CITY OF POLSON COMMISSION
AGENDA

COMMISSION CHAMBERS June 15, 2015 7:00 P.M.

1. CALLTO ORDER
Mayor Knutson

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Mayor Knutson

3. APPROVAL OF PROPOSED AGENDA
Mayor Knutson

4. PUBLIC COMMENT ON SIGNIFICANT MATTERS TO THE PUBLIC NOT ON THE AGENDA (address items
to the Chair. Commission takes no action on items discussed

5. CONSENT AGENDA
a. Claims June 1-11, 2015
b. City Commission Meeting Minutes May 18, 2015
c. City Commission Meeting Minutes June 1, 2015
d. Resolution of Annexation Lots 2, 3, 4, & 5 Nob Hill D &S Rentals, LLP
e. Resolution of Annexation Tari Shaw, 400 JB Drive
f. Resolution of Annexation 1605 1% St East-Jensen Addition No. 2

6. CITY MANAGER COMMENTS
City Manager Mark Shrives
OLD BUSINESS

7. APPROVE A RESOLUTION SETTING IMPACT FEE COLLECTION LEVELS (tabled at the May 18, 2015 &
JUNE 1, 2015 meetings)
City Manager Mark Shrives

8. APPROVE SECOND READING OF ORDINANCE #2015-007 ADOPT CLOSURE HOURS FOR CITY PARKS
City Manager Mark Shrives

NEW BUSINESS

9. CITY JUDGE RETIREMENT/COMMITTEE TO ASSIST IN SEARCH FOR NEW CITY JUDGE
City Manager Mark Shrives

10. APPROVE TACO BELL RESTAURANT SPECIAL USE PERMIT
City Manager Mark Shrives

11. APPOINT CITY MANAGER CONTRACT COMMITTEE

Mayor Heather Knutson

m
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12, APPROVE AMENDMENT TO ANDERSON MONTGOMERY PROJECT CONTRACT (Information to be
provided at meeting)
City Manager Mark Shrives

13. ADJOURN

m
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Fund Department Name (Account) Vendor #/Name Description Amount
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 214550 Deposits Payable - 3528 THE COVE DELI & PIZZA FACILITIES-CLN DEP R 100.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410360 Municipal Court 2075 MONTANA MAGISTRATES COURT-DUES JUDGE OLS 200.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410360 Municipal Court 3428 A. DOUG OLSON COURT-CITY JUDGE CON 1,650.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410360 Municipal Court 4880 ACCESS MONTANA COURT-INTERNET SERVI 15.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410360 Municipal Court 1925 VALLEY BUSINESS SYTEMS COURT-SHARED 2030 CL 17.50
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410360 Municipal Court 2074 VERIZON WIRELESS COURT-J HART ANDROID 40.01
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410360 Municipal Court 000005 POSTMASTER COURT-1 ROLL STAMPS 49,00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410360 Municipal Court 000010 CENTURYLINK COURT-SHARED TELEPHO 19.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410362 Jury Services 000005 POSTMASTER COURT-JURY LETTERS P 343.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410400 Administrative Services 4880 ACCESS MONTANA ADMIN-INTERNET SERVI 15.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410400 Administrative Services 4743 WEX BANK ADMIN-CITY MANAGER F 33.53
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410400 Administrative Services 2074 VERIZON WIRELESS ADMIN-CITY MNGR CELL 29.82
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410500 Financial Services 4880 ACCESS MONTANA FINANCE-INTERNET SER 15.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410500 Financial Services 4743 WEX BANK FINANCE-FUEL 5/1-31/ 7.48
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410500 Financial Services 3025 FIRST BANKCARD FINANCE-CC FEES -49.80
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410500 Financial Services 3025 FIRST BANKCARD FINANCE-CC FEES -14.58
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410500 Financial Services 3025 FIRST BANKCARD FINANCE-CC FEES -18.40
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410500 Financial Services 3830 MMCTFOA FINANCE-C DOOLEY MBR 50.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 410500 Financial Services 3830 MMCTFOA FINANCE-C PRITT MBRS 50.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411100 Legal Services 4820 M RICHARD GEBHARDT FACILITIES-CITY ATTY 2,000.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411100 Legal Services 4850 MORIGEAU LAW PLLC FACILITIES-CITY ATTN 2,000.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411100 Legal Services 4820 M RICHARD GEBHARDT LEGAL SVCS - TRAVEL 187.12
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411200 Facilities (Shared Costs) 000317 MONTANA LEAGUE OF CITIES FACILITIES-MBRSHIP 2 1,436.16
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411200 Facilities (Shared Costs) 2943 CLICK HERE DESIGNS FACILITIES-UPDATE FI 27.50
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411200 Facilities (Shared Costs) 2943 CLICK HERE DESIGNS FACILITIES-INV 7210, 30.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411200 Facilities (Shared Costs) 2943 CLICK HERE DESIGNS FACILITIES-WEB HOSTI 22.50
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411200 Facilities (Shared Costs) 4831 COTE AND ASSOCIATES, CPAs FACILITIES-AUDIT END 1,673.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411200 Facilities (Shared Costs) 3902 VALLEY JOURNAL LLP FACILITIES-JANITORAL 13.50
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411200 Facilities (Shared Costs) 1925 VALLEY BUSINESS SYTEMS FACILITIES-3232 CLN/ 660.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411200 Facilities (Shared Costs) 1925 VALLEY BUSINESS SYTEMS FACILITIES-3530 CLN/ 90.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411200 Facilities (Shared Costs) 000341 MMIA-LIABILITY PROGRAM FACILITIES-EV2013034 750.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411200 Facilities (Shared Costs) 000341 MMIA-LIABILITY PROGRAM FACILITIES-EV2015035 457.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411200 Facilities (Shared Costs) 4825 IBS, INC FACILITIES-ASSORT FA 100.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411200 Facilities (Shared Costs) 000044 REPUBLIC SERVICES #889 FACILITIES-WASTE DIS 55.24
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411200 Facilities (Shared Costs) 4896 DAWN'S FLOWER DESIGNS FACILITIES-D MORRISC 50.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 411200 Facilities (Shared Costs) 000010 CENTURYLINK FACILITIES-TELEPHONE 154.87
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000552 LAKE COUNTY SHERIFF'S POLICE-DISPATCH 7/1/ 35,000.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 2234 ACE HARDWARE,/ TREMPER'S STREETS-TEE PVC, BUS 4.37
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S STREETS-SHUT OFF SPR 28.98
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S STREETS-ASSORTED PRO 20.45
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S STREETS-ASSORTED FAS 18.19
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S STREETS-SOCKET ADAPT 5.99
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 4880 ACCESS MONTANA POLICE-INTERNET SERV 15.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 4880 ACCESS MONTANA POLICE-1003 1ST ST E 128.65
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER POLICE-VEH #4 - 4 TI 55.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER POLICE-VEH #5-4 TIRE 55.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER POLICE-VEH #7-2 TIRE 27.50
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER POLICE-2 NEW TIRES 180.44
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER POLICE-2 TIRES MT/BA 27.50
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER POLICE-VEH #8-4 TIRE 55.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER POLICE-VEH #10-4 TIR 55.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER POLICE-VEH #14-4 TIR 55.00
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1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER POLICE-VEH #15-4 TIR 55.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER POLICE-VEH #16 4 TIR 55.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER POLICE-VEH #2-4 ROTA 24.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER POLICE-VEH #12-4 TIR 55.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER POLICE-CROWN VIC MT/ 55.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000080 FLATHEAD NEWSPAPER GROUP POLICE-GRAD GUIDE 48.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 1925 VALLEY BUSINESS SYTEMS POLICE-SHARED 2030 C 17.50
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 2074 VERIZON WIRELESS POLICE-CELL PHONE SE 294.29
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 4743 WEX BANK POLICE-FUEL 5/1-31/1 2,235.51
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000185 SUPER 1 FOODS POLICE-K-9 SUPPLIES 24.99
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 2074 VERIZON WIRELESS POLICE-I PHONES 321.22
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000005 POSTMASTER POLICE-1 ROLL STAMPS 49.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000010 CENTURYLINK POLICE-SHARED TELEPH 3.18
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420140 Crime Control and 000010 CENTURYLINK POLICE-CREDIT TELEPH -54.37
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420230 Care and Custody of 000552 LAKE COUNTY SHERIFF'S POLICE-ARP PRISONER 6.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420400 Fire Protection and 4793 AUTOZONE, INC FIRE-15W-40 DIESEL O 33.82
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420400 Fire Protection and 000281 BISHOP INSURANCE SERVICE FIRE-VFP ACCIDENT & 3,587.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420400 Fire Protection and 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S FIRE-CABINET LOCKS 43.97
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420400 Fire Protection and 4880 ACCESS MONTANA FIRE-INTERNET SERVIC 15.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420400 Fire Protection and 3614 THE CAR WASH/GROGAN'S FIRE-VEH WASH 5/1-31 7.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420400 Fire Protection and 2074 VERIZON WIRELESS FIRE-CELL PHONE SERV 77.98
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420400 Fire Protection and 4743 WEX BANK FIRE-FUEL 5/1-31/15 383.29
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420400 Fire Protection and 3025 FIRST BANKCARD FIRE-MG TRAVEL LODGI 153.80
1000 General All-Purpcse Fund 420400 Fire Protection and 3068 WALMART COMMUNITY CREDIT FIRE-.5LT DRINKING W 47.52
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420400 Fire Protection and 000010 CENTURYLINK FIRE-CREDIT TELEPHON =35.17
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420540 Land Use 4835 SANDS SURVEYING, INC PLANNING-CONTRACT PL 3,195.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420540 Land Use 4880 ACCESS MONTANA PLANNING-INTERNET SE 15.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 420540 Land Use 000080 FLATHEAD NEWSPAPER GROUP PLANNING-PUBLIC MEET 10.80
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 430240 Road and Street 4880 ACCESS MONTANA STREETS-SATELITE INT 28.97
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 430240 Road and Street 4825 IBS, INC STREETS-ASSORTED PRO 326.82
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 430240 Road and Street 000044 REPUBLIC SERVICES #889 STREETS—-SHARED WASTE 27.36
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 430240 Road and Street 2074 VERIZON WIRELESS STREETS—-CELL PHONE § 117.61
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 430240 Road and Street 000010 CENTURYLINK STREETS-TELEPHONE SE 93.85
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 430240 Road and Street 3014 QUIK E'Z TOWING & STREETS-BRAKE REPAIR 1,175.75
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 460430 Parks 001518 INSTY PRINTS PARKS-BLUEPRINTS 250
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 460430 Parks 001518 INSTY PRINTS PARKS-1 18 X 24 1.25
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 460430 Parks 2554 ODYSSEY AUTOGLASS PARKS-2000 FORD RNGR 200.00
1000 General All-Purpese Fund 460430 Parks 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S PARKS-CHAIN LINK, WR 21.95
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 460430 Parks 4880 ACCESS MONTANA PARKS—-INTERNET SERVI 15.00
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 460430 Parks 4880 ACCESS MONTANA PARKS—-SATELITE SERVI 28.97
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 460430 Parks 4743 WEX BANK PARKS-FUEL 5/1-31/15 574.13
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 460430 Parks 3068 WALMART COMMUNITY CREDIT PARKS-BATTERIES 29.87
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 460430 Parks 3068 WALMART COMMUNITY CREDIT PARKS-WASTEBASKETS 28.40
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 460430 Parks 3068 WALMART COMMUNITY CREDIT PARKS-BROOMS/DUST PA 35.32
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 460430 Parks 000241 NORMONT EQUIPMENT CO. PARKS-STENCILS 84.04
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 460430 Parks 000044 REPUBLIC SERVICES #889 PARKS-WASTE DISPOSAL 603.79
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 460430 Parks 2074 VERIZON WIRELESS PARKS-CELL PHONE SER 161.36
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 460430 Parks 000010 CENTURYLINK PARKS-CREDIT TELE SE -8.05
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 460430 Parks 000048 MIDLAND IMPLEMENT CO. PARKS-2 CK VLV 80E 80.08
1000 General All-Purpose Fund 460430 Parks 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER PARKS-2 TIRE MOUNTS 16.00
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Total for Fund: 62,359.82
2020 Police Municipal Services 420140 Crime Control and 2888 MISSION VALLEY SECURITY POLICE-PET IMMUNE MO 120.34
2020 Police Municipal Services 420140 Crime Control and 4471 WHELEN ENGINEERING POLICE-LED RED LIGHT 77.40
2020 Police Municipal Services 420140 Crime Control and 3614 THE CAR WASH/GROGAN'S POLICE-VEH WASH 5/1- 69.68
2020 Police Municipal Services 420140 Crime Control and 4849 JOHN DEERE FINANCIAL POLICE-K-9 SUPPLIES 14.99
2020 Police Municipal Services 420140 Crime Control and 4849 JOHN DEERE FINANCIAL POLICE-K-9 SUPPLIES 51.47
2020 Police Municipal Services 420140 Crime Control and 000044 REPUBLIC SERVICES #889 POLICE-SHARED WASTE 27.36
2020 Police Municipal Services 420140 Crime Control and 2074 VERIZON WIRELESS POLICE-AIRCARDS & NO 520.29
2020 Police Municipal Services 420140 Crime Control and 000468 FIRST INTERSTATE BANK OF POLICE-SUBPOENA BILL 110.50

Total for Fund: 992.03
2222 park Donations - 460430 Parks 4841 JOANNA YARDLEY PARKS—-INTERPRETIVE S 2,925.00

Total for Fund: 2,925.00
2394 Building Code Enforcement 420500 Protective Inspections 4880 ACCESS MONTANA BUILDING-INTERNET SE 15.00
2394 Building Code Enforcement 420500 Protective Inspections 4743 WEX BANK BUILDING-FUEL 05/01- 52.52
2394 Building Code Enforcement 420500 Protective Inspections 4910 O'REILLY AUTOMOTIVE INC BUILDING-WIPER FLUID 2.59
2394 Building Code Enforcement 420500 Protective Inspections 000010 CENTURYLINK BUILDING-CREDIT TELE -17.45

Total for Fund: 52.66
2395 Tree Fund 480150 Tree Conservation 000011 MISSION VALLEY POWER PARKS—-SPORTS COMPLX, 12.15

Total for Fund: 12.15
2720 Peolice Donations 420140 Crime Control and 4896 DAWN'S FLOWER DESIGNS POLICE-D MORRISON SY 60.00

Total for Fund: 60.00
2810 Police Training Fund 420140 Crime Control and 3025 FIRST BANKCARD POLICE-JH TRAVEL LOD 387.99
2810 Police Training Fund 420140 Crime Control and 3025 FIRST BANKCARD POLICE-MS TRAVEL LOD 387.9¢

Total for Fund: 775.98
2820 Gas Apportionment Tax 430240 Road and Street 4818 PIONEER CHEMICAL SUPPLY STREETS—-GREEN STUFF 129.95
2820 Gas Apportionment Tax 430240 Road and Street 4049 D & D CUSTOMS AND STREETS-KARI LANE SI 40.00
2820 Gas Apportionment Tax 430240 Road and Street 4743 WEX BANK STREETS-FUEL 5/1-31/ 523.48

Total for Fund: 693.43
2943 RCDI/Growth Policy 420540 Land Use 4835 SANDS SURVEYING, INC PLANNING-GROWTH POLI 472.50

Total for Fund: 472.50
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 000063 LAKE COUNTY TREASURER GOLF MAINT-IRRIGATIO 422.06
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 000063 LAKE COUNTY TREASURER GOLF MAINT-IRRIGATIO 1,410.03
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 000063 LAKE COUNTY TREASURER GOLF MAINT-IRRIGATIO 441.75
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 000048 MIDLAND IMPLEMENT CO. GOLF MAINT-1" CONV F 877.41
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5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 000048 MIDLAND IMPLEMENT CO. GOLF MAINT-1" CONV F 105.35
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 000048 MIDLAND IMPLEMENT CO. GOLF MAINT-PRIMER & 53.63
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 4849 JOHN DEERE FINANCIAL GOLF MAINT-VARIETY S 239.83
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 4530 GLACIER LAKE SAND & GOLF MAINT-SCREENED 99.45
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S ~ GOLF MAINT-PAINT, PE 110.88
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S GOLF MAINT-GALV ADAP 23.96
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S GOLF MAINT-PVC, & PV 27.47
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 4880 ACCESS MONTANA GOLF MAINT-INTERNET 77.94
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 000644 CITY OF POLSON WATER GOLF MAINT-COURSE RE 42.13
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 000644 CITY OF POLSON WATER GOLF MAINT-COURSE RE 52.54
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 000644 CITY OF POLSON WATER GOLF MAINT-COURSE RE 109.40
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 000644 CITY OF POLSON WATER GOLF MAINT-COURSE RE 305.00
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 4825 IBS, INC GOLF MAINT-MULTI PUR 104.30
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 001145 MISSOULA TEXTILE SERVICES GOLF MAINT-LAUNDRY 18.92
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 001145 MISSOULA TEXTILE SERVICES GOLF MAINT-LAUNDRY 11.66
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 001145 MISSOULA TEXTILE SERVICES GOLF MAINT-LAUNDRY 18.92
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 001145 MISSOULA TEXTILE SERVICES GOLF MAINT-LAUNDRY 11.66
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 000044 REPUBLIC SERVICES #889 GOLF MAINT-WASTE DIS 121.84
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 000010 CENTURYLINK GOLF MAINT-TELEPHONE 154.86
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 1864 CHS/MOUNTAIN WEST GOLF MAINT-FUEL 924.83
5010 Golf Fund 460446 Golf Course - 1864 CHS/MOUNTAIN WEST GOLF MAINT-FUEL 829.61
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 000076 LINK'S MANAGEMENT, INC. GOLF PRO-PRO CONTRAC 9,932.98
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 4915 MSGR - GOLF PRO-MSGA GOLF D 200.00
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 4906 PRISTINE WINDOWS GOLF PRO-CLEANING WI 23z2.00
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S  GOLF PRO-SIGNAL HORN 39.98
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S  GOLF PRO-HEFTY BAGS 14.99
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 2234 ACE HARDWARE,/ TREMPER'S GOLF PRO-PLEAT AIR F 19.96
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S  GOLF PRO-HALOGEN BUL 23.22
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 2234 ACE HARDWARE,/ TREMPER'S GOLF PRO-ASSORTED PR 22.46
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course — Pro Sheop 2234 ACE HRRDWARE/ TREMPER'S GOLF PRO-ASSORTED BA 16.98
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S  GOLF PRO-BULB 14.99
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 000644 CITY OF POLSON WATER GOLF PRO-PRO SHOP 177.60
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Gelf Course — Pro Shop 000080 FLATHEAD NEWSPAPER GROUP GOLF PRO-INVITATION 59.40
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 2651 MISSOULIAN GOLF PRO-GOLF CART S 285.00
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 001145 MISSOULA TEXTILE SERVICES GOLF PRO-LAUNDRY 15.42
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 001145 MISSOULA TEXTILE SERVICES GOLF PRO-LAUNDRY 4.68
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 001145 MISSOULA TEXTILE SERVICES GOLF PRO-LAUNDRY 5.87
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 001145 MISSOULA TEXTILE SERVICES GOLF PRO-LAUNDRY 4.00
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 000044 REPUBLIC SERVICES #889 GOLF PRO-SHARED WAST 110.01
5010 Golf Fund 460447 Golf Course - Pro Shop 000010 CENTURYLINK GOLF PRO-TELEPHONE S 181.78
5010 Golf Fund 460448 Golf Course - Carts 1864 CHS/MOUNTAIN WEST GOLF PRO-FUEL 341.89
5010 Golf Fund 460448 Golf Course - Carts 1864 CHS/MOUNTAIN WEST GOLF PRO-FUEL 182.34
5010 Golf Fund 460448 Golf Course - Carts 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER GOLF MAINT-TUBE 17.25
5010 Golf Fund 460448 Golf Course — Carts 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER GOLF MAINT-2 TURF TI 97.50
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3490 MONTANA TAVERN GOLF REST-BEER/WINE 100.00
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Geolf Course Restaurant 3447 SUMMIT BEVERAGE GOLF REST-ASST BEERS 750.49
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3447 SUMMIT BEVERAGE GOLF REST-JOCKEY BOX 360.00
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3233 FOOD SERVICES OF AMERICA GOLF REST-FOOD SUPPL 660.51
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3233 FOOD SERVICES OF AMERICA GOLF REST-KITCHEN SU 52.10
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3233 FOOD SERVICES OF AMERICA GOLF REST-KITCHEN SU 26.95
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3233 FOOD SERVICES OF AMERICA GOLF REST-FOOD SUPPL 311.44
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3233 FOOD SERVICES OF AMERICA GOLF REST-FOOD SUPPL 549.19
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5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3233 FOOD SERVICES OF AMERICA GOLF REST-KITCHEN SU 95.36
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3233 FOOD SERVICES OF AMERICA GOLF REST-FOOD PRODU -97.59
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3233 FOOD SERVICES OF AMERICA GOLF REST-FOOD PRODU -37.30
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3233 FOOD SERVICES OF AMERICA GOLF REST-CREDIT -4.95
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3427 ZIP BEVERAGE GOLF REST-ASST BEERS 151.18
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 4754 PEPSI-COLA BOTTLING OF GOLF REST-ASST BEVER 218.65
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 4754 PEPSI-COLA BOTTLING OF GOLF REST-ASST BEVER 94.85
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 4754 PEPSI-COLA BOTTLING OF GOLF REST-ASST BEVER 150.80
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 000316 WALLACES GOLF SHOP GOLF REST-ASST SNACK 310.99
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3233 FOOD SERVICES OF AMERICA GOLF REST-FOOD SUPPL 519.42
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 000185 SUPER 1 FOODS GOLF REST-FOOD SUPPL 39.49
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 000185 SUPER 1 FOODS GOLF REST-FOOD SUPPL 21.80
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 000185 SUPER 1 FOQODS GOLF REST-KITCHEN SU 9.99
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 000185 SUPER 1 FOODS GOLF REST-FOOD SUPPL 11.96
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 000185 SUPER 1 FOODS GOLF REST-FOOD SUPPL 2,97
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 000185 SUPER 1 FOODS GOLF REST-FOOD SUPPL 6.00
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 000185 SUPER 1 FOODS GOLF REST-FOOD SUPPL 23.75
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 000185 SUPER 1 FOODS GOLF REST-FOOD SUPPL 13.37
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 000185 SUPER 1 FOODS GOLF REST-KITCHEN SU 9.75
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 000185 SUPER 1 FOODS GOLF REST-FOOD SUPPL 18.01
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3233 FOOD SERVICES OF AMERICA GOLF REST-FOOD SUPPL 351.72
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3447 SUMMIT BEVERAGE GOLF REST-ASST BEERS 355.77
503.0 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3447 SUMMIT BEVERAGE GOLF REST-CREDIT FOR ;~350.00
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 4905 GEORGE'S DISTRIBUTING INC GOLF REST-ASST WINES 120.72
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3447 SUMMIT BEVERAGE GOLF REST-ASST BEER 1,058.39
5010 Golf Fund 460450 Golf Course Restaurant 3427 zIP BEVERAGE GOLF REST-ASST BEERS 1,283.00
5010 Golf Fund 460460 G. C. Restaurant O & M 000644 CITY OF POLSON WATER GOLF REST-RESTAURANT 177.60
5010 Golf Fund 460460 G. C. Restaurant O & M 3306 POLSON PROPANE GOLF REST-PROPANE FU 291.35
5010 Golf Fund 460460 G. C. Restaurant O & M 001145 MISSOULA TEXTILE SERVICES GOLF REST-LAUNDRY 37.28
5010 Golf Fund 460460 G. C. Restaurant O & M 001145 MISSOULA TEXTILE SERVICES GOLF REST-LAUNDRY 15.46
5010 Golf Fund 460460 G. C. Restaurant 0 & M 001145 MISSOULA TEXTILE SERVICES GOLF REST-LAUNDRY 34.20
5010 Geolf Fund 460460 G. C. Restaurant 0 & M 001145 MISSOULA TEXTILE SERVICES GOLF REST-LAUNDRY 3.42
5010 Golf Fund 460460 G. C. Restaurant O & M 001145 MISSOULA TEXTILE SERVICES GOLF REST-LAUNDRY 24.00
5010 Golf Fund 460460 G. C. Restaurant 0 & M 000044 REPUBLIC SERVICES #889 GOLF REST-SHARED WAS 110.01
5010 Golf Fund 460460 G. C. Restaurant O & M 000010 CENTURYLINK GOLF REST-TELEPHONE 125.34

