose of this meeting will be to review the 
Concept Design, discuss findings, review benefits and drawbacks, and ultimately identify 
the Owner’s preferred alternative. 

Owner Responsibilities: 

 Provide review and comments on concept design report 
 Select preferred stormwater improvement alternative(s). 
 Attend and participate in meetings. 
 Provide timely review of deliverables.  

Assumptions: 

 Hydraulic analysis will only be for new storm pipe routing and treatment facilities.  If 
supplemental hydraulic analysis is needed, it can be performed by the Consultant as an 
additional service. 
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 No easement or property acquisition services is anticipated. 
 Concept design plans will utilize the Owner’s GIS contour data, record drawings, and NRCS soils 

for concept design assumptions. 
 Flow monitoring and model calibration is not included. 
 Since Consultant has no control over the cost of labor, materials, equipment, or services furnished 

by others, or over the Owner’s and other contractor’s methods of determining prices, or over 
competitive bidding or market conditions, the Consultant does not guarantee that proposals, bids, 
or actual construction cost will not vary from opinions of probable cost prepared by the 
Consultant. 

 Hydrologic and hydraulic analyses of new stormwater conveyance facilities will be designed 
using City Code requirements for stormwater runoff. 

 Assume one submittal to Owner and one resubmittal with responses to comments.  
No environmental or cultural reports will be completed for these tasks.  

Deliverables: 

 Concept Design Report and Concept Design Layouts – electronic copy  
 Concept Design Plan & Profile – electronic copy 
 Meeting agenda and minutes – electronic copy 

 
FUTURE SERVICES  
 
The following tasks are anticipated to be added after the preliminary design report is complete and City 
has selected improvement(s) to proceed with. Below are the anticipated future services: 
 

 Topographic Survey 
 Geotechnical Investigation 
 Final Design Plans and Contract Documents 
 Bid Support Services 
 Construction Administration Services 
 Construction Inspection Services 

 
SCHEDULE 
 
Consultant intends to have a preliminary stormwater design report within three months of contract 
execution and notice by Owner. This schedule assumes that the City will provide requested information 
within two weeks of Consultant’s request. Additional services and changes in the contract are subject to 
change the proposed schedule.  

COMPENSATION  
 
As compensation for services to be performed by Consultant, Owner will pay Consultant as described in 
the following table. 
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TASK Cost Type 

Task 1 – Project Management $3,800 LS 

Task 2 – Field Work $7,900 LS 

Task 3 – Preliminary Design Report $25,200 LS 

Future Tasks – To be Determined  TBD TBD 

Total  $36,900 
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CITY COUNCIL 
STAFF REPORT 

DATE: AUGUST 2, 2022 

FROM  VONNIE JENSEN, COMPTROLLER 

SUBJECT: FISCAL YEAR 2022-23 FINANCIAL PLAN  
___________________________________________________________ 

DECISION POINT:  

Should Council approve Resolution No. 22-036, which sets the public hearing date and 
the high dollar amount ($123,852,624) in expenditures for the 2022-2023 Fiscal Year 
Financial Plan (Annual Appropriation)? 

HISTORY:  

Idaho law requires that the City Council approve an appropriations ordinance each year.  
The purpose of the ordinance is to establish a ceiling for expenditures and disclose the 
potential property tax revenue necessary to balance the budget.  The financial plan or 
budget is the guide and detailed report for establishing these numbers. 

FINANCIAL ANALYSIS:  

The Financial Plan is an estimate of revenues and expenditures for the upcoming year. 
The expenditures are classified by department as well as by fund or service, and the 
revenues are classified by source.  Included in the budget document pursuant to Idaho 
Code § 50-1002 are actual revenues and expenditures from the prior two (2) fiscal years, 
budgeted revenues and expenditures for the current fiscal year, and proposed revenues 
and expenditures for the upcoming fiscal year.  The revenue includes $27,114,123 in 
property tax revenue – an increase of $2,560,166 over the previous year. The increase 
comes from the closing of the Lake Urban Renewal District and new growth throughout 
the rest of the City. 

DECISION POINT: 

Council should approve Resolution No. 22-036, which sets the public hearing date and 
the high dollar amount ($123,852,624) in expenditures for the 2022-2023 Fiscal Year 
Financial Plan (Annual Appropriation). 