Total for Fund: 26,603.17
5210 Water Fund 430500 Water Utilities 4880 ACCESS MONTANA WATER-INTERNET SERVI 15.00
5210 Water Fund 430500 water Utilities 4880 ACCESS MONTANA WATER-SATELITE INTER 38.97
5210 Water Fund 430500 Water Utilities 3025 FIRST BANKCARD WATER-USPS POSTAGE 17.90
5210 Water Fund 430500 Water Utilities 3025 FIRST BANKCARD WATER-GLOVES 7.00
5210 Water Fund 430500 Water Utilities 3025 FIRST BANKCARD WATER-WELDING APRON 11.49
5210 Water Fund 430500 Water Utilities 3929 CARSON BROTHERS, INC. WATER-HVAC REPAIR 277.00
5210 Water Fund 430530 Source of Supply and 4916 GARDNER'S RV & TRAILER WATER-UTILITY TRAILE 3,400.00
5210 Water Fund 430530 Source of Supply and 000080 FLATHEAD NEWSPAPER GROUP WATER-PROCUREMENT AN 100.80
5210 Water Fund 430530 Source of Supply and 4074 APPLIED WATER CONSULTING WATER-SERV MAR 30-MA 2,084.28
5210 Water Fund 430540 Purification and 000101 MONTANA ENVIRONMENTAL WATER-COLIFM BAC, CH 96.00
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 4229 HOMETOWN PLUMBING LLC WATER-NEW WTR LINE 594.12
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 000693 MONTANA RAIL LINK, INC. WATER-700"' LONG WIR 100.00
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 2434 MISSION VALLEY AUTO, INC. WATER-'08 FORD REPAI 542.98
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 2007 UTILITIES UNDERGROUND WATER-UTILITY LOCATE 25.23
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5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S WATER-ADJ WRNCH, VOL 29.98
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 2234 ACE HARDWARE,/ TREMPER'S WATER-ASSORTED PRODU 29.90
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S WATER-FASTENERS 3.28
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S WATER-CONNECTOR 6.49
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S WATER-AA BATTERY 9.99
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S WATER-COUPLING, PLUG 14.98
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S WATER-COUPLEINGS, QW 25.06
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S WATER-DRILL BIT, FAS 23.90
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S WATER-PVC CONDUIT, C 3.97
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S WATER-ATIR WRNCH, QUI 42.48
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S WATER-RULE TAPE 21.99
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 2234 ACE HARDWARE,/ TREMPER'S WATER-COUPLE 2.58
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 000046 BEACON TIRE CENTER WATER-4 TIRES MT/BAL 55.00
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 4743 WEX BANK WATER-FUEL 05/01-31/ 235.03
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 4006 HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS, WATER-ASST SUPPLY RE 411.00
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 4006 HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS, WATER-8" RM MACRO DI 993.96
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 001161 JENSEN BACKHOE INC. WATER-KWATAQNUK-WTR 7,260.00
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 4507 MT WATERWORKS, LLC WATER-120V 3-WAY SOL 165.00
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 4820 M RICHARD GEBHARDT WATER-DWNTOWN WATER 235.00
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 000044 REPUBLIC SERVICES #889 WATER-SHARED WASTE D 27.36
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 2074 VERIZON WIRELESS WATER-CELL PHONE SER 170.55
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 000010 CENTURYLINK WATER-TELEPHONE SERV 213,30
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 3306 POLSON PROPANE WATER-REPAIR LINE LA 154,50
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 4006 HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS, WATER-STOCK INVENTOR 2,672.08
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 3260 ANDERSON MONTGOMERY WATER-INV #8 4/18-6/ 41,964.02
5210 Water Fund 430550 Transmission and 3260 ANDERSCON MONTGOMERY WATER-TRIBAL WTR LOO 3,753.75
5210 Water Fund 430570 Customer Accounting and 1780 BLACK MOUNTAIN SOFTWARE, WATER-MP50 CASS CERT 50.00
5210 Water Fund 430570 Customer Accounting and 000005 POSTMASTER WATER-BILLING RESERV 315.00

Total for Fund: 66,200.92
5310 Sewer Fund 430600 Sewer Utilities 2434 MISSION VALLEY AUTO, INC. SEWER-'08 FORD REPAT 542.99
5310 Sewer Fund 430600 Sewer Utilities 4880 ACCESS MONTANA SEWER-INTERNET SERVI 15.00
5310 Sewer Fund 430600 Sewer Utilities 4880 ACCESS MONTANA SEWER-SATELITE INTER 38.97
5310 Sewer Fund 430600 Sewer Utilities 3025 FIRST BANKCARD SEWER-GLOVES 6.99
5310 Sewer Fund 430600 Sewer Utilities 3025 FIRST BANKCARD SEWER-WELDING APRON 11.50
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 4916 GARDNER'S RV & TRAILER SEWER-UTILITY TRAILE 3,400.00
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 000101 MONTANA ENVIRONMENTAL SEWER-LAB; AMMONIA, 159.00
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collecticn and 000101 MONTANA ENVIRONMENTAL SEWER-LAB; AMMONIA, 112.00
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 000101 MONTANA ENVIRONMENTAL SEWER-LAB; BOD n-Hex 122.00
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 000101 MONTANA ENVIRCNMENTAL SEWER-LAB BOD 47.00
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 2007 UTILITIES UNDERGROUND SEWER-UTILITY LOCATE 25.23
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 3411 WESTERN STATES EQUIPMENT SEWER-PORTABLE GENER 1,345.02
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 2234 ACE HARDWARE/ TREMPER'S SEWER-ALUM RAIL END 8.97
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 000011 MISSION VALLEY POWER SEWER-WEST SHORE 107.40
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 3306 POLSON PROFANE SEWER-PROPANE FUEL 227.91
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 4743 WEX BANK SEWER-FUEL 05/01-31/ 838.92
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 2074 VERIZON WIRELESS SEWER~CELL PHONE SER 170.56
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 000010 CENTURYLINK SEWER-TELEPHNE SERV 169.49
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 000010 CENTURYLINK SEWER-TELEPHNE SERV 105.30
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 3306 POLSON PROPANE SEWER-REPARI LINE LA 154.50
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 3306 POLSON PROPANE SEWER-FUEL 804 7TH A 115.12
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5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 4756 J&M TRANSPORTATION SEWER-COURIER SERVIC 36.00
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 4756 J&M TRANSPORTATION SEWER-COURIER SERVIC 36.00
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 4756 J&M TRANSFORTATION SEWER-COURIER SERVIC 36.00
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 4756 JsM TRANSPORTATION SEWER-COURIER SERVIC 36.00
5310 Sewer Fund 430630 Collection and 001725 LAKE COUNTY SOLID WASTE SEWER-CONCRETE WASTE 70.00
5310 Sewer Fund 430640 Treatment and Disposal 4769 XYLEM DEWATERING SEWER-RENTAL SUC HOS 513.00
5310 Sewer Fund 430640 Treatment and Disposal 4820 M RICHARD GEBHARDT SEWERL-TREATMENT REH 120.00
5310 Sewer Fund 430640 Treatment and Disposal 000044 REPUBLIC SERVICES #889 SEWER-SHARED WASTE D 27.36
5310 Sewer Fund 430670 Customer Accounting and 1780 BLACK MOUNTAIN SOFTWARE, SEWER-MP50 CASS CERT 50.00
5310 Sewer Fund 430670 Customer Accounting and 000005 POSTMASTER SEWER-BILLING RESERV 315.00
Total for Fund: 8,963.23

Total: 170,110.89
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1000 General All-Purpose Fund

101000 $62,359.82
2020 Police Municipal Services Levy

101000 $992.03
2222 park Donations - Restricted

101000 $2,925.00
2394 Building Code Enforcement

101000 $52.66
2395 Tree Fund

101000 §12.15
2720 Police Donations

101000 $60.00
2810 Police Training Fund

101000 $775.98
2820 Gas Apporticnment Tax Fund

101000 $693.43
2943 RCDI/Growth Peolicy

101000 $472.50
5010 Golf Fund

101000 $26,603.17
5210 Water Fund

101000 $66,200.92
5310 Sewer Fund

101000 $8,963.23

Total: $170,110.
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CITY OF POLSON .
CITY COMMISSION MEETING _H b.

Commission Chambers May 18, 2015 7:00 p.m.

ATTENDANCE: Mayor Heather Knutson, Commissioners Campbell, Erickson, Morrison, Siler, Turner,
and Southerland. City Manager Shrives, City Clerk Cora Pritt

OTHERS PRESENT (who voluntarily signed in): Dennis Duty, Elsa Duford, Lita Fonda, Rick LaPiana,
Bonnie Manicke, Lee Manicke, Joyce Norman, Richard Norman, Alysha Valentine, and Steven Valentine

CALL TO ORDER: (00:02) Mayor Knutson called the meeting to order. The Pledge of Allegiance was
recited. Roll call was taken.

APPROVAL OF PROPOSED AGENDA (00:44) Mayor Knutson asks City Manager Shrives for his
change to the Agenda. City Manager Shrives adds the acceptance of the Community Development Block
Grant for the Growth Policy in the amount of $7, 150.00 to the Consent Agenda. Commissioner Turner
motion to approve the proposed agenda with the changes. Commissioner Morrison second. City
Commission discussion: none Public comment: none VOTE: Unanimous Motion carried

PUBLIC COMMENT ON SIGNIFICANT MATTERS TO THE PUBLIC NOT ON THE AGENDA
( 2:01)-none

CONSENT AGENDA(2:29)-(a). Claims May 1-13, 2015 (b). City Commission Meeting Minutes May 4,
2015, (c). Walgreen Final Plat (d). Finance Ofticer Bank Reconciliation February 28, 2014 (e). Finance
Officer Bank Reconciliation March 31, 2014 (f) CDBG-$7,150.00 for Growth Policy Re-write.
Commissioner Southerland motion to approve the consent agenda. Commissioner Erickson second.
Commission discussion: none Public Comment: Elsa Duford questioned the claim from Commissioner
Southerland’s trip to Helena. Elsa would like the public be given a copy of Commissioner Southerland’s
testimony. Commissioner Southerland explained that her testimony was approximately 15 seconds. She
was permitted to state her name, representation, and that was all due to the amount of testimony regarding
the Water Compact Agreement hearing. City Manager Mark Shrives made a correction to the
Commission Meeting Minutes of May 4, 2015 for clarification in the Discuss/Direction agenda item. Elsa
Duford commented on the confusion on the Walgreens Final Plat and Norman 2 Lot Minor Subdivision
application. The Walgreen packet has 9 pages on the City website. The first 6 pages deal with Walgreens
and the following 3 pages deal with the Norman 2 Lot Minor Subdivision. City Manager Shrives
answered that the error was due to cut/paste. Mayor Knutson clarified that the Walgreens project ends at
page 6. Mayor Knutson then notes that the changes made to the City Commission Meeting minutes
of May 4, 2015 as well as the correction in the 5 ¢ material. The motion is amended to include these
changes. VOTE: Unanimous Motion carried

CITY MANAGER COMMENTS (10:27)-City Manager Mark Shrives reported on the following: The
City of Polson is in receipt of DNRC & TSEP Grant approval notice from Governor Bullock’s office.
The City also was award a CDBG Grant in the amount of $7,150.00 for the Growth Policy update.

Polson Fire Department Membership President Julie Sisler and Lt. Kevin Straub have requested, on
behalf of the Membership, the opportunity to comment on the new policies. City Manager Shrives
answered that comments from the Membership would be welcomed. Senator Steve Daines sent a
Congratulatory note to the Polson Volunteer Fire Department for participating in the recent Stair Climb
competition in Seattle, WA two months ago. Currently there are bid packets out for the Golf Course New
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Cart Storage Building. The bids will be opened May 29" at 1:00 p.m. Also, any discussion or questions
regarding the recent Utility Billing changes. Commissioner Southerland commented about a question she
had from a renter. The renter currently gets the bill. This was worked out in their rental agreement. If
the owner faults on the water bill how will that impact the renter? What recourse will the renter have?
City Manager Shrives answered that it would go back to whatever the rental contract states. The City is
not going to try and answer what the renter can do to the landlord. The way the City looked at it is: it has
always been in the landlord’s name. So if there was a water bill due, it always fell to the owner to pay.
Once the City starts the process, it is a 60-90 day process. The first notice the renter gets, they are going
to know that the water bill has not been paid. Commissioner Turner asks if this is State law. Mayor
Knutson answers that yes, it is State law that the owner is responsible for the water bill. Commissioner
Turner asks about an update on the Downtown Water Looping Project. City Manager Shrives answers
that the paving on Main St. and 1% St East will happen this week, then the project will begin working 4™
Ave. Still a little bit ahead of schedule with a completion date of early June. Commissioner Turner asks
Water Sewer Superintendent Tony Porrazzo if the streets are going to be cleaned once the project is
completed. Tony answers yes once everything is done, LHC will come thru and sweep the streets.
Commissioner Campbell asked if the lights installed in the park are working. City Manager Shrives
answered that he knew the electrician was going finish the installation.

APPROVE NORMAN TWO LOT MINOR SUBDIVISION PRELIMINARY PLAT
(19:35)-Contracted Planner Erica Wirtala presented this agenda item. Erica-“Good
evening Mayor and Commissioners. Tonight before you is a request for a preliminary plat
approval for a minor two lot subdivision. The applicants are Joyce and Richard Norman
and they are here in the audience as is their technical rep. Jack Duffy. This is application
number SD15-02 and I’m just going to skip to page two of our Staff Report and the
proposal is asking for Preliminary Plat approval of a two lot minor subdivision which will
split property that has two existing homes on it. So that each home can be situated on its
own lot. Typically this is a non-conforming use if you were in the zone area and you have
one lot, you should have one house per lot. So this is correcting a non-conforming use.
And this did not come about because of the owners. The properties were built out and
zoning came along on top of it. So this was nothing that they created intentionally. This
subdivision proposal will actually bring the property into zoning compliance. The original
home was constructed in the 1920°s and the second home was constructed later but still
pre zoning and is being rented out. The applicant lives in the second home and rents out
the original. They are just looking to divide the property so that they can perhaps get out
of the landlord situation. It is 1.89 acres in size and it will create lot 1A which is .86
gross acres and lot A2 which is 1.03 gross acres. This is within the Medium Density
Zoning District which has a minimum lot size of 7,000 square feet. So this creates two
lots that are within conformance with that zoning. Lot Al does not front on a public road
but as you can see by the attached aerial photograph that they have an existing driveway
situation which they will continue to use the private easement agreement. On page four,
The Review Process, this goes straight to you guys as a minor subdivision. It does not
have a review through the City County Planning Board. There’s some analysis there and
the first item on that is whether or not it is a major or a minor subdivision. That’s not my
responsibility to look up just because it puts the City in a position of liability should I be
wrong. In that analysis of that responsibility falls on the Technical Rep which is Mr.
Duffy as a PLS. What I asked for was just a certification that that property had not been
split more than five times since 1973. 1973 is that magic number of Montana Subdivision
and Planning Act. There was a certified stamped letter that he included in the application
to that effect thereof. The second item which is on page five under my analysis is
setbacks. Within the application packet, the applicant had noted that the detached garage
on the property is a little too close to the proposed split line and they asked for a
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variance. Well, there’s two separate things going on here. He’s requesting a zoning
variance because setbacks are a zoning issue and this is a subdivision. So I looked
through the zoning code on that and actually there was some language written into the
specific zone, Medium Density Zoning District. It does require a nine foot or excuse me a
15 foot rear yard setback and there’s 9.5 feet of setback from that detached garage to the
proposed line. But item C within that chapter suggests an intent to relax the strict
interpretation of setbacks where there are existing structures. It does read, “Where
previous development has resulted in setbacks less than those specified by this table, the
administrator may permit building in conformance with the existing pattern 1. If
Covenants recorded prior to the effective date, and there were no covenants on this but A
the subdivision was not vacant on the effective date of these regulations, so that suggests
to me that because the structures were there prior to zoning and we are correcting a non-
conforming use and it still has a portion of it being non-conforming that we are correcting
the greater non-conforming. I could rationalize that out. I looked at this with six criteria
that are required by State law. There are six of those and it met all of those different
effects and standards that we have to meet. It met the criteria laid out in the Montana
Subdivision and Planning Act. On page eight | note that it conforms to the Growth Policy
and it conforms to the zoning. Legal and physical address is provided by Hillcrest Drive
which is a public City street. That would be via a 12’ shared access easement to the
Hillcrest Drive. There is a third party that also uses that driveway, however since it is on
a property that does not co-join with the subdivision, we could not force them to become
party to the Road Maintenance Agreement. They will just have to maybe make a good will
effort to join them on that. There are three parties using that one access. So I have 19
Conditions of Preliminary Plat Approval should you decide to go ahead and approve this.
I would just like to point out Condition #3-which is that agreement which provides access
to both of the lots and the shared responsibility of that driveway, which would be
snowplowing and maintenance, perhaps some landscaping should a tree fall on it or it
needs something to keep that in good serviceable use. Condition #5 pertains to the
irrigation ditch that runs along the north end of that property. The applicants will need to
sort of if to sever the water rights to Lot A2 or if they would like to split the existing right
and share it. That is something that they will have to work out with that Irrigation District
and place the applicable easements on the Final Plat when that time comes. Additionally
on Condition #14 the applicant will waive the rights to protest an RSID, that’s my error.
[t should just read SID. That is a Special Improvement District for sidewalk installation
and/or road, sewer or water improvements should this ever come to fruition. Apparently
those waivers are good for 20 years. That would just go on the face of the Final Plat that
the applicant would then sign. So, that’s my report. The applicant’s, as I’ve mentioned,
are here tonight and are available for questions if you have any or they may enjoy a
moment to speak at the podium as well as their Technical Rep Mr. Duffy. Thank you.”
Mayor Knutson, “Do any of you have anything to add to the report?” Joyce Norman,
“This is my husband Richard Norman. We’re the ones that are requesting the subdivision.
We have been trying to downsize. We’re over 45 years old at this point and we have a lot
of house. We have two houses as a matter of fact. So we’ve decided we’re going to sell
and downsize. But when you have two houses and on a large piece of property, it’s very
difficult to sell. By subdividing we have a better chance of being able to handle the
property as one piece instead of the big piece. You mentioned something about the ditch.
Well I talked to Michelle Littleboy today and she said there’s no problems but she would
highly recommend that we put an easement all the way down the side of the property so
that the persons on the front portion will have total access to the pump and everything else
and that there be a total shared with two tax numbers and of course that comes with the
subdivision. That’s about it. If you have any questions we’re here and happy to answer.”
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Mayor Knutson, “Thank you. Will that be on the Final Plat then?” Joyce Norman, “Yes.”
Mayor Knutson, “Any questions, comments or discussion?” Commissioner Siler, “I have a
question on #14 on the sidewalks. They are the applicants now but if they sell the
property does that waiver go forward with both lots?” Erica Wirtala, “The waiver runs
with the land.” Commissioner Siler, “And it’s split up so that whichever one so they will
be responsible for the sidewalks?” Erica Wirtala, “That’s correct.” Mayor Knutson, “Any
other discussion? Okay. Then | would look for a motion to approve.” Commissioner
Turner, “I’ll make a motion to approve the Preliminary Plat request and its
associated conditions of approval on behalf of Richard and Joyce Norman for their
1.89 acre parcel as described above.” Commissioner Campbell, “Second.” Mayor
Knutson, “I have a motion from Commissioner Turner and a second from Commissioner
Campbell. Do I have any additional Commission discussion? Do [ have any Public
Comment on Agenda Item No. 77" Margie Hendricks, “ Madame Mayor, [ am going to
read a comment because I just have a hard time remembering what it is [ want to say when
I get up here. Joyce and Richard Norman, have applied for subdivision approval. Their
application claims a road access for the subdivision that runs through our property. My
husband and | were not notified such proceeding were taking place and only became aware
over the week-end the subdivision was on the City Commission agenda for approval
tonight. Information in the packet submitted to the City Commission shows a 12” wide
access easement on our property running 150.96 feet along our west property line. The
existing unrecorded chip sealed road was not surveyed to show its exact location but the
width and length were arbitrarily chosen to identify the general location of the access.
For 60 years the current and historic owners of the property directly west of our property
line now owned by Joyce and Richard Norman has had an unrecorded road access along
our west property line. For sixty years my husband and I, and the previous owner of our
property has had a road access through what is now the Norman property which accesses
areas of our property west and north of our residence. | see no evidences that our rights
pertaining to the two unrecorded road accesses were disclosed to the Planner or Planning
Board. The findings of fact in the staff report provided the Planning Board for review
indicates Lot | will access Hillcrest Drive via an existing 12” shared access easement.
Staff recommendations No. 3 says both lots Al and A2 shall construct an agreement
providing for the maintenance and shared responsibility of the driveway that provides
access to both lots. My husband and I have a legal interest in any decisions made
regarding the proposed road access, whether it is recorded or not, yet, we have been
totally unaware of the deliberations that have been taking place regarding this issue. 1
believe state and local codes require that those with an interest in property to be
subdivided be notified so they have an opportunity to represent their interest. My husband
and [ did not receive notification a subdivision application was being reviewed. My
husband and I are asking that the Norman subdivision application be denied because the
planning staff and planning board were not sufficiently informed regarding our interest
and because of other undisclosed information which I notice in the packet information
provided the Commission. I notice that the Normans claims two single family resident
units to be subdivided, a house with a garage built in the 1920°s and a newer residences
built in 1996. However the newer residence is actually a tri-plex. There are 4 mail boxes
on Hillcrest, one for the owner of the property and three for renters. The original home is
rented. The newer residence is occupied by the owner and one of the units in the tri-plex
is rented at the present time. This 4 unit arrangement does not jive with the Norman’s
claim they are asking to subdivide two single residence. If the newer residence is an
approved multi housing unit this subdivision actually involves 4 units which would require
the Planning Board to assess issues not addressed in the application such as possible
additional water and sewer hook-up, adequate parking for the subdivided lot with 3 units,
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and extra traffic on the roads. A subdivision very near-by was approved in 2006. It had 5
housing units. A 24 foot road access was required for that minor subdivision, curbs,
gutters, paving and a sidewalk were also required. These are some issues that need to be
addressed and I don’t believe were disclosed. I question whether the newer house built in
1996 was pre zoning. Sincerely, Margie Hendricks.” Mayor Knutson, “Do I have any
additional public comment?” Lee Manicke, “Ward 2. 1 first have a question for Erica if |
may. That’s concerning the non-compliance with two houses-on one lot. What is the
bases for that? Where is that in the zoning?” Erica Wirtala, “In zoning code you can have
one primary use and then an accessory use. So your one primary use would be a single
family dwelling and then the accessory use would be a garage. You cannot have two
primary uses on a single lot.” Lee Manicke, “Where does it say that in the Development
Code specifically?” Erica Wirtala, “Specifically? Well I would have to look.” Lee
Manicke, “It’s not in the MRZD. To expand on that, we can have a duplex, single family
residence, a duplex you can have up to a four unit, even more than one four unit. The
Special Use you can have a mobile home park. It’s just not logical that you can’t have
two whole houses on one lot considering all the other things you can do on that. I bring
that up because essentially the same language is in the re-write of the Development Code.
So I would like to know specifically if it’s in there where it is but I can’t find it. If it’s
there, we ought to clarify the new Development Code when it comes up.” Erica Wirtala,
“Okay, so it’s probably not written into the Medium Residential Density Zoning District
code itself. But in the zoning book overall you are allowed a primary use and a secondary
use or an accessory use. You cannot have multiple primary uses on one piece of zoned
property.” Lee Manicke, “Why can’t you rent both units out and have a primary unit?”
Erica Wirtala, ‘That’s still non-conforming use. I mean, I understand your point about
you can have different uses and you can even have a mobile home park, but that would be
your primary use would be a mobile home park.” Lee Manicke, “What if our primary use
was rental units and we had two units to rent, two separate units to rent?” Erica Wirtala,
“No. These are functioning as single family dwelling units and that is how it was
presented to me. Two single family dwelling units.” Lee Manicke, “I think it needs to be
clarified specifically where it is so that we don’t have this carry over into the new
Development Code.” Erica Wirtala, “Sure.” Lee Manicke, “I think Mrs. Norman
understands the problems with irrigation ditch but for clarification, the irrigation company
will not sever that land. There will be two properties that are presently paying $75.00 for
water and $15.00 for administration total and when they subdivide that there will be two
$90.00 fees rather than a single fee. I think in your Condition 5 you should have
mandatory easement suggest than what the irrigation company did because otherwise if
you don’t do that Lot 2 may still have to pay water on that but never be able to have
access to it. The first house, this is a technical report. It’s not real estate peddler puffing
its latest listing. It’s a technical report. The first house was built in 1925 and that
information is available on the Cadastral system in the Department of Revenue. The
second house was built in 1996 and that was three years after the last zoning. So it was
done after the zoning contrary to what it says here. There was some justification
supporting making the subdivision based on the fact that it was done prior to the zoning
code. It was actually after the zoning code by three years. I’m being a little picky, you
said the property is just off of the lake. I can’t measure “just”. Again, it is a technical
report, it’s a quarter of a mile or 1490 feet. Let’s say that. The information is available
on the scale of the map. You can get that fairly close. That RSID shows up again
someplace in here, there’s two places. | don’t know the other place off hand. My copy of
the map was small and I can’t read it but it looks to me like there is a 20’ easement going
into that on the map.” Erica Wirtala, “Along the western boundary? Are you looking
about that one?” Lee Manicke, “No. On the eastern boundary is that a 20’ easement?”
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Commissioner Campbell, “There’s one on both sides.” Lee Manicke, “This discusses the
12° easement on the access for lots 1A and A2.” Erica Wirtala, “There’s an existing 12’
and then there is a proposed 20° on the Final Plat. It would be a 20’ easement that would
serve both tracts.” Lee Manicke, “That’s not stated in here that I can find that there was
that 20” easement was there. The coding was MRZD not MDZ, Medium Residential Zoning
District. That’s all through this. You’re asking for a variance to add five feet to a 9.5, you
are still a half a foot short if you do that. You are only up to 14.5 feet. You are still not
in compliance. So if we are going to add this and make this dogleg, let’s do it (inaudible)
after the 15 feet. On page 8 it says that the legal and physical access provided by
Hillcrest Drive a public City street. Lot A1 will access Hillcrest Drive through an
existing 12° easement. There’s actually going to be a 20’ easement there apparently, that
needs to be corrected. [ know I’m a little picky but I think we gotta again for technical
report let’s do it as accurate as it can be done, the information is available.” Mayor
Knutson, “Thank you. Do I have any additional public comment on Agenda Item No. 7?
Do I have additional Commission discussion on this?” Commission Siler, “Was there a
reason the neighbor wasn’t notified?” Erica Wirtala, “This is a minor subdivision and it
meets the criteria as a minor subdivision. It hasn’t been split more than five times since.
The parent tract wasn’t split more than five times since 1973. So the definition does not
require adjoining land owner’s notification. Had this been a major subdivision, everyone
within 150° would have received a certified letter saying that that subdivision was under
way. That’s also part of the process why it comes directly to you because it’s a minor
subdivision. Major subdivisions would come before the City County Planning Board and
then on to you with their recommendation. So there’s a little bit difference in process in
both of those arenas there. Would you like for me to address some of the access issue?”
Commissioner Siler, “I just wondered if that satisfies Marg Hendrick’s comment on why
she wasn’t notified.” Margie Hendricks, “Excuse me. [ was reading and | wasn’t
listening.” Mayor Knutson, “l think yeah. [ think that is one element of the concerns that
were brought forth. I think the access easement is another concern that was brought forth
that should be addressed and the multiply unit housing option as well.” Erica Wirtala,
“Mr. Duffy do you want to address this or Joyce?” Mayor Knutson, “Please | have to ask
you if you do speak, please come up to the podium.” Joyce Norman, “We are also going
to propose an easement from our property line to the west, a 14" easement there as well.”
Erica Wirtala, “Well it shows 20’ on the parcel, so that...” Joyce Norman, “So that should
cover it right? We have to mention our road?” Erica Wirtala, “Yeah. So, the applicants
have dedicated an additional 20 access easement that is fully contained on their property.
They show an existing 12’ easement as part of the survey because that’s what’s on the
ground and that’s the driveway that they’ve been using. Apparently if this agreement
between the neighbors is not working out, there’s adequate room and legal access shown
on this plat to address that issue. That they can just make their own road and then have a
separate ingress/egress from the neighbor and not adjoining the historic driveway that they
have had for years.” Mayor Knutson, “So they can add another driveway effectively?”
Erica Wirtala, “Fully contained and its 20° ” Mayor Knutson, “It reaches the two
properties?” Erica Wirtala, ‘Yes and that’s what shows on your copy of the plat.”
Commissioner Campbell, “Provided on the plat, an easement.” Mayor Knutson, “Sorry.”
Commissioner Campbell, “Plus the other concerns about the 20’ easement for irrigation
has been provided too. Correct?” Erica Wirtala, “Pardon me?” Commissioner Campbell,
“The other concerns about the irrigation easements been provided too.” Erica Wirtala,
“That is correct.” Commissioner Campbell, “On the other side of the property.” Erica
Wirtala, “Ahu.” Commissioner Campbell, “I see the concerns that Margie Hendricks had
on the right-of-way have been taken care of with this 20” easement entirely on their
property now for the purpose of access.” Margie Hendricks, “So you specified your
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approval will be there?” Commissioner Campbell, “It’s on the plat that we provided.”
Margie Hendricks, “It’s not in the information provided here. It reads lot | and 2 will use
the 12’ access so it’s not specified” Mayor Knutson, “Where does that need to be specified
on there to make sure that there’s clarity that there is that option should they not come to
an agreement?” Margie Hendricks, “May [ read it?” Mayor Knutson, “Sorry.” Margie
Hendricks, “Could I read where it states that?” Mayor Knutson, “Certainly if you could
direct us to where that’s at.” Margie Hendricks, “l don’t know exactly where it’s at. It’s
from the Facts of Finding. Would you like for me to come up and read it?” Mayor
Knutson, “Yes please. We’re going to have to identify the location as well. That
certainly share with us where you are referring to.” Margie Hendricks, “From Finding of
Fact, in the Staff Report, Lot | will access Hillcrest Drive via an existing 12" shared
access easement. Staff recommendation number 3 says Lots Al and A2 shall construct an
easement providing for the maintenance and shared responsibilities of the driveway that
provides access to both lots. But they don’t specify what access they are talking about.
The 12” or the 12’ access. So that needs to be specified that Lot | and 2 where that 20’
access is then and not relate to the 12" access. Not related to the 12’ access.” Mayor
Knutson, “So we’re on page 8, number 3 correct? Do | have that correct? That says
owners of lots A2 and A2 shall construct an Agreement providing for the maintenance and
shared responsibility of the driveway that provides access to both of their lots. 1 just want
to make sure that that is on record so that we can refer back to this if we need to. That is
the one that we are referring to. Okay. And then can you confirm for the recommendation
would be to make the change there indicating the.....” Commissioner Campbell, “The 20°
easement.” Mayor Knutson, “The 20’ easement access, yes. That she’s referring to, that
we’re referring to the 20’ easement.” Ericka Wirtala, “Okay, so we could just add. it
could just read: providing for maintenance and shared responsibility of the existing
driveway or a newly constructed driveway that provides access to both their lots. I guess
if you feel that you can’t work it out then the property....” Margie Hendricks, “Well, I was
never asked to work it out. That’s the point.” Erica Wirtala, “Okay.” Margie Hendricks,
“lI was never notified of this subdivision.” Commissioner Siler, “And there’s a reason for
that. Because it’s a minor subdivision. The one that you're talking about across the road
is a major.” Margie Hendricks, “No it was a minor subdivision. 5 lots.” Erica Wirtala,
“That’s a major. 5 lots is a major.” Margie Hendricks, “Oh. Okay. Sorry.” Commissioner
Siler, “5 lots is a major.” Margie Hendricks, “Okay. Okay. But, in the documents
provided it doesn’t say anything about a road access, the 20’ road access. It doesn’t say
that that’s what is, that there’s to be a maintenance agreement on. It sounds as if, in the
document, that they’re referring to the 12’ easement.” Erica Wirtala, “Well I think if we
make the change that says: shared responsibility of either the existing driveway or the
newly created driveway fully contained on the Norman’s property. We could put language
in like that.” Margie Hendricks, “But you’re saying that even though I have legal interest
not only in the Norman’s, a road access in the Norman’s property, and a road access that’s
being deliberated on my property | had no right to be noticed?” Mayor Knutson, “Well, |
guess | am referring to the regulations.” Commissioner Turner, “That comes in to play
with the property owners. That’s not an agreement (inaudible) or anything else” Erica
Wirtala, “I don’t think we have any responsibility towards that.” City Manager Shrives,
“The City followed our notice requirements, which is there isn’t a notice requirement for a
minor subdivision. Now there’s separate agreements that are being provided or
information is being provided to us, that’s what we go off of. We don’t go research
everything and that’s why the information that we were provided is why you’ve gotten the
staff report you have. It sounds like we’ve dealt with the agreement and/or the casement
because the easement is actually shown on this property. Sounds like we’ve dealt with
that if we change that condition. The other thing that was brought up that I’m clear up is
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again we were told as part of this but in the MRZD permitted uses, it was mentioned this
multi-family dwelling, actually a multiple family dwelling IS permitted in the MRZD. So
if there is one there then that still would be a permitted use. Now what we did not do by
not knowing that is we didn’t consider that there’s any additional traffic volume. If
there’s a large impact on that. That may be an... ™ Margie Hendricks, “However, it isn’t
permitted. They do not have a permit. It’s permitted for a single family residence.” City
Manager Shrives, “So if the applicant wanted to address that all | know is we were
presented as two single family dwellings. If there are there. If you look at what’s
permitted in MRZD, there is multiple family dwelling permitted. It’s allowed, maybe
allowed is a better word, so I don’t have any answers to that because we weren’t aware
that there was a potential, more than two homes on that property.” Margie Hendricks,
“And you weren’t aware that the easement was unrecorded.” Mayor Knutson, “Thank you
very much for your information. | guess I feel like there’s enough confusion on this that
my preference would be to have it get corrected first and then come back to us for
approval. That’s how I feel on it. Anyone else have any? ” Commissioner Siler, “l move
that we table it.” City Manager Shrives, “You’ve already got a motion.” Mayor Knutson,
“I’m sorry. We’ve got a motion on the table. So can you, can we adjust the motion on the
table then? At this point?” City Manager Shrives, “I would recommend that you withdraw
that motion, whoever made the motion and whoever seconded it.” Mayor Knutson,
“Okay.” Commissioner Turner, “Well let’s make this very clear. The road easement is not
our issue. Okay. Does everybody understand that is not a City issue. That is the land
owners that need to get together. Okay. I completely think and feel that they have taken
care of their 20’ easement for a road on the plat so.” Commissioner Campbell, “I agree. I
think-whether the two property owners can agree on this 12° road or whether they can’t,
this property owner has prepared their property to do exactly what they asked us to do.”
Mayor Knutson, “Do you think the multiple unit dwelling with everything, | was very
surprised by that. That was a continual mention as a single family dwelling and | guess
I’m a little concerned about going through.” Commissioner Turner, “I think that was a
surprise but it’s still covered under MRZD.” Mayor Knutson, “Are there any other
alterations you would have made to this recommendation based on that information?”
Erica Wirtala, “I think I might have changed some of the language. [ would have looked
at maybe additional traffic volumes. [ know that Tony was under the impression that this
was a single family dwelling and so he was looking at that with one additional sewer
hook-up. Maybe I could visit with him about what that might entail. Water hook-ups.
Maybe he would ask that each unit maybe metered individually.” Mayor Knutson, “That
would have been addressed?” Erica Wirtala, “l don’t like to speak on his behalf.” Mayor
Knutson, “I guess I’'m not saying that we would not approve this but I’m saying maybe get
it clarified and cleaned up before we would approve it. 1 don’t feel comfortable approving
it as it is right now. But it is up to you to go ahead to either withdraw, you are the one
who made the motion Commissioner Turner so if you don’t withdraw it then we
(inaudible).” Commissioner Turner, “I think they’ve taken a correct action to get this
done. So yeah, [ guess | have a little hard time with it, not approving it, or at least putting
it to the vote.” Mayor Knutson, “Okay.” Commissioner Turner, “But if Tony wants to say
something about what we have done up, I’'m more than happy to listen.” Tony Porrazzo,
City of Polson Water/Sewer Superintendent, “No 1’ve approved this.” Mayor Knutson,
“Okay.” “Jack Duffy, “May | speak?” Mayor Knutson, “Just one second. Yes Ken. You
were going to let me know that you had a comment. Do [ have any other Commission
comments at this point? No?” Commissioner Campbell, “I’'m with Stephen at this point. |
think they’ve done their job.” Commissioner Morrison, “I agree too.” Mayor Knutson,
“Okay. And it doesn’t make you uncomfortable having the data not be correct on it? On
the information.” Commissioner Campbell, “I’m not sure (inaudible).” Mayor Knutson,
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“Okay. So if there’s more sewer hook-ups that are needed or something to that effect.”
Commissioner Campbell. “I"'m not convinced that even if there are two people living there
or three people living in there, they still could live with one 4 sewer line. A four plex or
a six-plex, that's not going to change. One sewer line to that building will be just fine.”
Mayor Knutson, “Okay. I guess I can rely on the fact that our Planner is saying that they
would have done additional or different type of information so that’s what | am falling on.
Certainly if we're not withdrawing the votes, or withdrawing the motion then we can go
ahead and put that forward and go ahead and vote on it. So with that then, actually [ am
going to pause one moment. This is complicated. T will go ahead and allow another point
on this. If you would like to come to the podium. State your name, address or ward
number and share your comment” Jack Duffy, Duffy Land Surveying, “308 1*' St West is
my business address. | believe the Normans are taxed for single family. They didn’t build
that residence. It was built by others. It may have been set up with a mother-in-law’s set-
up with a kitchen in the lower level. That I think may explain that use.” Mayor Knutson,
“Okay. Then we will go ahead. T°ve got a motion Commissioner Turner with a second
from Commissioner Campbell. This is for approval of the two lot minor subdivision
preliminary plat for the Normans subdivision. We will vote then beginning with
Commissioner Erickson.” Commissioner Erickson, “Nay.” Commissioner Southerland,
“For”, Commissioner Siler, “Against”, Commissioner Campbell, “For”. Commissioner
Turner, “For”, Commissioner Morrison, “For.” Mayor Knutson, “Against.” Mayor
Knutson, “That 4-3 so Motion carries and we move on to the next item. Thank you, thank
you all for the information.”