Financial Plan

Fiscal Year 2022-2023

History
Tax	Year Amount	Taken	of	3%	Allowed

2023 Proposed $710,216    3% 

2022 $-0-

2021 $-0-

2020 $655,361     3%

2019 $-0-

2018 $-0-

2017 $490,533    2.5%

2016 $-0-

2015 $-0-

2014 $-0-



New Construction Year over Year
Tax	Year Tax Dollars
2023 URD Lake District Closure - estimated $891,661

2023 – Regular New Growth – estimated $975,231

2022 $315,941

2021 $454,272

2020 $404,623

2019 $492,918

2018 $375,549

2017 $325,934

2017	Deannexation $538,311

2016 $827,349

2015 $669,966

General Fund Fund Balance Projections

Projected	Unassigned	Fund	Balance	at	9‐30‐2022 $11,151,484
FY 2022-23 Budgeted Revenues $55,174,539

FY 2022-23 Budgeted Expenses ($56,560,939)

Estimated	Fund	Balance	at	9‐30‐2023 $9,765,084
Would	put	Fund	Balance	at	17%	of	budgeted	expenses	

Two Months Worth of Revenues would be $9,195,757



Significant Revenue Changes

Total	Increase	in	General	Fund	Revenue $9,966,158

3% Tax Increase $710,216

New Growth / Annexation / URD Closing $1,866,892

Increase in Use of Fund Balance $130,822

Increase in Federal Grant Funding $5,472,769

Total coming from Fund Balance:

$1,386,400

Increase in State Funding $1,605,820

Significant Expense Changes
Total	Increases	in	General	Fund	Expenses $10,131,980

Merit Increases - Contractual $171,727

Preliminary COLA Increases – 5% $1,431,462

Health Insurance Increase – Contractual – 3.5% $160,265

Additional Staff $522,830

Increase to Services and Supplies $2,181,160

Automation & Software Licensing - $544,568

Citywide - Fuels - $159,220

Streets - Overlay - $750,000

Increase to Capital Outlay $5,559,770



Proposed Personnel Changes – General Fund

Communications Specialist +1 FTE $83,590

IT Technician +1FTE $82,474

Legal Dept - Reorganization +0 FTE ($60,220)

Building Maintenance – decrease in part time -1.13 FTE ($41,774)

Police – Applications Analyst +1FTE $81,126
Streets – HEO & Electrician Apprentice plus 

decrease to part time +1.87 FTE $160,718

Firefighter +1 FTE $105,298
Parks – 2 Maint Workers & Dept Support plus 

decrease to part time -2.19 FTE $111,619

Total 2.55	FTE $522,831

Proposed Capital Purchases – General Fund

Building Maintenance Street Shop – Flooring / Lighting / Windows /HVAC $90,000

Police Department Station Expansion $3,000,000

Police Department Vehicles (equipment $303,400) $280,000

Fire Department Self Contained Breathing Apparatus $986,610

Street Department Shop Remodel $1,000,000

Street Department Vehicle & Equipment Replacement $452,000

Building Department Vehicle Replacement $62,000

Parks & Recreation 
Department

Vehicle & Equipment Replacement $229,000

Total $6,099,610

All Capital Outlay items to be funded by grant funds or fund balance not by budgeted property taxes



Proposed FY 2022-23 Purchases Using ARPA $

Building Maintenance Street Shop – Flooring / Lighting / Windows / HVAC $77,000

Police Department Station Expansion $3,000,000

Legal Department Integrated Case Management System $71,850

Fire Department Self Contained Breathing Apparatus $986,610

Street Department Shop Remodel $600,000

Street Department Vehicle & Equipment Replacement $362,000

Building Department Inspection Vehicle $62,000

Parks & Recreation 
Department

Vehicle & Equipment Replacement $229,000

Municipal Services Network Upgrade $547,855

Water Department Telemetry Security & Admin Server Upgrades $320,000

Total	for	FY	2022‐23 $6,256,315

Previous and Future Proposed Purchases Using 
ARPA $

Police Department Station Expansion – FY 2023-24 Carryover $1,600,000

Legal Department
Integrated Case Management System – FY 2023-24 

Carryover $8,625

Total	for	FY	2023‐24 $1,608,625

Street Department Dump Truck FY 2021-22 $247,086

Municipal Services Wireless AP  Replacement Project FY 2021-22 $39,175

Total	for	FY	2021‐22 $286,261

Remaining	ARPA	Dollars	if	Proposal	is	Approved $508,128



Questions?
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 RESOLUTION NO. 22-036 
  

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF COEUR D’ALENE, KOOTENAI COUNTY, IDAHO, 
ESTABLISHING A NOTICE OF TIME AND PLACE OF PUBLIC HEARING OF THE PROPOSED 
BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 2022-2023, AND INCLUDING PROPOSED EXPENDITURES BY 
FUND AND/OR DEPARTMENT, A STATEMENT OF THE ESTIMATED REVENUE FROM 
PROPERTY TAXES AND THE TOTAL AMOUNT FROM SOURCES OTHER THAN PROPERTY 
TAXES OF THE CITY FOR THE ENSUING FISCAL YEAR, AND A LISTING OF EXPENDITURES 
AND REVENUES DURING EACH OF THE TWO (2) PREVIOUS FISCAL YEARS, AND 
PROVIDING FOR PUBLICATION OF THE SAME. 
 