ANNUAL IMPACT FEE REPORT FY2014-15( 01:00:21)-Finance Officer Cindy Dooley presented
this agenda item. Cindy Dooley, “This is the annual report of our Impact Fee Funds, which we have four,
Fire, we have Parks, we have Water and Sewer that we collect Impact Fees for. Ordinance 663 is our
support for the Impact Fees. Just a little bit on the summary. [ did reference the TischlerBise Impact Fee
Study a little bit more this year. One of the things that was in that report was that over the first five years
the Impact Fees were supposed to raise about 3.5 million dollars. So far, over the last nine fiscal years
that we’ve had it we generated $1,144,736.00 which is about one third of the estimated revenue that we
were supposed to collect over five years. The down turn in the economy had a significant impact on our
Impact Fee revenue, but in addition the reduction in the fee; first reducing them 80% and then reducing
them 50% has cost a revenue loss of $299, 730;00. So we’re having a little bit of a growth spirt now so
the Impact Fee revenue has been pretty good this past year. We collected $86,971.00 so far in FY2015.
So I hope you had a chance to read the report and go over it. 1 don’t think I want to read the entire report.
[ would entertain any questions you might have regarding the report. One part that | did add this year was
a section on why we have Impact Fees. So basically having Impact Fees is a policy decision to try and
increase revenues that have an access to the demand for the public facilities. So you will notice in that
figure that | included as the revenue basis is smaller you have a stronger need for those public facilities.
So the Impact Fees are trying to increase that smaller bit of revenue to help impact that larger
development. So basically you’re trying to reduce the burden on your existing tax payers and rate payers
that are supporting the current level of services and infrastructure by not asking them to pay for the
increase demand that they may not need. And so then the other item that I included this year that’s new
was how our Impact Fees structure came about. So basically there are three methods; you have a cost
recovery method that looks at past cost, an incremental expansion method that looks at the present and
then a planned based or a future. And so basically our Parks, we looked at kind of an incremental
expansion so we're going to keep saving up money and using it as we need it to create improvements in
the Parks and also then enhance our trail system. The Water basically that’s driven by State laws, by
having to add additional wells, tanks, and the major lines. And then of course the sanitary Sewer, we’re
looking at the new treatment plant, so that’s more of a plan based future. It’s based on, you know, what
we need to keep the system in line with rules and regulations. And then the Fire was based also on the
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incremental expansion looking to save up money as we need it for projects. So | added those two items to
that report. Then if you go through and look this is the schedule of our full Impact Fees based for
residential and for the non-residential in attachment A. And then in attachment B this is a breakdown by
each one of the departments. The first page is a summary of all of the departments and then I've got a
breakdown by each one of the funds. And you will notice this year there was not very much money spent
out of the Impact Fee funds. The Parks Department did purchase a Polaris Brutis that’s used to clean the
trails in the winter time and also [ think it can be brushed, swept in the summer time. And then other
than that the Cougar Ridge Reimbursement agreement there was so far this year $28,870.00 that we’ve
reimbursed the Cougar Ridge Development folks. And that is about it on that. And then I’ve also
included a schedule on attachment B6 that shows the residential detached housing and the residential
attached housing at the different percentage points. So currently we’re at the 50%. And then this year |
did add a commercial percentage and we took this off of the Valley Glass building permit. And then |
also did include a Tax Revenue Summary of what a typical residential three bedroom, two bath home
would bring in revenue over a 10 year period which is about $7, 543.00. A commercial building average
about $24, 488.00. So we’d get a combined revenue of about $32,031.00. And if you figure about 10% of
that would go towards infrastructure over that 10 year period, you’d get about $3,203.00 which probably
wouldn’t even make one payment on debt service.” Mayor Knutson, “And where would the rest of it
go?” Cindy Dooley, “Probably to operations and maintenance.” City Manager Shrives, “Because that
would be the Tax Revenue would go into the General Fund.” Cindy Dooley, “The General Fund.” Mayor
Knutson, “And so you can’t earmark that for anything?” City Manager Shrives, ‘Well, you’ve got to put
it in the General Fund and fund the Operations out of the General Fund. So when we looked at this we
Jjust said if we were estimating tax revenue probably 10% of the tax revenue would go into infrastructure
and 90% would go into the rest of the General Fund to fund the rest of the operations.” Cindy Dooley,
“Right. You cannot earmark the General Fund,” Mayor Knutson, “Okay. Or the tax base.” Cindy
Dooley, “Right.” Commissioner Turner, “So Cindy where do you think they should be at?” Cindy
Dooley, “Well obviously I think they should be at 100%. When we did the study, they told us based on
our needs, our future needs, this is where we need to be.” Commissioner Turner, ‘So if we shut down
new construction over all because we’re at 100% what’s that going to do for us?” Cindy Dooley, “Well, |
just don’t think that would happen because Impact Fees and growth and development are not really tied
together in my mind.” Commissioner Turner, “Do you think people are paying attention when they are
building a new house?” Cindy Dooley, “No.” Commissioner Turner, “Really.” Cindy Dooley, “No |
really don’t.” Commissioner Turner, “I would greatly disagree with you especially on a first time home
buyer.” Cindy Dooley, “That’s fine.” Mayor Knutson, “Okay. Do we have questions?” Cindy Dooley,
“Are there any other questions?” Mayor Knutson, “I did have a question that got partially answered but |
would like to share with the rest of the Commission that I asked the question, can we, we are currently at
50% right now. Can we adjust the percentage based on the account? Can we change say Fire. leave it
where it is and adjust Sewer and Water up 100% or up to 70% or something to that effect. I think that is
unknown at this point. The actual, | think the feeling is that no we can’t. We have to adjust them all at
the same rate but there’s that question out there. It’s not clear whether or not we can do that.” Cindy
Dooley, “Right. We’d probably have to get an opinion from our City Attorney.” Mayor Knutson, “But
that is one thing that as we think about maybe making adjustments, I thought maybe a way to actually
look at that prospective as well. Does anyone else have any other questions? | just wanted to share that
with everyone at this point. Any other questions for Cindy?” Commissioner Siler, “Well | wonder about
the fairness to our rate users when we hit them with this 14 million dollar sewer plant. We dropped them
by 50% and we didn’t see any increase so I’'m wondering if we increase are we going to see any decrease
in building? Somebody’s got to pay for that new sewer plant and I hate to see us have to go, we’re going
to have to go back to the rate, to the users again and it would be nice to not have to get quite as much.”
Commissioner Turner, “l would agree with that. | think everybody that uses it needs to have to pay their
share. So, [ don’t see that as an issue.” Commissioner Siler, “The Impact Fees are for people that are not
here now. So that they get to pay their share, the way that | understand it.” Commissioner Campbell,
“It’s buying into a system that the rest of us paid for.” Commissioner Turner, “But if we raise them to a
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certain point then people don’t want to buy into them and we haven’t done any good.” Mayor Knutson,
“That is the question, finding that rate that is more fixed versus variable. Find the appropriate amount to
have for our Impact Fee.” Commissioner Turner, | agree there needs to be a balance. But | don’t agree
with 100%. And I truly don’t think people care whether they’re a first time home buyer or building a
multi-million dollar house, they’re still going to look at it. They’re going to pay attention. Everybody
is.” City Manager Shrives, “So let me ask a question, are we questioning the report as far as how the
report was done and is that something that you want to at possibly at another report or is it just that based
on the report, the numbers that the report present initially 100% was adopted and it was taken down to 20
and now back up to 50?7 Commissioner Turner, “[ don’t think we need another report.” City Manager
Shrives, “Okay, so it’s not the report.” Commissioner Turner, “But we do need to pay attention to the
fact that somebody wants to build a house here, they look at the Impact Fees in the City and well, they
can go out to the County and build. It’s a business and we just need to be aware and understand why we
raise them or leave them alone. When the study was done the Impact Fees were put in at 100% but
they’re made to be reviewed and adjusted. So, I’'m not against them, I just don’t think we need to price
ourselves out of the market.” Commissioner Morrison, “I agree with you totally as a business person.”
Commissioner Turner, “l mean construction has picked up. We’ve all seen that. But remember that helps
everybody in this town. | mean, from the City to the stores here. You can shake your head if you like.
You seem a little greedy to me.” Cindy Dooley, “No. Here’s an example. So let’s take Wal-mart and the
ladder truck. So, the current citizenry, the buildings in the area, they really didn’t require the ladder truck.
So why, just because Wal-mart needs something like that or the Fire Department needs that to handle that
building, why should the existing tax payers have had to either fund it with debt or something like that?”
Commissioner Turner, “What are you saying the existing taxpayers are funding it?” Cindy Dooley,
“Yeah, we would have, the existing tax payers that didn’t need that ladder truck would have had to fund
that. Because if something that in order to fight a fire at Wal-mart, we needed a ladder truck.”
Commissioner Turner, “And Wal-mart paid for the ladder truck.” Cindy Dooley, “Through Impact Fees
they paid ....” Mayor Knutson, “They paid Impact Fees, and through the Impact Fees we purchased....”
Cindy Dooley. “The ladder truck.” Mayor Knutson, “1 guess I would think we would, in the evaluation
process, if we had a building coming in that we didn’t have the equipment to service, [ would hope we
wouldn’t allow it based just on that, or before have an agreement with them that they would purchase
something to service. [’m a little confused at that, that example because | would hope that we wouldn’t
allow a skyscraper in here that we can’t service.” Cindy Dooley, “Well, you may have made some kind
of an agreement with them. Since the Impact Fees were in place, it worked out perfectly.” Mayor
Knutson, “Yeah.” Commissioner Turner, “What does Wal-mart pay in taxes per year?” Cindy Dooley,
“They’re paying about $44,000.00 a year right now.” Mayor Knutson, “So that amount would have been
lost too if they had made the decision not to come because of Impact Fees is what your point is Stephen.
Correct?” Commissioner Turner, “Right. They’re here and they’re paying taxes. Pretty good deal.”
Cindy Dooley, “But | highly doubt they would have chosen not to come just because of the Impact Fees.”
Mayor Knutson, “And I think...” Cindy Dooley, “I can’t quite wrap my head around that one.” Mayor
Knutson, “Yeah and [ think that’s a perspective.” Commissioner Turner, “I think Wal-mart is a poor
example. You are dealing with a company that, they don’t care about Impact Fees. [ will agree with you
on that. They’ve got more money than they know what to do with. So, if they want to be somewhere,
they’re gonna come. It’s a poor example.” Cindy Dooley, “I don’t think so. [ mean, I think from the
discussions we’ve had in our department head meetings and things that you know Wal-mart creates an
impetuses for a lot of other retail and that type of construction to come into the area. And so, I'm
thinking that a lot of that is, our construction, is a result of that.” Mayor Knutson, “And I think......
Cindy Dooley, “So....” Mayor Knutson, *We’ve asked Cindy....” Cindy Dooley, “This is the report.”
Mayor Knutson, “To put the report together and has shared her opinion with us. | think that we have the
opportunity to discuss too and make some recommendations and vote on what we discuss here. But she’s
answered the information that we’ve asked of her to do that. And there might be different perspectives on
the same information which is fine. I guess I would open it to....Are there any other questions for Cindy
at this point?” City Manager Shrives, “This is just the report.” Cindy Dooley, “Right. Because we’ve
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separated the agenda items. They’re not together.,” Mavor Knutson, “I"m actually going to open it up for
additional comments on it. Why not. So that’s where [ was going with that. Not to a vote but do you
have any other questions for Cindy at this point? Okay. Then I will go ahead and open it for additional
comment on this agenda item. We’d like to hear if anyone else would like to share on the Impact Fees
discussion and again we’re not going to vote on this until the next agenda item. So were just sharing
information now.” Unknown speaker, “You’re only requesting on the report not on the second item.”
Mayor Knutson, “['m requesting information on the report. Yes.” Tony Porrazzo, City Water/Sewer
Superintendent, “Hi. Although I'm very happy to hear that Wal-mart pays $44,000.00 a year in taxes
but I don’t get a penny of that. So | just want you to remember that we’re separate. So Impact Fees and
taxes are two different things in my book. Not in Parks and not in Fire but as far as Water, Sewer, and
Storm and everything else, that money doesn’t faze me. The Impact Fee is all that | get, and my portion
ends there. You know, everyone else, they keep getting it in taxes. [ don’t. Sol look at Impact Fees a
little harder. And I know that maybe we can’t separate it, you know, and say well we’re only going to
raise it or we’re not going to do this. I don’t know if that’d work or not. But for my book I think they
need to go back to full monty because we need it. We need it badly for the public. Because it is a buy in
for new construction. It’s a buy in for people that came in that they have all of this going on. So they
should put their money in. That’s the way that | see it. So, I just wanted to get that out. Although I agree
with a lot of what Stephen was saying but when you look at it from my perspective it’s a little different.
Okay. Thanks.” Mayor Knutson, “Additional comments please.” Dennis Duty, “33425 Hellroaring
Road. Well Tony, you get, you don’t get Impact Fees but you get a monthly payment from everybody as
they go along, for their use in that sewer and water. So the rest of the place gets paid on property taxes so
I think there’s just a different whole way that operates. First of all, [ do believe that you can separate and
increase one without the other but you should obviously get a legal opinion. I know in other areas that are
doing that. So, we should find out and I agree with you. | think there are some areas that do need it more
than others. 1 think you gotta be really careful about saying that Wal-mart paid for a truck, a new fire
truck. Let me read to you what Impact Fees, it says about Impact Fees legally. Impact Fees shall be
expended only on system improvements needed to accommodate the demand generated by new
development. Impact Fees shall not be expended to eliminate any deficiencies in facilities, land, or
equipment, related to existing development or that may result from the adoption of increase level.of
service. You can’t use Impact Fees for increase service. You can’t use Impact Fees for a vehicle for the
Parks if it’s not in, being utilized by those people who are paying those Impact Fees. They have to be
directly related to who’s paying those Impact Fees. And | look at what’s being presented here. [ don’t
see that. I see it’s going in and being used for multiple uses not strictly for where those Impact Fees were
generated. I think you’re going to get yourself in hot water if you aren’t careful. That’s State law. Ah,
for example, we paid quite a bit of Impact Fees at Mission Bay so what specifically are we seeing going
into Mission Bay? The new sewer plant is coming in because, not because of new development
necessarily. It’s coming in because the rules changed. We can’t dump, we can’t use the same way we’re
putting it in. [t’s not because of all new construction. Am I right John?” Commissioner Campbell, “No.
It’s pretty much it’s old. It's wore out and it’s old and wore out and over done because of new
construction.” Dennis Duty, “But you could use the same technology that you’re using now if that had
not changed, and that would have been a whole substantially different cost.” Commissioner Campbell, “I
doubt it.” Dennis Duty, “Well, my point is that the rules changed. It isn’t just because of and so should
new development coming in pay for new sewer plant because the old plant was wore out because of
existing users. | agree that they should contribute. Should they pay all of it? Or should we try to go out
and get the new people coming in to town to help pay for everything that’s happening here? | don’t agree
with that. And they also say that when, | was very much in support of Impact Fees when the original plan
was written. The original plan was written, ahhh, by TischlerBisch, | guess how you say it. They
recommended several levels or offered several levels. This could, the Commission at the time took the
highest possible Impact Fees allowed by law. You don’t have to take the highest. They decided they
wanted the highest. We were in the biggest boom we’ve ever been in. Things were booming. People
weren’t paying as much attention as they are now. [ can tell you there’s some people trying to build a

*DRAFT* City Commission Meeting Minutes May 18, 2015 Page 12



house right now in Mission Bay who are trying to get it done before the Impact Fees go up. So people are
paying attention to it. I don’t know if they’d build if it was 100%. [ don’t know.” Unknown Speaker.
“They would not. I’ve already talked with them.” Dennis Duty, **So again | think you are mistaken when
you saying people aren’t paying attention and they’ll do it anyway. They wan’t. | have experience. They
won’t.” Unknown Speaker, “They’re a retired couple on a fixed income.” Dennis Duty, “And same with
these first time home buyers. We don’t have to go to the max just because it’s there. [ will agree that we
really need to see if, | think the sewer plant should have some higher rate if we can do it because it is an
impact. And the new people coming in should pay it but I don’t think you can go into and take these
monies that you are getting from these impacts and basically start using them for fixing things. They
have to go into what those places are paying those impacts are impact. Period. Thank you.” Lita Fonda,
“Hi. I live in Ward 1. I don’t know a lot about Impact Fees but it seems like when things are going along
kind of normal they should be, it seems like they should be at 100%. So I would be mystified otherwise.
The one adjustment to that may be if they set during the bubble. The bubble was sort of extreme. So |
don’t know, maybe they were set a little high if that was the time. [ don’t know. 1'm just speculating.
But again it just seems like if things are going along as normal, when I talk to people, and from what |
hear and see, things feel pretty normal. Pretty good. It seems like the Impact Fees should be at the
normal rate. I’m also a little mystified when people mention first time home buyers. [ usually imagine
someone out there buying their first home, but it seems like would Impact Fees apply to first time home
builders or just anybody buying a first time home? Because those are two different scenarios. Anyway,
so | guess I'm in favor of having a little higher Impact Fee or you know, a higher percentage. Thank
you.” Mayor Knutson, “Any additional comment? No. Okay. Additional discussion here at the
Commission? We can move on to the next item on the agenda as well if we are ready to move on to that.
Move on to the next? Okay. Okay, thank you everyone for the input. Actually I do have one question.
I’m sorry. I had asked about comparisons for our City vs. other cities and | haven’t seen that yet. Sol
was curious about what the status of that was.” Cindy Dooley, “So, unfortunately it’s not too easy to get
things off of the web. T"ve looked at Hamilton’s, and I"'ve looked at Livingston’s, and so Hamilton’s for
residential is a couple thousand dollars more than us altogether for all of their fees. Livingston is about
$2,000.00 less than our 100%. Some of these other places do include like transportation fees which we
don’t have. So, we’re still in the process of getting a table put together for you. So we’re going to have
to make some phone calls and things. And so we could, as soon as we get that put together we can get
that out to you.” Mayor Knutson, “Okay. Thank you. [ guess the comparison for me was to just to share
with you guys. It’s always good to have a base line and see where we fall within. We do that with our
pasta business. Where we fall within the pasta category. And [ think as [ look at this I would be curious
as to where we fall within the Impact Fees as well. We can use that as a position factor as well. I just
thought it would be interesting information to have in evaluating the decision toco.” Commissioner
Turner, “It would also be interesting to see what other cities what percentage they are at.” Mayor
Knutson, “I agree.” Commissioner Turner, “Whether they’re at 100 or where (inaudible).” Mayor
Knutson, “And maybe when they’ve made some changes like we have. See if we’re kind of tracking the
same or (inaudible).” Commissioner Campbell. “See if they’ve had the same results.” Mayor Knutson, I
agree.” Commissioner Turner, “So looking down at number 9, we should just table that because it would
also be that, if we could just raise Water and Sewer.” Mayor Knutson, “I'm very curious about that as
well.” Commissioner Turner, “[ think that we get everything figured out we should just table it.” Mayor
Knutson, “Is that a motion?” Commissioner Turner, “I will make a motion to table No.9.”
Commissioner Southerland, “I’ll second.” Mayor Knutson, “Alright [ have a motion to table the
Resolution on the Impact Fees from Commissioner Turner with a second from Commissioner
Southerland. Do | have any Commission discussion on this?” Commissioner Erickson, “I have a
question for Mark. Does this need to be done quickly?” City Manager Shrives, “No. Even the
Resolution won't take effect until July 1%, which would be the start of the Fiscal Year. The report, the
financial report that is required to be provided so you got that report. This basically kind of goes back to,
| think Cindy said it’s a policy decision on Impact Fees. They were adopted. Since that time there’s been
two changes; dropped it by 80 and now it’s at 50. So no. There’s no requirement. | did want to double
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check one thing. | want to make sure that I’ve got all of the questions so that when we bring this back.
So I’m looking for a legal opinion, can you split the Impact Fees and then the other one that came up was
the comparison table which would include not only the raw comparison but are they at 100%, or what
their percentages are at. And try to compare the results that way. So that’s the two things | took away
from the conversation.” Mayor Knutson, “Yeah, and | think when they’ve made changes if that’s
possible to find where they’ve made some adjustment to their rates.” Unidentified Speaker, “Would it be
also to add to what the Impact Fees of other communities encompass?” Mayor Knutson, *Yeah [ think
that would be on the full table right? I mean you’ve included if they have transportation? City Manager
Shrives, “Yeah.” Mayor Knutson, “Thank you for that clarification.” Unidentified Speaker, “Sorry |
didn’t mean to interrupt.” Mayor Knutson, “I agree with that. Does anybody else have anything to add?
Okay. So I’ve got a motion from Commissioner Turner with a second from Commissioner Southerland.
Any additional Commission discussion? Do [ have any public comment? Okay. We will vote beginning
with Commissioner Morrison. ” Commissioner Morrison, “For.” Commissioner Turner, “For.”
Commissioner Campbell, “For.” Commissioner Siler, “For.” Commissioner Southerland, “For.”
Commissioner Erickson, “For.” Mayor Knutson, “For.” Mayor Knutson, “Okay. Motion carries.”

APPOINTMENT OF SEVENTH MEMBER TO THE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL
& APPOINTMENT OF THE CITY STAFF REPRESENTATIVE (01:31:22)-City Manager Shrives
presented this agenda item. There was a tie between Paul Briney and Lou Marchello at the last
Commission meeting. Also, there is to be a Staff representative appointed to this Council to assist with
taking the meeting minutes, posting the agenda, etc. City Manager Shrives recommended that Finance
Officer Cindy Dooley be appointed as the Staff Representative. There was a vote taken with the names of
Paul Briney and Lou Marchello on the ballots. City Clerk Cora Pritt calculated the votes. Mr. Paul
Briney won the vote 4-3. Commissioner Campbell motion to appoint Paul Briney to the Economic
Development Council as the seventh member. Commissioner Erickson second. City Commission
discussion: none Public comment: none VOTE: Unanimous Motion carried

Commissioner Southerland motion to approve Cindy Dooley as the appointed City Staff
Representative for the Economic Development Council. Commissioner Siler second. Commission
discussion: none Public comment: none VOTE: Unanimous Motion carried.

REQUEST FOR BOND WAIVER AND FIRE SUPRESSION FOR 4™ OF JULY FIREWORKS
DISPLAY (01:36:19)-Ken Avison, Polson Chamber of Commerce presented this agenda item. Mr.
Avison explained that this request occurs each year. The City Commission waives the requirement of a
Bond. Steve DuPuis will be in charge of the 4" of July Fireworks and he will be bringing proof of
insurance to the City office. Mayor Knutson asked if Chief Fairchild was aware of this. City Manager
Shrives answered that he is aware of it. This is standard. Commissioner Morrison motion to approve
the Bond waiver and fire suppression for the 4™ of July Fireworks contingent upon receipt of the
Certificate of Insurance. Commissioner Turner second. Commission discussion: Commissioner
Siler asked for clarification on what is the bond. City Manager Shrives explained that the bond
requirement is the same as Certificate of Insurance. Commissioner Turner asked if the fireworks would
be shot off of a barge on the river. Mayor Knutson explained that it is actually on the ground at the
fairgrounds. Public comment: none VOTE: Unanimous Motion carried

PROPOSAL OF AN URBAN CHICKEN ORDINANCE (01:42:29)- Tracy Nash presented this
agenda item. There was an ordinance brought before the Council in 2009 and it failed by a vote of 3 to 4.
There are a lot of people trying to go organic because of the hormones that the chickens are being fed.
Missoula, Kalispell, White Fish and Hamilton have ordinances permitting chickens. There are restrictions
such as the number of hens that are permitted. There are no roosters allowed. These ordinances include
such things as predator proof enclosure, no slaughter within public view, a set distance from neighbor,
and rodent proof feeders. A permit fee is collected. A few of the benefits are help with bugs, provide
great fertilizer, great pets for children. Tracy asked the Commission to consider bringing back the
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ordinance. Mayor Knutson asked Tracy to email to her the previous ordinance. Commissioner Turner
asked if it is illegal to have chickens in Polson. Police Chief Wade Nash answered that yes it currently is
illegal. Chief Nash commented that the cities listed that have the ordinances charge of $20.00 to $30.00
annually. City Manager Shrives commented that this would need to be an amendment to the Polson
Development Code. Commissioner Turner commented that the subject should move forward. Mayor
Knutson agreed that the subject needs to go to the City County Planning Board. Public Comment:

Lee Manicke, “Ward 2. Some of us get a little nervous up here and (L.ee demonstrates by tapping on the
podium with his finger), and | think we ought to put some carpet on here so that Dennis won’t have to, he
can use his right hand and (inaudible) so Ken can save his finger nails. | think I’ve done a little research
on chickens also. [ grew up on a farm where they had up to 1500 laying hens. I was in 4-H & FFA
(Future Famers of America). [‘ve got an Ag degree in Animal Science. | was in the Veterinary Corp in
the Army and I"ve got about 45 years of Ag related career. 1 want to address some of the things that was
said tonight. There is an ordinance on chickens right now and it’s surprisingly enough called the
Development Code. Chickens are permitted in the Productive lLands area. They’re permitted in the Rural
Residential area with some restrictions. They are permitted in the Low Residential district outside of the
City limits of Polson with some restrictions. One of those restrictions is that they can’t be in the
Wellhead Protection Overlay district. Sorry to say but [ think Mr.& Mrs. Nash live in a Wellhead
Protection Overlay district. The organic thing, there’s people around that raise chickens organic and
there’s no economic sense in raise two or six hens, absolutely none. It’s not an economic process. If you
want to prove it, do it as a 4-H project. Keep good records of what it cost to build the chicken house and
advertise it out and all of the fees and costs of the chickens. Heat and all of the other things and it won’t
pay. Other towns have done it, why can’t Polson be like Polson? Why do we have to be like Hamilton
and White Fish and Missoula? Go back to that it’s an ordinance. [ think Wade’s going to be awful busy
tomorrow morning because there is an ordinance that says chickens aren’t permitted in LRZD, and
MRZD in town. They’re not permitted in the business district, Highway Commercial / Central Business
district, Industrial Business. They don’t want any roosters because they are noisy. Well I can tell you
that an old hen is kind of proud of laying an egg and there’s a lot of noise when she lays an egg. So
they’re (inaudible) in the daytime but they do make some noise. And they want enclosures and distance.
The one in Productive zone, Rural Residential is 50 feet from the lot line in County. That would be awful
impractical to do that in town. They want to make it rodent proof. 1 can tell you how careful anybody is
in raising chickens they’re going to spill a little bit of feed. The chickens are going to scatter the feed and
it will attract rodents. That’s rats and mice, ‘coons, skunks. There’s a lot of skunks around as well as
raccoons. The old ordinance that’s existing had the administrator monitoring chickens, checking for
cleanliness that the manure is removed twice a year and flight control. That was taken out in the re-write.
We discussed it at the re-write, with quite a discussion for a rather lengthy time. So it’s already been
discussed. It’s going to come up in the re-write if that ever happens. Maybe now it’s better it don’t
happen. One of the support for the amendment was to help with bugs but [ can contest that chickens
attract a lot of flies and they don’t catch them. Mentioned the fertilizer, it does make a fertilizer but a
rather high nitrogen content and it’s not a well balanced fertilizer. It’s generally not recommended for
gardens because it burns. Other than that | don’t think chicken poop has any redeeming factors other than
it’s not a very nice commodity. ['ve cleaned out enough chicken coups with a scoop shovel and a wheel
barrow to know that rats and mice are not a bit bashful about making their home in a pile of chicken
manure. | don’t think that’s something that we want to have around here. Maybe not something that you
want to hear but it’s a fact. They’re not a clean animal. The thing that concerns me the most that some
people like farm animals, | like farm animals, all of them, but | like them on the farm where they belong.
Not in town where they don’t belong. There are some people that don’t like farm animals. Some people
have allergies to animals, in particularly feathers. They ought to have some reasonable expectation that
they have an environment where they are not associated proximity to chickens and feathers. The sacrifice
for not having chickens in town. they’re real small compared to an acute allergy attack because of that. |
think the present ordinance that we have addresses this just fine. | think we ought to leave it the same.
Let’s let it go ahead through the Development Code re-write as programmed, and it’s in there, and let’s
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have the public discussion, and let’s see what happens at that time. Not take a look at it now. Thank
vou.” Mayor Knutson, “Thank you. Do | have any additional comments?” Lita Fonda, “Ward 1. [ have
a different take on the Polson Development Code re-write. My feeling was that we didn’t really talk. I
mean we had the message from the City that they didn’t want chickens in the City. I think that if you
would like to look into chickens, it would be important to send a message to the City County Planning
Board or you know the groups involved with the re-write to let them know that you are interested. or open
minded to chickens. Personally I don’t think | want any chickens myself but [ am open to them being
elsewhere in the City given proper ordinance to monitoring and maintain that. But again I think that
would be helpful if you would like to look into this to send some sort of inclination to the groups looking
at the Polson Development Code because when | was in the re-write I thought you did not want them in
the City. I think other people felt the same way. Thank You.” Mayor Knutson, “Do [ have additional
comment? Okay. So | think where we were is making a recommendation to the Development Code
committee to take a look at that and see if they want to, I guess 1 would open up the door again saying
make a recommendation. Do you want to stick with this, with what’s written or would you like to revise
it knowing that the Commission is open minded to hearing your views on it. Is that accurate? Yes. Is
that clear?” City Manager Shrives, “You've got it.”