  WHEREAS, it is necessary, pursuant to Idaho Code § 50-1002, for the City Council of the City of 
Coeur d’Alene, prior to passing the Annual Appropriation Ordinance, to list expenditures and revenues 
during each of the two (2) previous fiscal years, prepare a Budget, tentatively approve the same, and enter 
such Budget at length in the journal of the proceedings and hold a public hearing. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, 
 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Coeur d’Alene that the following 
be and the same is hereby adopted as an Estimate of Expenditures and Anticipated Revenue of the City of 
Coeur d'Alene for the fiscal year beginning October 1, 2022: 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

FY 2019-20 FY 2020-21 FY 2021-22 FY 2022-23
ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET PROPOSED

GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES:
Mayor and Council $269,535 $249,875 $269,845 $259,163
Administration 210,139             215,458          223,074 320,486
Finance Department 1,197,052          1,242,197       1,298,646 1,398,397
Municipal Services 2,113,650          1,942,987       2,221,228 3,000,885
Human Resources 387,192             411,248          434,882 452,421
Legal Department 1,336,658          1,258,520       1,313,540 1,361,438
Planning Department 830,680             730,489          714,518 759,266
Building Maintenance 686,061             483,773          702,899 694,637
Police Department 15,344,192        15,810,518     17,946,242 22,027,526
Drug Task Force 4,034                 1,868              35,000
Police Department Grants 65,810               67,522            77,961 84,594
Fire Department 11,225,392        11,022,716     11,596,133 13,325,161
General Government 2,360,530          1,318,366       47,180 626,300
Streets/Garage 5,273,946          4,404,075       5,170,563 7,858,838
Parks Department 2,377,602          2,227,875       2,617,467 3,041,376
Recreation Department 630,131             644,878          755,417 815,215
Building Inspection 930,449             939,758          1,004,364 1,123,236
     TOTAL GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES: $45,243,053 $42,972,123 $46,428,959 $57,148,939
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FY 2019-20 FY 2020-21 FY 2021-22 FY 2022-23
ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET PROPOSED

SPECIAL REVENUE FUND EXPENDITURES:
Library Fund $1,737,510 $1,660,835 $1,796,065 $1,948,445
Community Development Block Grant 295,904             511,564          550,372 780,243
Impact Fee Fund 320,288             151,851          769,000 554,446
Parks Capital Improvements 1,401,401          669,336          465,460 463,614
Annexation Fee Fund 99,000               184,000          175,000 355,000
Cemetery Fund 371,613             325,591          414,040 363,711
Cemetery Perpetual Care Fund 190,494             165,035          166,500 86,000
Jewett House 10,613               16,004            26,353 139,700
Reforestation/Street Trees/Community Canopy 89,173               66,182            120,000 120,000
Public Art Funds 98,452               126,322          461,300 468,500
     TOTAL SPECIAL FUNDS:                               $4,614,448 $3,876,720 $4,944,090 $5,279,659

ENTERPRISE FUND EXPENDITURES:
Street Lighting Fund $697,852 $700,997 $658,900 $760,130
Water Fund 11,993,999        12,830,278     12,306,910 14,326,675
Wastewater Fund 14,786,078        18,335,519     24,913,490 23,738,871
Water Cap Fee Fund 673,182             2,953,446       2,650,000 3,850,000
WWTP Cap Fees Fund 813,792             1,890,784       3,840,853 2,777,660
Sanitation Fund 4,256,480          4,493,292       4,562,297 5,520,365
City Parking Fund 1,742,068          1,545,666       1,718,619 1,864,965
Drainage 1,370,477          1,039,657       2,121,738 2,504,859
     TOTAL ENTERPRISE EXPENDITURES:         $36,333,928 $43,789,639 $52,772,807 $55,343,525

FIDUCIARY FUNDS: $3,078,427 $3,156,336 $3,276,235 $3,492,454
STREET CAPITAL PROJECTS FUNDS:            1,348,887           330,476 1,400,000 1,707,964
DEBT SERVICE FUNDS:               878,931           876,281 878,408 880,083
GRAND TOTAL OF ALL EXPENDITURES:  $91,497,674 $95,001,575 $109,700,499 $123,852,624

FY 2019-20 FY 2020-21 FY 2021-22 FY 2022-23
ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET PROPOSED