(02:01:17) Mayor Knutson asked the Commission if there were any items that needed full minutes or will
action minutes suffice. Mayor Knutson suggested full minutes on Agenda Item No. 7. Commissioner
Turner requested full minutes on Agenda Item No. 8.

(02:02:07) Mayor Knutson thanked Finance Officer Cindy Dooley for the full report that was put together
on the Impact Fee. It was helpful to have all of that information together.

Adjourn. (02:02:29) Commissioner Southerland motion to adjourn. Commissioner Campbell
second. VOTE: Unanimous Motion carried.

ADJOURN: 9:02 p.m.

ATTEST:

Heather Knutson, Mayor Cora E. Pritt, City Clerk
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CITY OF POLSON
CITY COMMISSION MEETING ../ 67

Commission Chambers June 1, 2015 7:00 p.1m.

ATTENDANCE: Mayor Heather Knutson, Commissioners Campbell, Erickson, Siler, Turner, and
Southerland. City Manager Shrives, City Clerk Cora Pritt

OTHERS PRESENT (who voluntarily signed in): Elsa Duford, Lita Fonda, Bonnie Manicke,
Lee Manicke, and Ric Smith.

CALL TO ORDER: (00:02) Mayor Knutson called the meeting to order. The Pledge of Allegiance was
recited. Mayor Knutson, “It is with a very heavy heart that I ask you to join me in a moment of silence to
honor Commissioner Dan Morrison. Dan served our City for over 15 years as a Commissioner and we
have appreciated his dedication and his contributions to our City. We are going to greatly miss Dan’s
contributions as well as his enormous smile, his warm heart, and his positive nature. Our most heartfelt
condolences go out to his family. We will greatly miss our fellow citizen, business leader,
Commissioner, and friend. Please join me and recognize a moment of silence to honor Commissioner
Morrison. Roll call was taken.

APPROVAL OF PROPOSED AGENDA (02:57) Commissioner Campbell motion to approve the
proposed agenda. Commissioner Erickson second. City Commission discussion: none Public
comment: none VOTE: Unanimous Motion carried

PUBLIC COMMENT ON SIGNIFICANT MATTERS TO THE PUBLIC NOT ON THE AGENDA
( 3:33)-none

CONSENT AGENDA (3:54)-(a). Claims May 14-28, 2015 (b). City Commission Workshop Minutes
May 18, 2015, (¢). Finance Officer Bank Reconciliation April 30, 2014 (e). Finance Officer Bank
Reconciliation May 31, 2014. Commissioner Southerland motion to approve the consent agenda.
Commissioner Siler second. Commission discussion: none Public Comment: none VOTE:
Unanimous Motion carried

CITY MANAGER COMMENTS (4:51)-City Manager Mark Shrives reported on the following: The
Economic Development Council has had two meetings to date. Vice Chair Becky DuPuis was asked to
address the Commission and give a brief update on the meetings thus far. Vice Chair Beck DuPuis
reported that the Economic Development Council (EDC) has discussed whether or not there is an interest
in a Resort Tax, Research has been conducted into other communities that already have a Resort Tax in
place, Crafting the language of the Resort Tax for a proposed June 24, 2015 Public Hearing. The current
proposal will be a taxation that will be in effect the 2" and 3™ quarters of the year. Commissioner
Erickson asked which communities the EDC has looked at. VC Becky DuPuis answered that White Fish,
and Red Lodge. [tems being considered for the Resort Tax will be: restaurants, bars, hotels. This list is
still being discussed. Commissioner Southerland commented that there will be a guest speaker from
White Fish at the EDC meeting of June 3, 2015. Commissioner Siler asked if there had been any
comment from the Confederated Salish & Kootenai Tribe. City Manager Shrives answered that he has
spoken with Rob McDonald, CSKT Community Director, and Rob had given the Tribal Council a brief
update. The Mayor and City manager will be meeting with Tribal Council in the next few weeks and the
Resort Tax will be a topic of conversation. Commissioner Turner asked if there was anyone that would
be exempt. Vice Chair DuPuis answered that Tribal members would be exempt from paying a Resort
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Tax. Commissioner Southerland commented that there will be a rebate given to property owners within
the City of Polson city limits. Vice Chair DuPuis commented that the highest tax percentage will be 3%.
Commissioner Turner commented that this may drive away business. Vice Chair DuPuis answered that is
why it will only be for six months. Mayor Knutson commented that it sounded like the EDC was off to a
good start. City Manager Shrives then read a letter from the Polson Dollars for Scholars that the Polson
Bay Golf Course received. The letter thanked Roger Wallace and the Polson Bay Golf Course for Co-
sponsoring the Lake City Open golf tournament. The tournament raised $7,750.00 for scholarships for
Polson High School graduates. City Manager Shrives then commented on the Golf Course New Cart
Storage facility bids that were opened on May 29", The lowest bid was $181,000.00. Also the Old 9
Irrigation project will be getting underway soon. Bids will be taken in the near future. Also, the Golf
Department is looking at replacing the fleet of golf carts. City Manager Shrives asked the Commission if
they would like to move forward with planting a tree in one of the City parks with a plaque as a memorial
to late Commissioner Dan Morrison. The Commission unanimously agreed to move forward with this
project.

APPROVE ORDINANCE #2015-006 AN ORDINANCE TO ADOPT CHAPTER 3, ARTICLE 4.
STORMWATER, ARTICLE 5. UTILITY POLES, ARTICLE 6, PUBLIC WORKS STANDARDS
AND ARTICLE 7. INFRASTRUCTURE REBATE TO THE CITY OF POLSON BOOK OF
ORDINANCES (28:52)-City Manager Shrives commented on two questions that had been asked at the
previous meeting. Handbills on utility poles-this ordinance will not address that issue. That will be
addressed in a future law enforcement ordinance. The other question was on 3.04.090-co-ordination with
the County/State. Does there need to be Tribal co-ordination. City Manager Shrives answered that is not
a requirement. There isn’t anything in the storm water to be coordinated with the Tribe. There was also
some confusion on Article. 6 Public Works Standards. City Manager Shrives explained that basically the
City would adopt the State’s Public Work Standard. Mayor Knutson clarified about adopting
modifications and that there is a separate file kept in the City Clerk’s office and one in the Water/Sewer
Superintendent’s office if there are modifications. City Manager Shrives answered that basically the
modifications are made by the State and the City just adopts the modifications. If for some reason the
City would decide not to adopt the modifications, then there is a separate process the City would have to
go through. Commissioner Siler pointed out an error in section 3.04.120-line 9 the word “glitters”
should be changed to “gutters”. Mayor Knutson commented that in section 3.04.070-second line, last
word “Limes” should read “Lines”. Commissioner Campbell motion to approve the 2" reading of
the Ordinance #2015-006 adopting Chapter 3, Article 4. Stormwater, Article 5. Utility Poles, Article
6. Public Works Standards and Article 7. Infrastructure Rebate to the City of Polson Book of
Ordinances. Commissioner Southerland second. Commission discussion: none Public comment:
none VOTE: Unanimous Motion carried

APPROVE A RESOLUTION SETTING IMPACT FEE COLLECTION LEVELS (tabled at the
May 18, 2015 meeting) (33:56) -Mayor Knutson asked for a motion to remove the Resolution from the
Table. Commissioner Siler, “So moved.” Commissioner Southerland second. Commission
discussion: none public comment: none VOTE: Unanimous Motion carried. City Manager Shrives
presented this agenda item. City Manager Shrives presented additional information regarding the lmpact
Fee Resolution. Previously the Commission had asked if the percentages could be different for each fund.
The answer is yes, each fund can be set at a different percentage. The second question that was asked was
to get some comparisons from other communities. City Finance Officer Cindy Dooley presented her
report on the communities of Polson, Whitefish, Hamilton, Columbia Falls, Livingston, Lewistown, and
Conrad. Some of these cities are Class 2 and Class 3. The report includes Residential and Commercial.
Columbia Falls does not have Impact Fee. Lewistown does not have Impact Fees. Livingston started in
2006. Conrad has a System Development Fee for Water/Sewer only. Whitefish is the most detailed in
money division. They are currently at 95% and a 5% administration fee. Compared to Polson, Whitefish
is $1,000.00 lower than Polson. At Polson’s current 50% rate, we are several thousand dollars lower.
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Hamilton also has a Transportation Fee. Hamilton is currently at 100% of their fees. Livingston also is at
100%. City Manager Shrives pointed out that with the new information received it would be good to
have a decision made in the month of June regarding the Impact Fees. The agenda item could be tabled
until the next meeting. There does not have to be a decision made at this meeting. Commissioner
Southerland asked if the percentages between Residential and Commercial could be different. City
Manager Shrives answered yes. Commissioner Campbell commented that raising the Sewer department
percentage made more sense. Commissioner Turner commented that 100% still seems high. Mayor
Knutson asked if anyone had a suggested motion or did the Commission want to take some time?
Commissioner Turner commented he would like to take some time. Commissioner Turner motioned to
table the Resolution setting Impact Fee levels. Commissioner Siler second. Commission discussion:
Commissioner Turner, “Out of curiosity, why does commercial not pay Parks?” Finance Officer Cindy
Dooley, “Because I think they feel that there’s no impact.” City Manager Shrives, “Versus a residential
area that would impact the market.” Public comment: none VOTE: Unanimous Motion carried

EMERGENCY ORDINANCE AND ORDINANCE TO ADOPT CLOSURE HOURS FOR CITY
PARKS (48:03)-City Manager Shrives presented this agenda item. This is basically an ordinance to set
hours for the Parks. There was an assumption that the City had Park hours but we don’t. The hours
selected was coordinated between the Police Department and the Parks Department. This will allow the
Police to enforce the Park hours and the hours will be posted at all of the Parks. Commissioner
Southerland motion to approve an Emergency Ordinance to adopt closure hours for City Parks.
Commissioner Erickson second. Commission discussion: none Public comment: none VOTE:
Unanimous Motion carried.

AWARD THE BID FOR THE POLSON PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY WELL NO. 8 PROJECT TO
THE APPARENT LOW BIDDER, O’KEEF DRILLING COMPANY IN AN AMOUNT OF
$89,810.00 PENDING FINAL APPROVAL OF FUNDING AGENCIES AND COMPLETION OF
REFERENCE CHECKS AND TO AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE ALL
NECESSARY CONTRACTS.(52:00) —City Manager Mark Shrives, “This is part of the overall water
project that we’ve been talking about. This particular bid is to drill a test well and then if the test well
were to come in meeting municipal standards then we would move forward. The purchase of the property
we’ve already got tied up in escrow. If it does not come in then we would not move forward to actually
develop the well. We received one bid and that was O’Keefe Drilling and so that’s kind of where we’re
at. It’s within the acceptable standard of the engineer estimate and so we recommend you approve it. We
still have to go to the funding agency but this will keep this project moving and again this is only for a
test well. We will move forward if the test well comes in meeting municipal standards.” Commissioner
Turner, “So we only got one bid?” City Manager Shrives, “We only got one bid.” Commissioner
Erickson, “Two local bids but only one (inaudible). Isn’t that what it is?” (Commissioner Erickson and
City Manager Shrives are speaking at the same time making transcription too difficult). Unidentified
speaker-“Is this the Gauthier property?” City Manager Shrives, “Is it? Yes.” Commissioner Turner, “Do
we have a depth that we gave them that they’re punching down to?” City Manager Shrives, “I don’t
remember what the technical specs were as far as depth.” Commissioner Campbell, “The bid shows 250
feet.” City Manager Shrives, “I don’t recall. I’m sure we must have said in the specs. Yeah, 250.”
Water/Sewer Superintendent Tony Porrazzo, “It will depend on what we find on the way down.” Mayor
Knutson, “Any other questions?” Commissioner Siler, “The motion isn’t real clear to me that we’re only
going to do the test well. Where does it spell out that?” Commissioner Campbell, “Look at the
Background above. It describes the process.” Commissioner Siler, “Okay. Just so it’s covered.”
Commissioner Campbell, “I believe so. The bids got unit cost.” Commissioner Siler, “Yeah. It looks
good on that page but the motion doesn’t say anything about stopping if the first one fails.”
Commissioner Campbell, “I guess the motion doesn’t say that. No.” City Manager Shrives, “If it meets
the standards then we will move forward and finish the project. It’s all a part of that.” Commissioner
Turner, “The test well really is only costing $10,000.00.” City Manager Shrives, “Right. (Note there are
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several person speaking at once making transcription difficult). City Manager Shrives, “With the whole
project with the caveat the test well does not come in then we won’t finish the project.” Commissioner
Campbell, “If the test well don’t come in then we go back to the unit cost here and pay them for that.”
City Manager Shrives, “Yes. That’s why we did the unit costs.” Mayor Knutson, “Is that good Ken?
That work for you?” Commissioner Siler, “Yes that works for me.” Mayor Knutson, “Any other
questions?” Commissioner Turmer, “How are we going to power that site?”” City Manager Shrives,
“Mission Valley Power. We’re getting power from...” Tony Porrazzo, “No. Actually the driller will
provide the power.” City Manager Shrives, “If it comes in it will be Mission Valley Power. They’ll
provide their own power for drilling. Then we’ll get power from Mission Valley Power for the final
well.” Mayor Knutson, “Okay. | would look for a motion then.” Commissioner Campbell, “I move to
award the bid for the Polson Public Water Supply Well No. 8 project to the apparent low bidder,
O’Keefe Drilling Company in an amount of $89,810.00, pending final approval of funding agencies
and completion of reference checks and to authorize the City Manager to execute all necessary
contracts. Commissioner Turner second. Commission discussion: none Public comment: none
VOTE: Unanimous Motion carried

AWARD THE BID FOR THE POLSON NEW GOLF CART STORAGE BUILDING PROJECT
TO THE APPARENT LOW BIDDER, PENDING FINAL APPROVAL OF FUNDING
AGENCIES AND COMPLETION OF REFERENCE CHECKS AND TO AUTHORIZE THE
CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE ALL NECESSARY CONTRACTS.(57:43) —City Manager Mark
Shrives presented this agenda item. The Golf Cart Storage Building will provide garage bays for 60 golf
carts, 30 electric and 30 gas. There were two bids opened on May 29", Bjorn Johnson Construction of
Missoula, MT submitted the lowest bid at $181,000.00. Golf Maintenance Superintendent Pat Nowlen
described the structures as metal buildings, wood frame construction, OSB sheeting and a 2 hour firewall.
The individual storage areas will be rented out. Conimissioner Siler motion to award the bid for the
Golf Cart Storage Project to the Bjorn Johnson Construction in an amount of $181,000.00 pending
final completion of reference checks and to authorize the City Manager to execute all necessary
contracts. Commissioner Southerland second. Commission discussion: Commissioner Campbell
inquired about the golf course not be able to contribute more funding to the General Fund because of the
former bonds. City Finance Officer Cindy Dooley answered the current bond resolution sets a maximum
of $30,000.00 a year. There will be a new indirect cost study done for the upcoming Fiscal Year budget.
This will more than likely be revisited. Commissioner Campbell then asked if it would need to be done
thru a new Resolution. City Manager Shrives commented that yes, it would need a new resolution.
Finance Officer Dooley commented that so far the Golf Course has been able to handle their debt.
Commissioner Siler asked if the City was getting a better interest rate on the refinance. Finance Officer
Dooley explained the reason that both projects aren’t being done under one loan because the cart storage
isn’t a tax exempt loan. It is a taxable loan. So the bank gets charged on the interest that the loan earns.
That is why the two projects are being separated. Information from Glacier Bank states that the taxable
loan may be in the 5% range and the $1,000,090.00 hopefully will come in lower because that will be a
tax exempt bank qualified loan. The spaces are already reserved with a waiting list. Public comment:
none. VOTE: Unanimous Motion carried

APPROVE A RESOLUTION TO ADOPT FEE FOR STORM WATER UTILITY SYSTEM.
(01:07:18) City Manager Shrives presented this agenda item. This Resolution goes along with Ordinance
2015-006 that was just passed. There is no change in the current charge. This just goes along with the
new Ordinance. Commissioner Turner motion to approve a Resolution to adopt a monthly service
and support fee of $4.00 for the Storm Water Utility System. Commissioner Erickson second.
Commission discussion: none Public Comment: none VOTE: Unanimous Motion carried

APPROVE A RESOLUTION ADOPTING STATE PROCUREMENT POLICY (01:08:26)-City
Manager Mark Shrives presented this agenda item. This ties back into the Golf Cart Fleet that will allow
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the City to follow the State Procurement Policy. It will allow a Procurement Bid. A Procurement Bid is
for a gooder service not necessarily the lowest responsible bidder. This will permit warranties to be set,
and other criteria. When evaluating the bid, it doesn’t always have to be the lowest responsible bidder.
The specifications have to be outlined in advance. The bid price, warranty value, those would be spelled
out. Commissioner Southerland motion to approve a resolution adopting the Montana
Procurement Policy in order to take advantage of the streamline process. Commissioner Turner
second. Commission discussion: none Public comment: none VOTE: Unanimous Motion
carried

(01:11:14) Mayor Knutson asked the Commission if there were any items that needed full minutes or will
action minutes suffice. Commissioner Turner requested full minutes on Agenda Item No. 10.
Commissioner Campbell requested corrections to Agenda Item No. 7.

Adjourn. (01:12:13) Commissioner Southerland motion to adjourn. Commissioner Campbell
second. VOTE: Unanimous Motion carried.

ADJOURN: 8:13 p.m.

ATTEST:

Heather Knutson, Mayor Cora E. Pritt, City Clerk
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CITY OF POLSON
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY

Consent Agenda Item Number: 5-D

Meeting Date: June 15, 2015

Staff Contact: Beth Smith, Planning Technician

Email address: bp@cityofpolson.com phone: 883-8214

AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY: 51045 US HWY 93 -Nob Hill lots 2, 3, 4, & 5 has city water and sewer
services. The applicant has applied for annexation into the City of Polson as required.

BACKGROUND: This Properties septic system was failing. The property hooked into the city sewer
system. The annexation of this property was never completed. There has been some dispute in regards to

payback money owed for a developers’ mainline extension.

ANALYSIS: It will benefit the City of Polson to annex this property due to the fact it is already using all
city services and the city is not receiving any tax money from this property.

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS: The City will now receive a share of property tax money.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The Planning Department recommends the annexation of the property
into the City of Polson.

SUGGESTED MOTION: Approve as part of consent agenda.

ATTACHMENTS: Annexation application, Resolution for annexation, Rural Fire payback receipt and
picture of location of property.



ANNEXATION FET: $100
UESOLUTION #938 - 10/17/47
NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL FROM POLSON RURAL FIRE DISTRICT,
AND PETITION FOR ANNEXATION

To: Polsen Rurs! Fire District, and
City Mapager and City Commission ¢f Polson

WITNESSETH:

. " , 7 . - ;
1. Petitioner(s) ,;Mﬂ'f’\{ {?2’2‘“3’1 GG (pl Vi A are owners of the Tollowing
described iract of land locatod outside the exterior boundaries of the city of Polson:
(describe or nttach copy of deed showing legal description)

(A complete and accurate legal description is mandalory for consideration of the petition;
tax statements or certificate of survey s insufificlent.)

2. Petitioner(s) have mailed or otherwise cansed to be delivered a copy of this Notice and
Petition to the Polson Rural Fire District in compliance with Section 7-33-2127, M.C.A.,
advising the District of Petitioner’s intent to sunex the nbove-deseribed real properiy, such
notice-and annexation to cause the within real property to be detracted-from-the District,

3. Your Petitioner(s) enter this Petition pursnant to the provisions of Scction 7-2-4601,
M.C.A., and by thelr sigonatures hereupon certify that:

Petitioner(z) ave more than 50% of {he resident clectors owning real propexty in the
area to be npnexed; or,

' Petitioner(s) are the owner or owners of 50% of ike real property In the avea to be
nnexed; and ‘

... that any bonded indebtedness encambering the property in faver of the Polson Rural
Tire District hins been paid in foll, and the receipt therefor is attached beveto.

WHERLETFORE Petitioner(s) pray that the governing body of the city of Polson adept such
resolution as Is necessary to provide that the subject vend propeviy bo apmexed and embraced within
the corporate limits of the City of Polson,

DATED THIS __ 1% dny of D80 wpits , 20\,

Ll

Property Owner/Petitioner)

ATTEST: . Votlng Ward Zaning
Clty Clerk f’/{_ {Subjeet to Inter zoning ordinance revisions.}
STATE OF MONTANA-)
LT 05 Pl DOSO-1UA 1 osg,
Count-of-Lake 3} # . ;::J/L
On this 13 day of JANNDRY , 2011 Defore me a Notary Publlc for the State of Mmﬁﬂ,
personally appeared = MPRYN GLnNoSE Cowvwand » kuown to me to be the

persens whose names are subscribed within instrument nod ackarowledged to me that they exeented the same,

Revised 772010 ; ~1.



ANNEXATION FEE: 318
RESOLUTION #9538 - 1071747

NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL FROM POLSON RURAL FIRE DISTRICT,
AND PETITION FOR ANNEXATION

To: Polsen Rural Fire District, snd
City Mazager and City Commissisn of Polson

WITNESSETH:

1, Pedtiomer(s) Braae Frne sre owiery of (he following
described tract of land located ouiside the enterfor boundsries of the ¢ty of Pollsam:
(describe or attach copy of deed showiang legs! description)

{4 compieie and sccurate legai description is mandatory for comsideration of the petitios;
tsx statements or certificate of survey ls insuffclent.)

1. Petitloner(s) have mailed or otherwise caused to be delivered a copy of this Notlce and
Petitton to the Polson Rural Fire District in compliance with Section 7-33-2127, M.C.A.,
sdvising the District of Petitioner’s intent to annex the sbove-described real property, such
notice and anpexation to cause the within res) property to be detracted from the District.

3. Your Petitiomer(s) emter this Petition pursuamt to the provisions of Sectlom 7-2-4601,
M.C.A., and by their signatures hereupon cerdfy that:

___ Petitioner(s) are more than 50% of the resident electors ewning real property lm the
area to be annexed; or,

o Petitloner(s) sre the owner or owrers of 50% of the res) property in the srea to be
amnexed, snd

that any bonded indebtedness encumbering the property In favor of the Polyon Rupsl
Fire District has been pald (n full, and the receipt therefor fs attached hereto,

WHEREFORE Petithoner{z) pray that ihe governing body of the cley of Polson adopt sach
resolution a3 |s mecessary to provide that the subject real preperty be apnered and embraced within
the corporate limits of the Clty of Polson.