Property Taxes:
General Levy $21,162,243 $16,102,305 $21,801,829 $24,054,774
Library Levy 1,764,571          1,638,497       1,622,045       1,777,266       
Fireman's Retirement Fund Levy 250,000             250,000          250,000          250,000          
Policemen's Retirement Fund Levy 152,000          
2015 G.O. Bond Levy 889,924             884,817          878,408          880,083          
TOTAL REVENUE FROM PROPERTY TAXES: $24,066,738 $18,875,619 $24,552,282 $27,114,123

ESTIMATED REVENUES:
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the same be spread upon the Minutes of this meeting and 

published in two (2) issues of the Coeur d’Alene Press, seven (7) days apart, to be published on August 
10, 2022, and August 17, 2022. 
 

FY 2019-20 FY 2020-21 FY 2021-22 FY 2022-23
ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET PROPOSED

ESTIMATED OTHER REVENUES:
Interfund Transfers $3,803,259 $3,466,447 $10,518,451 $10,693,352
Beginning Balance 51,148,192        64,051,510     24,214,160     31,768,521     
Other Revenue:
General Fund 26,948,713        25,050,892     20,148,354     27,651,019     
Library Fund 25,258               25,207            16,891            14,050            
Community Development Block Grant 295,848             511,564          550,372          780,243          
Parks Capital Improvement Fund 119,808             411,860          175,153          167,750          
Cemetery 169,657             289,035          195,324          239,150          
Annexation Fee Fund 1,556                 88,988            175,000          -                 
Impact Fee Fund 1,134,188          1,224,292       567,000          650,000          
Cemetery Perpetual Care Fund 48,346               1,970              10,000            7,000              
Jewett House 1,893                 122,149          12,353            20,200            
Reforestation 2,488                 2,488              
Street Trees 75,269               56,732            80,800            57,200            
Community Canopy 447                    149                 1,500              1,500              
Public Art Funds 200,077             125,543          138,300          16,000            
Street Lighting Fund 597,449             634,210          620,500          684,000          
Water Fund 6,534,236          7,782,718       6,677,500       7,386,024       
Wastewater Fund 12,045,110        13,357,740     12,557,800     13,248,000     
Water Capitalization Fees 1,057,863          1,380,324       1,165,000       1,225,000       
WWTP Capitalization Fees 2,200,852          2,931,071       1,515,000       2,000,000       
Sanitation Fund 4,339,868          4,532,620       4,457,000       4,603,000       
City Parking Fund 854,536             1,001,779       850,500          971,000          
Drainage 1,117,819          1,079,824       1,058,000       1,763,200       
Fiduciary Funds 2,908,315          3,067,347       3,017,950       3,238,900       
Capital Projects Fund 317,953             176,737          551,000          1,148,000       
Debt Service Fund 10,596               729                 

TOTAL REVENUE OTHER THAN PROPERTY TAXES: $115,959,596 $131,373,925 $89,273,908 $108,333,109

FY 2019-20 FY 2020-21 FY 2021-22 FY 2022-23
ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET PROPOSED

PROPERTY TAXES $24,066,738 $18,875,619 $24,552,282 $27,114,123
OTHER THAN PROPERTY TAXES        115,959,596    131,373,925      89,273,908    108,333,109 
TOTAL ESTIMATED REVENUES $140,026,334 $150,249,544 $113,826,190 $135,447,232 

SUMMARY:
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a Public Hearing on the Budget be held on the 6th day 
September, 2022, at the hour of 6:00 o’clock p.m. on said day, at which time any interested person may 
appear and show cause, if any he has, why the proposed Budget should or should not be adopted. 

 
DATED this 2nd day of August, 2022. 
 

 
_____________________________ 

            James Hammond, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_____________________________ 
Renata M. McLeod, City Clerk 
 
 
 

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

ROLL CALL:  
 
 COUNCIL MEMBER EVANS  Voted       

 
 COUNCIL MEMBER MILLER Voted       

 
 COUNCIL MEMBER GOOKIN Voted       

 
 COUNCIL MEMBER ENGLISH Voted       

 
 COUNCIL MEMBER MCEVERS Voted       

 
 COUNCIL MEMBER WOOD Voted        

 
       was absent. Motion      .  

 


	Memo-Appt to Ped_Bike Cmte (D. Passaro) 07-25-22
	Memo-Appt to Childcare Commission (Wenglikowski) 07-27-22
	cc Minutes 071922 budget wrkshp
	cc Minutes 071922
	SR - CMGC Services and Preconstruction payment (072122slb)
	SR - 2022 Art Currents (072722)
	SR - INDEPENDENCE POINT STORMWATER DESIGN AGREEMENT
	SR - Budget Resolution