DATED THIS L day of et , 20 11
g /.
{Property Owner/Petitioner) l{ﬁ@p@rﬁr 'i}wmer/’?é}{rtﬁomr]a
ATTEST: Votiog Ward Lonbog
Clty Clerlk (Subject to later zoning ordinanes revistons.)

STATE OF MONTANA )

: 88

County of Leke )
Onp this ' day, of . {ivs i, 2014 before me a Notary Publle for the State of Montans,
persemsily appesred ?,gz*‘\t&\:u N TR apd , kpowe (o me to be the

Persons whose pames are subseribed within lnstrument spd 2chmawledged to me that they esecuted the same,



Return to:

City Clerk

City of Polson

106 First Street East
Polson, MT 59860

CITY OF POLSON
RESOLUTION NUMBER

A RESOLUTION EXTENDING THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE CITY OF POLSON,
MONTANA, TO ANNEX WITHIN THE
BOUNDARIES OF THE CITY, WITH CONDITIONS, CERTAIN TRACTS AND PARCELS
OF LAND DESCRIBED HEREINAFTER

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Those certain tracts of real property known as:

- Lots 2, 3, 4, 5 of NOB HILL, a platted subdivision of Lake County in Section
2, T22N, R20W, P.M.M., on file and of record in the Office of the Lake
County, Montana Clerk and Recorder, Geo 3228-02-3-05-02-0000.

As shown on Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof.

WHEREAS, D & S RENTALS, LLP, as the owner of the above described parcel, has
filed a petition with the City Clerk requesting annexation of such properties into the corporate
boundaries of the City of Polson; the Polson City Commission has considered this petition for
annexation pursuant to the statutory annexation by petition method set forth in Title 7 Chapter 2
Part 46 Section 4601 (3)(a)(ii)) Montana Code Annotated (MCA), and

WHEREAS, the herein described property has been serviced by sewer and water and is
subject to a waiver of annexation; and

WHEREAS, all development of these properties is subject to the rules, regulation and
requirements of the City, including the provision of Services Plan of the City of Polson; and

WHEREAS, it was determined that the City is able to provide services for fire and police
to the property; FURTHER that said services will commence upon the effective date of the
annexation: and

WHEREAS, the parcel described herein is currently zoned County HCZD and
should continue the same as HCZD which is appropriate and compatible with the use proposed;
FURTHER, this parcel is situated adjacent to City Commission Voting Ward No. 2 and it is the
intention of the Commission to add this parcel to said Ward,;



WHEREAS, the petitioners have executed waivers of protest, for themselves, their heirs
and assigns, to the imposition of special improvement districts for water, sewer, and streets for
a term not to exceed 25 years, if the same becomes necessary;

WHEREAS, the petition for annexation was duly heard by the City Commission upon
notice on the 15™ of June 2015; the Commission, having fully heard the testimony and
reviewed the materials submitted by the City Planning staff in support of such Petition, finds that
the annexation of these properties is deemed to be in the best interest of the City of Polson, the
inhabitants thereof and for the future use of the land described herein. FURTHER, such
property is within the urban growth boundary that the boundaries of the City of Polson and the
extension of such boundary is within the scope of the Polson Growth Plan;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the corporate limits of the City of Polson
be and are extended to incorporate and annex the tract of land herein described; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Commission finds that the property meets the
criteria of the Services Plan of the City of Polson, the extension of City services, and the Polson
Growth Policy;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the property is hereby zoned HCZD;
FURTHER the parcel is assigned to City Commission Voting Ward No. 2; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the minutes of City Commission of the City of Polson,
Montana, incorporate this resolution; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that if the city annexation of any lot(s), parcel(s), block(s)
or tract(s) of land annexed into the city pursuant to this city annexation resolution or any
provision of this resolution is ever held to be invalid or unconstitutional, the City Commission
hereby declares that any such decision shall not affect the validity of the annexation of the
remaining lot(s), parcel(s), block(s) or tract(s) of land annexed into the city or the remaining
provisions of this resolution. The City Commission hereby declares that it would have passed
this resolution and annexed each lot(s), parcel(s), block(s) or tracts(s) of land into the city as
well as each provision of this resolution irrespective of the fact that the annexation of any one or
more lot(s), parcel(s), block(s) or tract(s) of land annexed into the city or provision of this
resolution may have been declared invalid or unconstitutional, and if for any reason the
annexation of any lot(s), parcel(s). block(s), tract(s) of land or any provision of this resolution
should be declared invalid or unconstitutional, then the annexation of the remaining lot(s),
parcel(s), block(s) or tracts(s) of land and resolution provisions are intended to be and shall be
in full force and effect as enacted by the City Commission; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Clerk is hereby instructed to file this
resolution with the Clerk and Recorder of Lake County. This annexation shall become effective
from and after the date of the filing of said document with the Lake County Clerk and Recorder
and the payment of any Polson Rural Fire District fees or taxes.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this day of ; 2015

CITY OF POLSON



Heather Knutson, Mayor

Attest:

Mark Shrives, City Manager

Cora Pritt, City Clerk

STATE OF MONTANA )
'SS.
County of Lake )

On this day of , 2015, before me the undersigned Notary Public for the
State of Montana, personally appeared Heather Knutson, known to me to be the Mayor of the
City of Polson and known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed to the within
instrument and acknowledged to me that she executed the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my Notarial Seal the
day and year in this certificate first above written.

Notary Public for the State of Montana

Printed Name of Notary
Residing at Polson, Montana
My commission expires: /___ /20




LAKE COUNT?Y

106 4ThH ~vVE Fage: 1

PCLSON 0z2/17/15

AlOl Receipt 15:21:41
Receipt #4: Al0l 90216 Recelpt 5: 180,06 Cper: les
Check #: 75327 Check § 180.06 Currency 3 0.00 Cosin $ 0.00
Receipt From: POLSCN RURAL FIRE Festing Date: 01/31/14

Receipt Desc.: FROM BRUNC FRIIA; LOTS 2-5 WOB HILL TAXPAYER #3791

———————————— Por Lifterfal Udsg —=s-=semoamunmnoasins

Receipt Cash/ Schl School Schl
Type Receipt $ Fund Account Frej. Scheool Fund Acct Offset

Al01 180.06 7244 212100 101600






CITY OF POLSON
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY

Consent Agenda Ttem Number: 5-E

Meeting Date: June 15, 2015

Staff Contact: Beth Smith, Planning Technician

Email address: bp@cityofpolson.com phone: 883-8214

AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY: 400 JB Drive - Lot 1 of COS 6313 has city water and sewer services.
The applicant has applied for annexation into the City of Polson as required.

BACKGROUND: The property was to apply for annexation once the land came out of Tribal Trust. The
property hooked into the city water and sewer system. The annexation of this property was never
completed.

ANALYSIS: It will benefit the City of Polson to annex this property due to the fact it is already using all
city services and the city is not receiving any tax money from this property.

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS: The City of Polson will now receive a share of tax money.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The Planning Department recommends the annexation of the property
into the City of Polson.

SUGGESTED MOTION: Approve as part of consent agenda.

ATTACHMENTS: Annexation application, Resolution for annexation, Rural Fire payback receipt and
picture of location of property.



TS

o
H - I -
106 1st Street E., Polson, MT 59860 G City of Polson
406-883-8200 Fax 406-883-8238 <\>,
www.cityofpolson.com i
PETITION FOR ANNEXATION
NAME OF APPLICANT. | AP S EHAW
MAIL ADDRESS: HOO A ].)'r"\v&
CITY/STATE/ZIP: lson. VAT 59 SBuone: 2o 4932

INTEREST IN PROPERTY: VOO %o @ ney
Other Parties of Interest to be Notified:

PARTIES OF INTEREST:
MAIL ADDRESS:
CITY/STATE/ZIP: ‘ PHONE:
INTEREST IN PROPERTY:

PLEASE COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING: A
Address of the property: HOO B Prives , POl-%@T\ T 59860

Legal Description: B Y oF Co™ Ao H
(Lot and BJOCk of Subdivision; Tract #)

C\ B e Y o~
Oeean o, Tane Roow
(Section, Township, Range) (Attach metes and bounds as Exhibit A)

Land in project (ac): | acre
Current estimated market value __ £ :33”"/' it B0 at 50% build out
at 100% build out .
Is there a Rural Fire Department RSID or Bond on this property Yes No I/‘p(;'i ;P,@\ ‘_,O @!—5::4/
If yes remaining balance is $ /6

The present zoning of the above property is: LRZ D

The proposed zoning of the above property is: J/QZD

The signing of this application signifies that the foregoing information is true and accurate based upon the best
information available and further grants approval for Polson Planning staff to be present on the property for routine
inspection during the annexation process.

' N /2915

(Appliéant) (Date)

Revision 12/29/14



Return to:

City Clerk

City of Polson

106 First Street East
Polson, MT 59860

CITY OF POLSON
RESOLUTION NUMBER

A RESOLUTION EXTENDING THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE CITY OF POLSON,
MONTANA, TO ANNEX WITHIN THE
BOUNDARIES OF THE CITY, WITH CONDITIONS, CERTAIN TRACTS AND PARCELS
OF LAND DESCRIBED HEREINAFTER

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Those certain tracts of real property known as:

Lot 1 of COS 6313 in Section 10, T22n, R20W, P.M.M., on file and of record
in the Office of the Lake County, Montana Clerk and Recorder, Geo 3228-
10-4-04-03-0000.

As shown on Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof.

WHEREAS, Tari Lynn Shaw, as the owner of the above described parcel, has filed a
petition with the City Clerk requesting annexation of such properties into the corporate
boundaries of the City of Polson; the Polson City Commission has considered this petition for
annexation pursuant to the statutory annexation by petition method set forth in Title 7 Chapter 2
Part 46 Section 4601 (3)(a)(ii) Montana Code Annotated (MCA), and

WHEREAS, the herein described property has been serviced by sewer and water since
2004 and is subject to a waiver of annexation; and

WHEREAS, all development of these properties is subject to the rules, regulation and
requirements of the City, including the provision of Services Plan of the City of Polson; and

WHEREAS, it was determined that the City is able to provide services for fire and police
to the property; FURTHER that said services will commence upon the effective date of the
annexation: and

WHEREAS, the parcel described herein is currently zoned County LRZD and
should continue the same as LRZD which is appropriate and compatible with the use proposed;
FURTHER, this parcel is situated adjacent to City Commission Voting Ward No. 3 and it is the
intention of the Commission to add this parcel to said Ward;



WHEREAS, the petitioners have executed waivers of protest, for themselves, their heirs
and assigns, to the imposition of special improvement districts for water, sewer, and streets for
a term not to exceed 25 years, if the same becomes necessary;

WHEREAS, the petition for annexation was duly heard by the City Commission upon
notice on the 15" of June 2015; the Commission, having fully heard the testimony and reviewed
the materials submitted by the City Planning staff in support of such Petition, finds that the
annexation of these properties is deemed to be in the best interest of the City of Polson, the
inhabitants thereof and for the future use of the land described herein. FURTHER, such
property is within the urban growth boundary that the boundaries of the City of Polson and the
extension of such boundary is within the scope of the Polson Growth Plan;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the corporate limits of the City of Polson
be and are extended to incorporate and annex the tract of land herein described; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Commission finds that the property meets the
criteria of the Services Plan of the City of Polson, the extension of City services, and the Polson
Growth Policy;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the property is hereby zoned LRZD;
FURTHER the parcel is assigned to City Commission Voting Ward No. 3; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the minutes of City Commission of the City of
Polson, Montana, incorporate this resolution; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that if the city annexation of any lot(s), parcel(s), block(s)
or tract(s) of land annexed into the city pursuant to this city annexation resolution or any
provision of this resolution is ever held to be invalid or unconstitutional, the City Commission
hereby declares that any such decision shall not affect the validity of the annexation of the
remaining lot(s), parcel(s), block(s) or tract(s) of land annexed into the city or the remaining
provisions of this resolution. The City Commission hereby declares that it would have passed
this resolution and annexed each lot(s), parcel(s), block(s) or tracts(s) of land into the city as
well as each provision of this resolution irrespective of the fact that the annexation of any one or
more lot(s), parcel(s), block(s) or tract(s) of land annexed into the city or provision of this
resolution may have been declared invalid or unconstitutional, and if for any reason the
annexation of any lot(s), parcel(s). block(s), tract(s) of land or any provision of this resolution
should be declared invalid or unconstitutional, then the annexation of the remaining lot(s),
parcel(s), block(s) or tracts(s) of land and resolution provisions are intended to be and shall be
in full force and effect as enacted by the City Commission; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Clerk is hereby instructed to file this
resolution with the Clerk and Recorder of Lake County. This annexation shall become effective
from and after the date of the filing of said document with the Lake County Clerk and Recorder
and the payment of any Polson Rural Fire District fees or taxes.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this day of , 2015,

CITY OF POLSON



Heather Knutson, Mayor

Attest:

Mark Shrives, City Manager

Cora Pritt, City Clerk

STATE OF MONTANA )
:SS.
County of Lake )
On this day of , 2015, before me the undersigned Notary Public for the

State of Montana, personally appeared Heather Knutson, known to me to be the Mayor of the
City of Polson and known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed to the within
instrument and acknowledged to me that she executed the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my Notarial Seal the
day and year in this certificate first above written.

Notary Public for the State of Montana

Printed Name of Notary
Residing at Polson, Montana
My commission expires: /__/20




STATE OF MONTANA, COUNTY OF LAKE
LAKE COUNTY TREASURER

106 47H AVE EAST Page: i
POLSCN MT 59860 06/02/15
Al01 Recelpt 15:55:07
Receipt #: 2101 95408 Receipt §: 93.22 Oper: KAND
Check +#: Check 5 0.00 Currency 5 53.22 Coin § 0.00
Receipt From: POLSON RURAL FIRE Posting Date: 06/02/15

Receipt Desc.: FROM TARI LYNN SHAW: 400 JB DRIVE TAX #37141 COS 6313 LOT
Bl
SPECIAL LEVY REMAINING 5 YEARS

———————————— For Internal Usg =————mm——mmowo——wan
Receipt Cash/ Schl School Schl
Type Receipt $ Fund Account Proj. Schocl Fund Acct Offset

Al101 93.22 7244 212100 101000






CITY OF POLSON
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY

Consent Agenda Item Number: 5-F

Meeting Date: June 15, 2015

Staff Contact: Beth Smith, Planning Technician

Email address: bp @cityofpolson.com phone: 883-8214

AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY: 1605 [* Street East —Jensen Addition No. 2 South 92.4 of lots 1, 2, & 3
has city water and sewer services. The applicant has applied for annexation into the City of Polson as
required.

BACKGROUND: The property’s septic system was failing. The property hooked into the city sewer
system as requested by Mr. Gardipe with the Tribal maintenance department. The annexation of this
property was never completed. The City of Polson received all impact fees due for this property.

ANALYSIS: It will benefit the City of Polson to annex this property due to the fact it is already using all
city services and the city is not receiving any tax money from this property, which is now out of Tribal
Trust.

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS: The City of Polson will now receive a share of the properties tax
dollars.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The Planning Department recommends the annexation of the property
into the City of Polson.

SUGGESTED MOTION: Approve as part of Consent Agenda.

ATTACHMENTS: Annexation application, Resolution for annexation, Rural Fire payback receipt and
picture of location of property.
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ANNEXATION FEE: $100
RESOLUTION #938 — 10/17/07

NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL FROM POLSON RURAL FIRE DISTRICT,
AND PETITION FOR ANNEXATION

To: Polson Rural Fire District, and
City Manager and City Commission of Polson

WITNESSETH:
1. Petitioner(s) Canrics Samfl & L €2 7\ {énm ' - are owners of the following

described tract of land located outside the exterior boundaries of the city of Polson:
(describe or attach copy of deed showing legal description)

(A complete and accurate legal description is mandatory for consideration of the petition;
tax statements or certificate of survey is insufficient.)

Petitioner(s) have mailed or otherwise caused to be delivered a copy of this Notice aud
Petition to the Polson Rural Fire District in compliance with Section 7-33-2127, M.C.A.,
advising the District of Petitioner’s intent to annex the above-described real property, such
notice and annexation to cause the within real property to be detracted from the District.

!:-.)

3. Your Petitioner(s) cnter this Petition pursuant to the provisions of Section 7-2-4601,
M.C.A., and by their signatures hercupon certify that:

Petitioner(s) are more than 50% of the resident electors owning real property in the
area to be annexed; or,

7~ Petitioner(s) are the owner or owners of 50% of the real property in the arca to be
annexed, and

that any bonded indebteduess encumbering the property in favor of the Polson Rural
Fire District has been paid in full, and the receipt therefor is attached hereto.

WHEREFORE Petitioner(s) pray that the governing body of the city of Polson adopt such
resolution as is necessary to provide that the subject real property be annexed and embraced within
the corporate limits of the City of Polson.

DATED THIS [/ dayof  [ec 20 /3
(. >l Derm ik oy 'l

ekt Kl Derm b oy uaidle

(Property Owner/Petltiq;}cr) (Propcr'ﬁ/ Owner/Petitioner) \
7 4 w o gt -y
R P S A T LS e
ATTEST: »~ /'ﬂ,j’_ H://-”?_' ol { Yoting Ward :i,\; Zoning - ‘\4\ 2\
City Clerk (Subject to later zoning ordinance revisions.)

STATE OF MONTANA )
IS8,
County of Lake )
On this \\ day of b@ﬁ«“&\@_(, 20\:.) Eefore me a Notary Puplic for the State of Montana,
personally appeared LMo \= < SO\ and AX A WOAM\C | known to me to be the
persons whose names are subscribed within instrument and acknowledged to me that they exceuted the same.

Revised 7/2010 ‘ -1-



Return to:

City Clerk

City of Polson

106 First Street East
Polson, MT 59860

CITY OF POLSON
RESOLUTION NUMBER

A RESOLUTION EXTENDING THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE CITY OF POLSON,
MONTANA, TO ANNEX WITHIN THE
BOUNDARIES OF THE CITY, WITH CONDITIONS, CERTAIN TRACTS AND PARCELS
OF LAND DESCRIBED HEREINAFTER

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Those certain tracts of real property known as:

South 92.4 Feet of Lots 1, 2, 3 of Jensen Addition No. 2 in Section 9, T22n,
R20W, P.M.M., on file and of record in the Office of the Lake County,
Montana Clerk and Recorder, Geo 3228-09-4-20-02-0000.

As shown on Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof.

WHEREAS, Charles Shull and Dezra Kenmille, as the owners of the above described
parcel, has filed a petition with the City Clerk requesting annexation of such properties into the
corporate boundaries of the City of Polson; the Polson City Commission has considered this
petition for annexation pursuant to the statutory annexation by petition method set forth in Title 7
Chapter 2 Part 46 Section 4601 (3)(a)(ii) Montana Code Annotated (MCA), and

WHEREAS, the herein described property has been serviced by sewer and water and is
subject to a waiver of annexation; and

WHEREAS, all development of these properties is subject to the rules, regulation and
requirements of the City, including the provision of Services Plan of the City of Polson; and

WHEREAS, it was determined that the City is able to provide services for fire and police
to the property; FURTHER that said services will commence upon the effective date of the
annexation: and

WHEREAS, the parcel described herein is currently zoned County LRZD and
should continue the same as LRZD which is appropriate and compatible with the use proposed;
FURTHER, this parcel is situated adjacent to City Commission Voting Ward No. 3 and it is the
intention of the Commission to add this parcel to said Ward;



WHEREAS, the petitioners have executed waivers of protest, for themselves, their heirs
and assigns, to the imposition of special improvement districts for water, sewer, and streets for
a term not to exceed 25 years, if the same becomes necessary;

WHEREAS, the petition for annexation was duly heard by the City Commission upon
notice on the 15" of June 2015; the Commission, having fully heard the testimony and reviewed
the materials submitted by the City Planning staff in support of such Petition, finds that the
annexation of these properties is deemed to be in the best interest of the City of Polson, the
inhabitants thereof and for the future use of the land described herein. FURTHER, such
property is within the urban growth boundary that the boundaries of the City of Polson and the
extension of such boundary is within the scope of the Polson Growth Plan:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the corporate limits of the City of Polson
be and are extended to incorporate and annex the tract of land herein described; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Commission finds that the property meets the
criteria of the Services Plan of the City of Polson, the extension of City services, and the Polson
Growth Policy;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the property is hereby zoned LRZD;
FURTHER the parcel is assigned to City Commission Voting Ward No. 3; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the minutes of City Commission of the City of Polson,
Montana, incorporate this resolution; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that if the city annexation of any lot(s), parcel(s), block(s)
or tract(s) of land annexed into the city pursuant to this city annexation resolution or any
provision of this resolution is ever held to be invalid or unconstitutional, the City Commission
hereby declares that any such decision shall not affect the validity of the annexation of the
remaining lot(s), parcel(s), block(s) or tract(s) of land annexed into the city or the remaining
provisions of this resolution. The City Commission hereby declares that it would have passed
this resolution and annexed each lot(s), parcel(s), block(s) or tracts(s) of land into the city as
well as each provision of this resolution irrespective of the fact that the annexation of any one or
more lot(s), parcel(s), block(s) or tract(s) of land annexed into the city or provision of this
resolution may have been declared invalid or unconstitutional, and if for any reason the
annexation of any lot(s), parcel(s). block(s), tract(s) of land or any provision of this resolution
should be declared invalid or unconstitutional, then the annexation of the remaining lot(s),
parcel(s), block(s) or tracts(s) of land and resolution provisions are intended to be and shall be
in full force and effect as enacted by the City Commission; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Clerk is hereby instructed to file this
resolution with the Clerk and Recorder of Lake County. This annexation shall become effective
from and after the date of the filing of said document with the Lake County Clerk and Recorder
and the payment of any Polson Rural Fire District fees or taxes.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this day of 5 2018,

CITY OF POLSON




Heathe_r Knutson, Mayor

Attest:

Mark Shrives, City Manager

Cora Pritt, City Clerk

STATE OF MONTANA )
:SS.
County of Lake )
On this day of , 2015, before me the undersigned Notary Public for the

State of Montana, personally appeared Heather Knutson, known to me to be the Mayor of the
City of Polson and known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed to the within
instrument and acknowledged to me that she executed the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my Notarial Seal the
day and year in this certificate first above written.

Notary Public for the State of Montana

Printed Name of Notary
Residing at Polson, Montana
- My commission expires; __/ /20




Receipt #:

Check #:

Receipt From:

Receipt Desc.:

Receipt
Type

;;;;;;

A101 94375 Receipt $: 49,14
Check 3 0.00 Currency $ 49,00
POLSCON RURAL FIRE Posting
FROM CHARLES SHULL & DEZRA KENMILLE: ANNEXATION
——————————— For Internal Use
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CIiTY OF POLSON
CiTY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY

Agenda Item Number: 7
Meeting Date: June 15, 2015
Staff Contact: Cindy Dooley, Finance Officer

AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY: Approve Resolution No. 2015- setting impact fee collection levels

BACKGROUND: Resolution No. 1059 was approved on May 19, 2014 setting the impact fee collection level at
50% of the total calculated fee etfective July 1, 2014,

ANALYSIS: A schedule of impact fees for Residential Detached Housing and Residential Attached Housing per
dwelling unit is attached which shows how much each benefit district (fire, parks, water and sewer) would receive at
various percentages. Currently, the City is collecting 50% of the full calculated impact fees. The percentage rates
for non-residential have been based on the building permit for Valley Glass and represents an average retail
commercial establishment. Impact Fees for residential development are a set amount, whereas commercial
development can be based on a number of different criteria that determines the fees. Information was distributed at
the June 1, 2015 City Commission Meeting which compares impact fees for other cities with similar population to
our impact fees and is attached. The resolution was tabled at the May 18, 2015 City Commission meeting and
tabled again at the Junel, 2015 City Commission meeting.

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS: The current reduction in fees has created a revenue loss of $299,730. The
City is currently experiencing a growth spurt in non-residential development, but at the same time is faced with large
capital improvements in the sewer funds and potential capital improvements for the fire, police and administrative
departments. The impact fees have generated over $1.14 million dollars since FY2007 to help ease the burden of
new development.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Pass Resolution No. 2015- to reinstate the impact fees to 100% of the
calculated amount.

SUGGESTED MOTION: [ move to approve Resolution No. 2015-___ to reinstate the impact fees to 100% of the
calenlated amount effective July 1. 2015.

ATTACHMENTS: Percentage Report for Residential & Commercial Impact Fees
Impact Fee Comparison for Residential and Commercial
Resolution No. 2015 -



City of Polson

Hesidential Impact Fees al Various Percentage Poinis
Prepared by: Cindy M Daoley CPRA, Finance Officer

Residential Detached Housing

_ 100% 90% 80% 70% 60% 50% 40% 30% 20% 10%
Fire S 971.00 § 873.90 5 776.80 § 679.70 S 582.60 5 485.50 S5 388.40 $ 291.30 S 194.20 3 97.10
Parks 1,020.00 918.00 816.00 714.00 612.00 510.00 408.00 306.00 204.00 102.00
Waler 3,310.00 2,979.00 2,648.00 2,317.00 1,986.00 1,655.00 1,324.00 993.00 662.00 331.00
Sewer 1,531.00 1,377.90 1,224.80 1,071.70 918.60 765.50 612.40 459.30 306.20 153.10

| Adminisirative Fee 341.60 307.44 273.28 239.12 204.98 170.80 136.64 102.48 68.32 34.16
Total Impact Fees | §7,173.60 5 6,456.24 $5,738.88 $5,021.52 $4,304,16 $ 3,5686.80 5 2,869.44 $2,152.08 $1,434.72 $ 717.36 |
Hesidential Atlached Housing per Dwelling Unit

100% 90% 80% 70% 80% 50% 40% 30% 20% 10%
Fire $  768.00 S 691.20 $ 614.40 $§ 537.60 $ 460.80 §  384.00 $ 307.20 5 230.40 $ 153.60 § 76.80
Pariks 806.00 725.40 644.80 564.20 483.60 403.00 322.40 241.80 161.20 80.60
Water 2.617.00 2.355.30 2,093.60 1,831.90 1,570.20 1.308.50 1,046.80 785.10 523.40 261.70
Sewer 1,210.00 1,0859.00 968.00 847.00 726.00 605.00 484.00 363.00 242.00 121.00
Adminisirative Fee 270.05 243.05 216.04 189.04 162.03 135.03 108.02 81.02 54.01 27.01
TQm_ fmpact Fees | $5,671.05 $5,103.95 $4,536.84 $3,969.74 $3,402.63 $2,835.53 $2,268.42 $1,701.32 $1,134.21 $ 567.11




City of Polson

Commercial Impact Fees at Various Percentage Poinis
Based on Valley Glass Building Permit with 3/4" meter

Prepared by: Cindy M Dgoley CPA, Finance Officer

Commercial Retail Build

90% 80% 70% 60% 50% 40% 30% 20% 10%
Fire $ 13,151.58 $ 11,836.42 $ 10,521.26 § 9,206.11 $ 7,890.95 $ 6.575.79 $ 5,260.63 $ 3,945.47 $ 2,630.32 $ 1,315.16

_ Parks - z = = - - - - - -

" Waler $,313.00 2,981.70 2,650.40 2.319.10 1,987.80 1,656.50 1,325.20 993.90 662.60 331.30
Sewer 1,533.00 1,379.70 1,226.40 1,073.10 915.80 766.50 613.20 459.90 306.60 153.30
Administrative Fee 899.88 809.89 718.90 629.92 539.93 449.94 359.95 269.96 175.98 89.99

gﬁ: Impacl Fees | S 18,897.46 $ 17.007.71 S 15117.97 $ 13,228.22 $ 11,338.48 $ 9,448.73 $ 7,558.98 $5669.24 | |53,779.49 S 1.880.75




Impact Fee Comparison Study

June 1, 2015

Prepared by Finance Officer Cindy M Dooley, CPA

Residential Impact Fees

Data Polson Whitefish Hamilton Columbia Falls Livingston Lewistown Conrad
Papulation (2010 Census) 4,488 6,357 4348 4,688 7,064 | 5,901 2570 |
City Class 3d | 2d | 3 " 3d | 2nd 2nd 3rd
impact Fees S TYES | ¥ES YES NO* YES NO YES**
M‘nth/‘(ear Started - Mar-07 Nov-07 May-07 Mar-06 Nov-13
Current Impact Fees: -l o . o
N Paved Trails| $ - |8 4210018 - % - 1S = s = B8 F
Park Maintenance Building| $ - |8 29.00 | § - 1S - s s - |8 -
Parks - general| $ 510.00| $ - S - S - s 14500 % - S -
Emergency Services Center| $ - S 813.00| S - S - s - S - S -
Police| $ - |8 - 1S 167.12 | 5 - |3 229.00 | § - |8 -
Fire| § 485.50 | $ n $ 434,88 | S - S 128001 S - S =
City Hall{ § = $ 771.00 % - 18 - S - 1S - S =
Transportation| $ = |G = S 2,326.17 | § - S 601.00 | § - $ -
Water - 5/8" or 3/4" meter| $ 1,555.00 S 1,563.00 | S 1,463.39| $ - S 1,040.00| S - S 2,320.93
Sewer - 5/8" or 3/4" meter| $ 765.50 | § 1,575.00 | $ 3,772.37 | $ = S 1,094.00 | § - S 2,530.73
Stormwater| $ - |8 200.00 | § - ]S - 1S - |8 -5 e
Total Current Fees S 3,416.00| 5 5,372.00 | § 8,163.93 | § - $ 3,237.00 | $ - S 4,851.66
Admin Fee 5% 5% 0% not sure 0%
Percent of Maximum fees 50% 95% 100% 100% 100%
Total Fees at Maximum Allowed with Admin | $ 7,173.60 | § 5,937.75| % 8,163.53 $  3,237.00 $ 4,851.66
Total Impact Fees Collected Res & Comm $1,144,735.90 | $2,939,997.00 | $1,000,815.00 not available S -

*Columbia Falls has a development fee but did not elaborate
**Conrad has System Development Fees



Impact Fee Comparison Study
June 1, 2015

Prepared by Finance Officer Cindy M Dooley, CPA

Commercial Impact Fees - based on 7,782 sq. ft. building
Data S Polson Whitefish | Hamilton | ColumbiaFalls | Livingston | Lewistown | Conrad
Population (2010 Census) 4,488 6,357 4,345_ 4,688 7,044 5,901 2570 |
Ctycoss BT and 3 ard 2nd ond | 39
impactFees 1 vs | v ves | wor | v | N0 | ves™
Month/Year Started Mar-07 | Nov-07 May-07 . Mar-06 No\iﬁg T
_C_lirurent Impact Fees: o o B
Emergency Services Centerl § - | $ 2,957.16( $ ~ — 1§ - S - $ B I
Police| 5 7 5 - |$  253488|5% - |8 1,696.04|% - |5 -
Firel S  6,575.79|$ - |$  8204941S - s 544.60 | $ - (5 -
City Hall| $ - 18 280152(% - 13 L - s L N
Transportation| § = s - S - s - S  §8223.46(8S - S -
Water - 5/8" or 3/4" meter| $ 1,656.50 | S 1,563.00 | $ 1,463.39| S - S 1,040.00( S . S 2,320.93
Sewer - 5/8" or 3/4" meter| $ 766.50 | S 1,575.00 | & 3,772.37 |5 - S 1,094.00(S - $ 2,530.73
Stormwater| $ = s 834,00 $ - |8 - 1S - 1S - s -
Total Current Fees S 8,998.79 | § 9,730.68 | $ 15,975.58 | § - $ 12598105 - $ 4,851.66
Admin Fee 5% 5% 0% not sure 0%
Percent of Maximum fees 50% 95% 100% 100% 100%
Total Fees at Maximum Allowed with Admin| S  18,897.46| $ 10,754.96| %  15,975.58 - S 12,598.10 $ 4,851.66
Total Impact Fees Collected Res & Comm $1,144,735.90 | $2,939,997.00 | $1,000,815.00 not available S -

*Columbia Falls has a development fee but did not elaborate

**Conrad has System Development Fees



RESOLUTION NO. 2015-
A RESOLUTION SETTING IMPACT FEE COLLECTION LEVELS

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Polson, has adopted Ordinance 663, providing for
the collection of impact fees together with administration and service charges; and,

WHEREAS, pursuant to paragraph 6.9 (c) of Ordinance 663, the City Council reserved the right
to adjust by separate resolution, from time to time, the actual percentage of impact fee to be
imposed; and

WHEREAS, the Council desires to adjust the impact fees to be imposed under Ordinance 663;
and,

WHEREAS, the Council desires that this Resolution take effect as of July 1, 2015:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
POLSON, MONTANA:

1. The Building and Planning Department is instructed to impose and collect one hundred
percent (100%) of the full impact fees assessable under Ordinance 663 found at Paragraph 6.9
therefore, net of any credits due the Applicant. If credits exceed the impact fee under this
assessment, then no impact fee shall be due. A review of the formula will be conducted in the
future to review residential rates.

2. Only Building permits that have been actually applied for or issued by June 30, 2015 will be
allowed to receive the 50% fee reduction approved by Resolution No. 1059.

3. The five percent Administration Fee provided at 6.10 (c) of Ordinance 663 shall be assessed
against the total amount of Impact Fee resulting from implementation of this Resolution.

4. This Resolution shall be effective as of July 1, 2015.

5. All Resolutions or part of resolutions in conflict herewith are hereby amended to the extent of
any such conflict.

PASSED AND APPROVED this ___ day of ;

Mayor, Heather Knutson

ATTEST:

Cora E. Pritt, City Clerk



CITY OF POLSON
City COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY

Agenda Item Number: f?
Subject: Approve Ordinance 2015-007 to adopt closure hours for City parks
Meeting Date: June 15, 2015

Staft Contact: City Manager Mark Shrives

AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY: This Agenda Item requests approval of the second reading of Ordinance
2015-007 to adopt closure hours for City parks.

BACKGROUND: It has been assumed for several years that an ordinance existed establishing hours for
City parks. It recently came to the City’s attention that in fact no such ordinance exists establishing park
hours. When the issue came to light and was researched by the Chief of Police, the Parks Superintendent
and the City Attorney, an ordinance could not be found.

ANALYSIS: With the summer soon upon us, it is important to have an ordinance in place that will allow
the police department to have the ability to properly enforce park hours. Adopting this ordinance as an
emergency, will allow it to take effect immediately.

As a part of the codification process, other park related items were and are being considered, but it is
important to move forward with this ordinance now. The Chief of Police and the Parks Superintendent have
recommended the closure hours to be between 11:00 PM and 5:00 AM which will allow for later summer
use of the park, particularly with the new lights at Sacajawea Park and to allow early morning walkers and
fisherman to be in the park earlier in the morning,.

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS: None
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Adopt Ordinance

SUGGESTED MOTION: I MOVE TO APPROVE ORDINANCE 2015-007 TO ADOPT CLOSURE
HOURS FOR CITY PARKS

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Ordinance 2015-007 to adopt closure hours for City parks



Ordinance No. ORD#2015-007

EMERGENCY ORDINANCE AND ORDINANCE TO
ADOPT CLOSURE HOURS FOR CITY PARKS

WHEREAS, the City of Polson finds that it is necessary to set certain hours that the city
parks are closed to occupation in order to effectively manage such parks;

WHEREAS, the City has previously set these hours in the discretion of the Parks
Superintendent and the City Commission wishes to enforce such hours by the force of a City
Crdinance;

WHEREAS, the need for immediate action is necessary as the parks are currently facing
additional summer usage that would adversely impact the park maintenance and preservation of
its properties;

WHEREAS, the Commission seeks to adopt this ordinances as guickly as possible and to
that end hears this matter as an emergency measure and its first reading for permanent adoption;

WHEREAS, it appears in the best public interest that the Polson City Commission adopt
the hours of operation for park premises as stated herein:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, that the City of Polson adopts the following
ordinance:

Hours of operation of parks.
A. Hours. All parks shall be open to the public every day of the year subject to
the exceptions established herein.

B. General closure. Any section or part of any park may be closed to the public
by the superintendent of parks and recreation. Notice of closing shall be
posted in a conspicuous manner.

C. Night closure.
Summer Months: May 1 — September 30

No person, without written permission of the superintendent of parks and
recreation, shall be physically present within the boundaries of any park
between the hours of 11:00 p.m. and 5.00 a.m. except in designated
camping areas.

Winter Months: October 1-- April 30

No person, without written permission of the superintendent of parks and
recreation, shall be physically present within the boundaries of any park
between the hours of 8:00 p.m. and 6:00 a.m. except in designated camping
areas.

BE IT FURTHER ORDAINED that all Ordinances or parts of Ordinances in so far as the
same may precede or conflict with the above ordinance are hereby repealed and/or deleted.



BE IT FURTHER ORDAINED that this ordinance is enacted as an emergency measure
and that such ordinance is also to be enacted as a permanent ordinance of the City of Polson.
Upon the effective date of the permanent ordinance, the emergency ordinance shall expire
forthwith.

BE IT FURTHER ORDAINED, the City Clerk is hereby instructed to codify this Ordinance
in the Book of Ordinances and the City Attorney shall index the same in his discretion.

Emergency Effective Date: __June 1, 2015

First Reading: 6__ ayes nays abstentions

Second Reading: ayes nays abstentions

Effective Date:

Heather Knutson, Mayor

Attest:

Cora k. Pritt, Clerk

Approved as to form and content:

M. Richard Gebhardt, City Attorney



CITY OF POLSON
CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY

Agenda [tem Number: Q (Information) City Judge Retirement
Meeting Date: January 5, 2015
Staff Contact: Mark Shrives

AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY: This agenda item is to inform the City Commission
of receipt of the attached letter (enclosure 1) from Judge Olson announcing his
retirement.

BACKGROUND: Judge A. Doug Olson has served as the Polson City Judge for 3 terms.

ANALYSIS: Judge Olson and I met and he informed me of his decision. He was asked to
submit a letter in order for the action to become official. With this letter, we can now start the
process to appoint a new City Judge.

I held a meeting with Judge Olson, the Police Chief, Assistant Police Chief, City Attorney and
Deputy City Attorney and we discussed the current status of City Court. City Court has become
busier over the last two years, just as the police department has. We discussed if we needed to
move the judge to more hours than the current % time. The consensus was, that the City Judge
position for now could probably stay at ¥ time, but in the near future we will need to look at a
full time court clerk position. Currently the Police Clerk also serves as the Court Clerk and that
position is overloaded. But before we make that transition, it is important to appoint a new City
Judge.

The City Judge is appointed by the City Commission. Since Judge Olson has a long tenure with
the City, there has not been a process established to appoint a City Judge for over 12 years.

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS: The Judge’s current salary for Y time work is $19,800 per
year.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommendation is for the City Manager to appoint a
committee that would include the City Manager, one City Commissioner, the Assistant Police
Chief and the Deputy City Attorney. Applications would be solicited, qualifications reviewed,
interviews conducted and then a recommendation made to the City Commission for appointment.

SUGGESTED MOTION: No motion is needed, just City Commission consensus to
move forward with the recommendation as presented. Under the City Charter, the
City Manager is authorized to appoint members of temporary advisory committees.

ATTACHMENTS:
City Judge Retirement Letter



Police/Court » 106 Ist Streel East * Polson, Montana 59560 - Telephoned06-883-8212/8210 ¢ Fax 406-883-8233

June 10, 2015

Mark Shrives, City Manager
Mayor Heather Knutson

City Commissioners

This is to inform you of my decision to retire from my position as the City Court Judge effective on July
31, 2015. It has been a great privilege to have served as a member of the Court for 12 years. | will leave

with enormous respect for the City of Polson.

Respectfully,

D

A Oirr—
Judge A. Doug:Z'l



City of Polson
City Commission Agenda Item Summary

O
Agenda Item Number:
Applicant Number: #15-03
Meeting Date: 6/15/2015
Staff Contact: Erica Wirtala, AICP, City of Polson Planner

AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY: Consideration of a SUP for a Taco Bell drive through and dine-
in restaurant proposed by MTB Management in Missoula. The 0.57-acre property is within the
city limits and has access to city streets and services. It is located within the HCZD. This
property is known as Lot 3C-1A in Ridgewater Phase 1, in Section 11, T22N, R20W, P.M.M.,
Lake County.

PROPOSAL: MTB Management is requesting a Special Use Permit to construct a Taco Bell
drive through and dining room restaurant. This proposal includes the construction of a 2,029
square foot building and associated 26 parking spaces (2 of those are handicap accessible). There
is a drive through lane that allows eight vehicles to **stack” in line while waiting for their order to
be processed. There is also an enclosed garbage facility, a bike rack, and access to sidewalks on
both sides of the lots (Highway 93 and Ridgewater Drive). The primary access to the restaurant
is from Ridgewater Drive via two separate driveways. A Taco Bell sign will be installed at the
entrance of the property

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS: As with any new development, there will be an increase in
city services, i.e., fire and police calls, water and sewer, streets, garbage, etc. However, as this
business will bring in commercial taxes, pay impact and hook-up fees, as well as provide
employment for 30-40 individuals, it is anticipated that these costs will be off-set. With these
considerations, it is assumed that this development will be a benefit and not a detriment to the
community at large.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: After recommendation of approval by the City County
Planning Board, the Planning Staff recommends (o the City Commission to approve the SUP
Request.

PUBLIC COMMENT: There have been no comments made regarding the proposal at this time,

SUGGESTED MOTION: “I move to approve the Findings of Fact regarding the SUP request
on behalf of the MTB Management for their 0.57 acre parcel as described above.”

“I move to approve the SUP request and its associated Conditions of Approval on behalf of MTB
Management for their 0.57 acre parcel as described above.”

ATTACHMENTS: Planning Staff Report prepared by Erica Wirtala-City of Polson planner and
the SUP application package as prepared by Johna Morrison, of Carsten Surveying.



Staff Report for the
City/County Planning Board (CCPB)
City Council Chambers, Tuesday, June 9, 2015 @ 6:00 p.m. for a Special
Use Permit on the proposed Taco Bell

GENERAL INFORMATION:

Applicant: Taco Bell, MTB Management — Joe Sample
1515 E. Broadway
Missoula, MT 59802
(406) 544-3651

Technical Assistance: Carstens and Associates
P.O. Box 1374
Polson, MT 59860
(406) 883-2672

Applicant Number: SUP#15-03

Application Type: Special Use Permit for new development in HCZD
Date Received Application: 5/11/2015

Date of Site Review: 4/30/15

APPLICABLE REGULATIONS:

- Polson Development Code,

- Polson Growth Policy

-  HCZD: Highway Commercial Zoning District

- Montana Dept of Environmental Quality (MFE standards)
- Polson Building Code

PUBLIC NOTICE:

Lake County Leader: 5/21/2015

Notices for mailing to adjoining property owners: 5/19/2015
Staff Report completed: 6/5/2015

WRITTEN PUBLIC COMMENTS: None as of the writing of this report.

PROPOSAL: MTB Management is requesting a Special Use Permit to construct
a Taco Bell drive through and dining room restaurant. This proposal includes the
construction of a 2,029 square foot building and associated 26 parking spaces (2
of those are handicap accessible). There is a drive through lane that allows for
eight vehicles to “stack” in line while waiting for their order to be processed. (Taco
Bell indicates that 80% of their business is drive-through window). There is also an
enclosed garbage facility, a bike rack, and access to sidewalks on both sides of
the lots (Highway 93 and Ridgewater Drive). The primary access to the restaurant
is from Ridgewater Drive via two separate driveways. A Taco Bell sign will be
installed at the entrance of the property.



PROPERTY DESCRIPTION:

The property can be described as Lot 3C-1 in the Ridgewater Phase 1 subdivision
in Section 11, Township 22N, Range 20 West, Lake County. It is also known as
105 Ridgewater Drive. The property is zoned HCZD and is the suitable zoning
district for the proposed use. Per the Polson Development Code, a Special Use
Permit approval is required on all new developments in HCZD. The property is
approximately a half-acre in size.

This proposal does not meet the definitions of a Large-Scale Development
because it will not produce more than 1000 vehicle trips per day.

Review Process:

The Polson City-County Planning Board shall conduct a public hearing on this
request and make a recommendation to the Polson City Commission. Once the
public hearing is closed, the City County Planning Board will evaluate the request
under the terms of the Polson Development Code for the Highway Commercial
Zoning District standards and specifications, the Special Use Permit process and
other portions of the PDC as applicable.

The Polson City-County Planning Board shall make a recommendation to approve,
deny or conditionally approve the SUP to the Polson City Commission. The City
Commission is the permit-issuing authority for all Special Use Permits within the
City Limits.

If the Special Use Permit is denied, the CCPB and/or City Commission shall
specify the codes, standards, regulations, and/or public input that the applicants
have not met and note them under “Findings of Fact”. Consideration of a Special
Use Permit application may be tabled for no more than 35 days.

ANALYSIS:
-The applicants are proposing to design and construct a Taco Bell drive through
and dining room restaurant.

-The applicants had a Site Review Meeting on 4/30/2105 where Planning,
Building, Water & Sewer, Park, Streets and the Fire Department were present to
review and comment on the proposal. Comments from that Site Review meeting
included: requiring that water and sewer curbstops be located on the property,
any damage to the existing street will need to be repaired. Ingress and egress
must meet standards. The Fire Chief requested “Miami” rolled curbs. Street trees
are required as per the PDC. Glad that there is a bike rack to be installed and that
there is access from the bike/ped path off of Highway 93 and Ridgewater. There
is a 12’ landscape buifer. 78% lot coverage. There are 26 parking spaces and
eight stacking spaces for the drive-thru.



-The Taco Bell organization does not measure vehicle trips per day, however, they
do record the number of transactions done on a daily basis. A typical count for a
Taco Bell restaurant of this size is between 538 and 840 transactions per day.
There can, of course, be multiple transactions from one car, so an extrapolation of
this data would be to downgrade the number of transactions to roughly estimate
the number of vehicle trips. Using this train of thought, there might be 300-600
vehicle trips per day generated from this facility. The restaurant has long hours of
operation...open at 7 am to 1 am Sunday through Thursday and 7 am to 2 am on
Friday and Saturdays. With 18-19 hours of being open serving the public, this
might be approximately 33 vehicle trips per hour.

-There are approximately 30-40 employees to keep this restaurant in operation.
There are three shifts during the course of the day. Employees would have to
arrive earlier than opening and stay later to close. There might be approximately
7 employees per shift.

-There is a sign proposed with the name and logo of the restaurant. The schematic
submitted with the application indicates that the proposal complies with the Polson
Development Code’s signage regulation. A separate sign application and fee will
be required to install the sign at this location. The sign’s lights would be shut off
when the restaurant is closed for business.

-Existing views of the Lake will not be impacted with this development and this
development is not a lakeshore development for mandated view consideration.

-The Polson Development Code defines the Highway Commercial Zoning District
as a place for commercial uses that rely on easy automobile access. The subject
property is a location that provides convenient automobile access and circulation
from Highway 93 onto Ridgewater Drive. Highway 93 is a four lane highway that
includes turn lanes and a traffic signal. A Traffic Impact Study (TIS) was completed
for the Ridgewater Subdivision Preliminary Plat in 2005 and at that time, the TIS
recommended a traffic signal and intersection improvements at the highway
approach. All of those improvements were completed. The location appears to
be a good fit for a fast food restaurant as it is within walking distance of the new
aquatic center, the soon-to-be completed soccer field complex, the Red Lion hotel,
and other service, retail and professional services located in this general area.



N

-The Polson Development Code requires 15 parking spaces for each 1000
square feet of gross floor area in restaurants. There are 26 parking spaces
shown on the plans for the Taco Bell restaurant. Two of them are indicated for
handicapped access. As 70% of the business that Taco Bell does is through the
drive through window, there are 8 “stacking” spaces in the drive-through line.
This brings the total parking spaces to 34, which exceeds the PDC standard.

-The applicants provided a landscape plan to comply with the buffer
requirements of Appendix F of the Polson Development Code.



-There will be exterior lighting on the building, within the signage and in the parking
lot for the safety/security of patrons and employees. This should be downward
shielded to contain light pollution and the lights within the signage on a timer to
completely shut off during closed hours. There could be additional lighting that is
set on a motion sensor near the garbage enclosure.

FINDINGS OF FACTS
|. Primary Review Criteria

Effect on Local Services:

1. The development will connect to the municipal water and sewer systems. The
owners pay the cost of connecting and extending. Taco Bell will pay regular
water and sewer charges, impact and hook-up fees.

2. The development will receive law enforcement services from the Polson Police
Department and fire protection services from the Polson Fire Department.

3. The applicants will develop the ingress and egress driveways from Ridgewater
Drive and all of the parking and interior circulation. Directional signage and
address signs, as well as stop signs at the driveway intersections will be
required.

4. Taco Bell will be required to contract with the local solid waste removal
company for regularly scheduled garbage pickup.

Effect on the Natural Environment:

1. The owners are responsible for managing post development runoff on-site and
releasing it at pre-development rates. Applicable erosion control measures
shall be installed, such as hay bales or silt fences, prior any groundbreaking as
necessary.

2. Stormwater management, drainage and grading plans shall be submitted, and
reviewed and approved by the City Engineer and Water/Sewer Superintendent
prior to construction. No development shall channel surface or irrigation water
on to another lot or property without permission of said property owner

3. The owners are responsible for weed control and shall prevent the proliferation
of weed growth within the property boundaries and their spread to neighboring
properties.

Effect on Public Health and Safety:

Based on available information such as FEMA Floodplain Maps and Cadastral
Maps, the development does not appear to be at risk to natural hazards such as
flooding, high winds, wildfire, nor potential man-made hazards such as high
voltage power lines, high-pressure gas lines, or past industrial/railroad use.

Easements for Utilities:



1.

Public utilities are near the property and will be extended at the applicants’
expense.

2. Legal and physical access is provided by Ridgewater Drive.

Conformance to Adopted Growth Policy:
The development proposal conforms to the Goals, Policies and Objectives as
outlined within the Polson Growth Policy adopted by the City of Polson, 2006.

Staff Recommendations on this Special Use Permit:

After review of the application materials, site plans and site review discussion, the
planning staff finds this application meets the requirements of the Polson
Development Code and recommends approval of the Special Use Permit with the
following Conditions. These Conditions, along with any other Conditions imposed
by the Planning Board or City Commissioners, must be met for the approval of this
Special Use Permit and to receive a Certificate of Occupancy.

1.

3.

Any further modifications or additions to the submitted plans shall be reviewed
and approved by the Polson Building and Planning Department. If at any time
the applicants, their heirs or assigns propose a major change of use or
expansion of the structure/site that is not herein proposed and designated,
they shall obtain the necessary applications/permits/approvals through the
City processes.

Applicants shall apply for and receive building permits from the City of Polson
prior to the start of construction of the restaurant facility. Permits shall be on
site prior to ground breaking.

Applicants shall receive an MFE approval from the City of Polson and the
Department of Environmental Quality.

During the construction period, erosion control measures such as hay bales
or silt fences shall be instailed prior to ground disturbance to prevent any water
runoff or debris from entering any road or neighboring properties.

Applicants’ drainage and stormwater runoff management plans shall be
reviewed and approved by the City Engineer and completed before a
Certificate of Occupancy is issued. It may be necessary to complete a SWPP
from Montana Department of Environmental Quality.

The applicant shall develop two driveways for ingress/egress from Ridgewater
Drive including all of the parking lots and interior circulation. The driveways
will be constructed to a minimum of 20’ width.



7. Clear vision triangles shall exist at the intersection of all roads and driveway
ingress and egress locations. The driveway/road intersections shall be
designed to safely accommodate the ingress and egress of larger vehicles
such as fire trucks and large rv's, which include the “Miami rollovers” as
requested by the Fire Chief. The intersections between the driveways and
Ridgewater shall be ADA compliant.

8. Stop signs shall be installed at the driveway intersections at Ridgewater Drive.

9. The applicants shall work directly with the Fire Chief and adhere to Fire Code
regulations and requirements.

10.The site shall receive an address from the City of Polson’s Planning and
Building Department staff. The address numbers shall be displayed so that
they are clearly visible from the street in 4” reflective numbers.

11.A 12’ landscape buffer shall be installed along the Ridgewater streetscape
that meets the requirements and standards of the Polson Development Code
Appendix F.

12. A sign permit and associated fees will be required for the proposed signage.

13. It is preferred that the lighting on the building and parking lots be shielded
downward to reduce the light pollution from the lot.

14.The applicant shall work with the City Water and Sewer department during the
installation of the service lines. The applicant shall notify the City and pay
appropriate fees for hook-ups before a building permit is issued. Should cuts
into the City roads be necessary, performance bonds shall be posted prior to
work commencing and state/local permits as per the City of Polson’s
excavation ordinance.

15. Applicants are responsible for any applicable Impact Fees as determined by
the current impact fee schedule (Resolution #1059) or any new resolution
adopted before an application for a Building Permit is made.

16.LP gas tank, mechanical, plumbing and electrical permits are separate
applications/fees. All of these permits are issued by the City of Polson, except
for the electrical permit, which is issued by the State of Montana.

17.The City of Polson reserves the right to revoke this permit, terminate or enjoin
the use of the structure or property, should the applicants, their heirs or
assigns violate the standards of the Polson Development Code, or any
Condition on this permit.



18.This Special Use Permit is valid for construction to be completed within two
years from the date of issuance. The permit may be extended for one
additional year if the applicants request an extension of time prior to the
expiration date.

The Commission is encouraged to visit the site, ask questions and request
additional information (if necessary) from the Planning Department before the
hearing.

DISCLAIMER: The Planning Department is an advisory agent and mediator
between Boards/Commission and the applicant. The Planning Department covers
the applicants’ adherence to the Polson Development Code, the Polson Growth
Policy and other governmental standards. The Planning Department is not
responsible and accepts no responsibility for the applicants’ proposals, designs,
plans/maps, calculations, etc. or lack thereof.
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( iy of Pols
106 15t Street £, Polson, MT 59860 _t Cityol Po b””)
406-883-B200  Fax 406-883-82386 “*Xv
www.cityofpolson.com \_:")
APPLICATION FOR
SPECIAL USE PERMIT

PROPOSED USE: IORWE - THRU RESTAURANT

OWNER(S) OF RECORD
Name: _[ALO BEU MTR MANALEMENT - JOE SAMPLE
Mailing Address: SIS E. BROAODWAYN

City/State/Zip: MissourA Mr Fe02-413,, o S - 2es |

PERSON(S) AUTHORIZED TO REPRESENT THE OWNER(S) AND TO WHOM ALL
CORRESPONDENCE IS TO BE SENT.

Name: JOKNA MORRISON, CACSTENS ¢ ASSOCATES

Mailing Address: _F0. BoOx 314
City/State/Zip: . FoLSeN . MT GAO  Phone: BBD-2U 12

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY (Refer to Property Records)

Street Sec. Town- Range

Address: 19D ?\c\qewa.‘rex“ OMo. _ 1L ship_2Z No._ 20
Subdivision Tract Lot Block
Name: __ 20 O'UE.LAJO-'\C)( COYY\VYEVCla.k\Io(s) No(s). 5C No.
Sl ivie O
1. Zoning District and Zoning Classification in which use is proposed:
HCZD -
2. Attach a plan of the affected lot which identifies the following items:
a.  Surrounding land uses. comme rcied
b.  Dimensions and shape of lot. v
c. Topographic features of lot. v’
d. Size(s) and location(s) of existing buildings nia
e. Size(s) and location(s) of proposed buildings. v
f. Existing use(s) of structures and open areas. nia
g. Proposed use(s) of structures and open areas. v’
h.  Existing and proposed landscaping and fencing. v’

Revised: 2/25/2015 1 Resolution# 2015-002



APPLICATION FOR SPECIAL USE PERMIT Cont.

3. On a separate sheet of paper, discuss the following topics relative to the
proposed use:

Traffic flow and control.

a.
b. Access to and circulation within the property. [
&, Off-street parking and loading. —
d. Refuse and service areas. R
& Utilities. —
f. Screening and buffering,
g. Signs, yards and other open spaces.
h. Height, bulk and location of structures.
. Location of proposed open space uses.
j- Hours and manner of operation. N
k. Noise, light, dust, odors, fumes and vibration.

4. Attach supplemental information for proposed uses that have additional

requirements (consult Planner).

During the course of review of the application and after final determination by
the City of Polson, the Owner /Developer hereby agrees to hold the City of Polson
harmless from all claims, expenses, costs and attorney’s fees that may arise as
a result of the actions or process taken by the Owner/Developer. This “hold
harmless” responsibility does not indemnify the City from its acts of negligence,
violation of codes or ordinances, or defense of its codes or ordinances.

I hereby certify under penalty of perjury and the laws of the State of Montana
that the information submitted herein, on all other submitted forms, documents,
plans or any other information submitted as a part of this application, to be true,
complete, and accurate to the best of my knowledge. Should any information or
representation submitted in connection with this application be incorrect or
untrue, I understand that any approval based thereon may be rescinded, and
other appropriate action taken. The signing of this application signifies approval
for the Polson Planning staff to be present on the property for routine monitoring
and inspection during the approval and development process.

. MO)K/; 5_/u l\g“

i5]9) t SignaTure Date

Revised: 2/25/2015 2 Resolution# 2015-002



INSTRUCTIONS FOR SPECIAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION

1. A pre-application meeting with the planning director or member of the
planning staff is required.

2. Submit the correct fee, (per schedule below) completed application and
appropriate attachments to the Polson Planning Department (address on the
front of this form) along with an Electronic Copy of the full application

submittal.

3. A certified list of all property owners within 150 feet of the subject property
is required with the information listed below. The list can be obtained from
the County Plat Room or from a title company. Please note: Streets and roads
are not included as part of the 150 feet.

Assessor Sec-Twn- Lot/Tract Property Owner & Mailing Address
No Rng No

4. A bona fide legal description of the subject property and a map showing the
location and boundaries of the property.

5. Application must be completed and submitted a minimum of thirty five (35)
days prior to the planning board meeting at which this application will be

heard.

6. The regularly scheduled meeting of the planning board is the second Tuesday
of each month. )

7. After the planning board hearing, the application is forwarded with the
board’s recommendation to the City Commission for hearing and final action.

Special Use Permit Fee $750.004@LV€000-"(
Adjoining Landowner Notification $ 6 (per address) paid

In reviewing the application and materials submitted by the applicant, the City
of Polson may determine that it may require extraordinary review and incur
additional, expenses, costs and staff time on behalf of the applicant. The staff
will advise the applicant of anticipated additional time and anticipated costs,
including expenses for outside consultants, prior to incurring the same. The
applicant is expected to pay such anticipated costs and hereby waives all
statutory or ordinance time frames imposed upon the City until such fees and
costs are paid.

Revised: 2/25/2015 3 Resolution# 2015-002



ADJACENT LANDOWNERS - MTB14, L.L.C. dba/ TACO BELL

ST LUKE COMMUNITY HOSPITAL AND NURSING HOME
107 6" AVE SW
RONAN, MT 59864-2634

TODD COUTTS
102 RUFUS LANE
POLSON, MT 59860

CORT POTTER
54456 MARSH CREEK RD
ST IGNATIUS, MT 59865-9352

FIRST CITIZENS BANK OF POLSON
213 15T STW
POLSON, MT 59860 2134

FLATHEAD HOSPITAL DEVELOPMENT COMPANY
310 SUNNY VIEW LANE
KALSIPELL, MT 59901-3129

WALMART STORES INC
P.O. BOX 8050 MS 0555
BENTONVILLE, AR 72716-8050

COUGAR RIDGE DEVELOPMENT
50230 US HWY 93, STE 4
POLSON, MT 59860-7069

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE LIST CONTAINS ALL LANDOWNERS WITHIN 150 FEET OF THE SUBJECT
PROPERTY BOUNDARY.
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Carstens and Associates 402 1* Street East, Suite 202
"":“__,-X Land Use Permit Consultants P.O. Box 1374, Polson Mt. 59860
RPlanners, Sanitarians, and Surveyors — Phone (406) 883-2672

Emuail; carstenssurveying@hotmail.com

May 7, 2015

Eric Mulcahey

City of Polson Planning Department
106 1st Street FEast

Polson, Mt 59860

Dear Mx. Mulcahey,

Enclosed you will find the special use application for MTB Management
dba/Taco Bell. This application is for a 2029 squate foot fast food restaurant
with a drive thru. There will be a dining room associated with the project that
will have room for approximately 36 people. The project will be located on Lot
3C in Ridgewater phase 1, Commercial Subdivision in Section 11, Township 22
North, Range 20 West. A complete legal description is attached. The
restaurant and all impervious surface comprises approximately 77% of the lot.

Tratfic flow and control; and Access to, and circulation within the property:
Traffic will enter the site from Ridgewater Dive into the southerly access and
can either park or utilize the drive thru. People then exit back out the south
entrance if not using the drive thru. People using the drive thru follow a U
shaped traffic pattern that empties back onto Ridgewater drive north of the
main (southerly) entrance. There are 26 parking spaces and 8 stacking spaces.
This totals 34 parking spaces on site. An extension of the bike path will come
through the parking lot and there will be an 8 bike rack located near the door
of the restaurant for bicyclists.

Off street parking and loading;
There is no planned off-site parking or loading on Ridgewater Drive. All

parking and loading can be accomplished on-site.




w2 May 7, 2015

Refuse and service areas:

All refuse and service areas are located at the back of the lot. The Loading
area is marked with a cross hatch pattern. The garbage receptacles are marked
with small circles to the back of the loading area. A 1000 gallon double
compartment grease trap will be located on-site to contain greases or chemicals
that would otherwise inadvertently discharge into the sewer system.

Utilities:
All utilities are in place on the site. This proposal does not need utilities
beyond what is currently serving the lot.

Scteening and bufﬂ.ring'

Thete is no screening proposed beyond screening the trash receptacles from
the public view. Buffering will follow the Polson Development Code for
buffering and landscaping standards. The site plan shows where landscaping

and buffering will occur on the project.

Signs, Yards and other open spaces:

Thete ate no yatds or open spaces proposed with this development. This
development is commercial and does not require these things. There is signage
proposed. It is enclosed in the application. There will be enter/exit signs
indicating traffic where to enter and or exit the parking lots. A pole sign is also
proposed and will meet the sign standards for height, materials and location.
Three inch address numbers will be located on the side of the building

Height, bulk and location of structures:
Diagrams of all of these things ate included in the application. All will meet
the standards of the Polson Development Code.

Location of proposed open space uses:
This is not applicable to this application.

Hours and manner of operation:

Hours of operation will be 7a.m. to 1a.m. on weekdays and open till 2 a.m. on
weekends. Dining room will be closed at 10 p.m. and allow for only drive thru
service. Maximum number of employees on any given shift will be about 7.

Noise, light, dust, odors, fumes and vibration:
There will be no loud noise, no dust and no vibration associated with this use.
There no fumes beyond the small of Mexican food coming out the exhaust.



=G May 7, 2015

Lighting will be accomplished with LIED lighting (Lithonia site lighting ASI-
100M-SR2-48-SPA-HS-LPI) that is not as intrusive as other lighting solutions
in the area.

The fite chief has asked for Miami rollover cutb designs for all accesses. This
will be accommodated during the building process.

All required documents are attached and we believe are ready for the planning
Board, and Board of City Commissioners. If you have any questions at all
please do not hesitate to call. 1 would be more than happy to talk about the
project.

Planner



PrintPropertyRecordCard

Property Record Card
Summary

Primary Information

Property Category: RP Subcategory: Real Property
Geocode: 15-3228-11-4-02-03-0000 Assessment Code: 0000037204
Primary Owner: PropertyAddress: RIDGEWATER DR
MTB 14 LLC POLSON, MT 58860

1515 E BROADWAY ST COS Parcel:

MISSOULA, MT 59802-4931

NOTE: See ithe Owner tab for all owner information
Certificate of Survey:

Subdivision: RIDGEWATER PHASE 1

Legal Description:
RIDGEWATER PHASE 1, S11, T22, R20, Lot 3C-1, 21832 SQUARE FEET, AMND SUBD PLAT
OF LOTS 3C & 4C OF CORRECTED PLAT ASSR#0000037204

Last Modified: 3/14/2015 5:54;17 AM
General Property Information

Neighborhood: 100.C Property Type: CU - Commercial Urban
Living Units: 0 Levy District: 15-0477-23P
Zoning: Ownership %: 100

Linked Property:
No linked properties exist for this property

Exemptions:
No exemptions exist for this property

Condo Ownership:

General: 0 Limited: 0

Property Factors

Topography: 1 Fronting: 4 - Residential Street
Utilities: 1, 2 Parking Type:

Access: 1 Parking Quantity:

Location: 4 - Commercial Area Parking Proximity:

Land Summary

Land Type Acres Value
Grazing 0.000 00.00
Fallow 0.000 00.00
Irrigated 0.000 00.00
Continuous Crop 0.000 00.00
Wild Hay 0.000 00.00
Farmsite 0.000 00.00
ROW 0.000 00.00
NonQual Land 0.000 00.00
Total Ag Land 0.000 00.00
Total Forest Land 0.000 00.00
Total Market Land 0.501 00.00

http://sve.mt.gov/msl/MTCadastral/PrintPropertyRecordCard/GetPropertyRecordCardData?...

Page 1 of 3

5/7/2015



PrintProperty RecordCard Page 2 of 3

Deed Information:
Deed Date | Book | Page| Recorded Date Document Number Document Type
1212012013 12/20/2013 532824 Warranty Deed

Owners

Party #1

Default Information: MTB 14 LLC

1515 E BROADWAY ST

Ownership %: 100

Primary Owner: "Yes"

Interest Type: Conversion

Last Modified: 3/5/2014 10:42:34 AM
Other Names Other Addresses

Name Type

Appraisals

Appraisal History
Tax Year Land Value Building Value Total Value Method
2014 142294 0 142294 COST
2013 257143 0 257143 COST

Market Land

Market Land item #1
Type: V2 - View Category 2

Method: Sqft

Width: Depth:
Square Feet: 21,832 Acres: 0.5
Valuation

Class Code: 2207 Value:
Dwellings

Existing Dwellings
No dwellings exist for this parcel

Other Buildings/Improvements

Cutbuilding/Yard Improvements
No other buildings or yard improvements exist for this parcel

Commercial

Existing Commercial Buildings
No commercial buildings exist for this parcel

http://sve.mt.gov/msl/MTCadastral/PrintPropertyRecordCard/GetPropertyRecordCardData?... 5/7/2015



PrintProperty RecordCard Page 3 of 3

Ag/Forest Land

AglForest Land
No ag/forest land exists for this parcel

http://sve.mt.gov/msl/MTCadastral/PrintPropertyRecordCard/GetPropertyRecordCardData?... 5/7/2015
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PARTICULAR CARE SHALL BE TAKEN TO PROVIDE SUFFICIENT PREHEAT OF THE
THICKER ELEMENT FOR THE SOUNDRESS OF THE WELD. OTHERWISE, USE 1/4" MIN. WELD

" 3/4" DIA. A325 BOLT

DESIGN PARAMETERS:

»  Structural adequacy shall be the manufacturer's
responsibility using the following criteria:

+ 100 MPH 3 second gust wind speed, Exposure C,
Calegory Il.

300 PSF per fool of deplh allowable laleral soil bearing
pressure.

» Compliant with naliona} building codes and
standards (IBC 2009, AISC 13th Edilion, ASCE 7-05, ACI &
Aluminum Design Manual).

+  Refer to wrilten documentation for malerial specifications.

DIRECTIONAL:

+  Exlruded aluminum frame, 10" deep with 1 %" retainers

+ Aluminum painted fillers

+ 150 pan-formed and embossed SG polycarbonate face wilth
retention srips

«  Approximate cabinet weight: 450 Ibs.

ELECTRICAL SPECIFICATIONS

UL & NEC approval required.

Lamp(s):  (6) FE4T12DSGNSOHO

(2) F48T12DSGNSOHO

(2) F42T12DSGNEOHO

(2) F36T12DSGNSO/HO

{2} 6-lamp electronic ballast (1.7 amps each)
3.4 amps

(1) 20 amp-120V

Ballasi(s}
Total Load:
Circuits(s):

GRAPHIC & COLOR SPECIFICATIONS:
TB Bronze Tiger Drylac 49-66230 C33
Plum PMS 26850

Amber Wave SW-6657 PMS 138U
PMS 131U

PMS 138U

Yellow PMS 108U

Pantone Process Magenta U

Pantone Violet U

Pantane Black

Benjamin Moore Bavarian Creme White #2146-70
Viole! 30 Vinyl 3630-9126

White Malle - Cabinel Interier
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