KUNA PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
Agenda for April 24, 2018

Kuna City Hall = Council Chambers = 751 W. 4" St. = Kuna, Idaho

1. CALLTO ORDER AND ROLL CALL
Chairman Lee Young
Vice Chairman Dana Hennis
Commissioner Cathy Gealy
Commissioner Stephen Damron
Commissioner John Laraway

2. CONSENT AGENDA
a. Meeting Minutes for April 10, 2018.
b. Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law for 18-01-ZC; Rezone of approximately 73.50 acres of four
lots within Chisum Valley Subdivision No. 1 and 2.

3. NEW BUSINESS

a. 18-10-DR (Design Review) — Indian Creek Sports; The applicant, Troy Todd with Indian Creek Sports,
seeks Design Review approval from the Planning and Zoning Commission (acting as Design Review
Committee) for a new 5,000 square foot showroom, shop, boat lot and an accessory recreational
vehicle storage area, accompanying landscaping, lighting and parking lot along South Meridian Road.
The approximately 5.49-acre site is located at 8797 South Meridian Road, Kuna, Idaho 83634 (APN#
$1312142304).

- Staff requests the Items be tabled to the next Planning and Zoning Commission Meeting on May 8, 2018.

b. 18-11-DR (Design Review) — Accessory Building; 18-11-DR: Applicant requests approval from the
Planning and Zoning Commission for a project consisting of a single new 6,000 Square Foot (SF)
building, to be built next to the existing building on the lot. The purpose is to provide spaces for
start-up business that require between 1,500 and 6,000 SF.

4. PUBLIC HEARING
a. 18-07-SUP (Special Use Permit) — A Touch of Home Daycare; Applicant, Arisa McRoberts, seeks Special
Use Permit approval in order to operate a childcare center (childcare for 13 plus children, ages 0-12) in
an existing residential structure. The site is located at 302 E. Avalon St., Kuna, ID 83634.

5. COMMISSION REPORTS

6. ADJOURNMENT

Kuna City Codes, Comprehensive Plan, and Maps are available on the City web site: http://www.kunacity.id.gov



CITY OF KUNA
PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION

MEETING MINUTES
Tuesday, April 10, 2018

PZ COMMISSION MEMBER PRESENT | CITY STAFF PRESENT: PRESENT
Chairman Lee Young X Wendy Howell, Planning Director X
Commissioner Dana Hennis X Troy Behunin, Senior Planner X
Commissioner Cathy Gealy X Jace Hellman, Planner Il X
Commissioner Stephen Damron Absent

Commissioner John Laraway X

6:00 pm — COMMISSION MEETING & PUBLIC HEARING

Chairman Young called the meeting to order at 6:00 pm.

Call to Order and Roll Call

L

CONSENT AGENDA
Meeting Minutes for March 13, 2018.
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law for 17-08-ZC (Rezone) & 17-12-S (Pre-Plat); Redhawk Square.

Commissioner Gealy Motions to approve the consent agenda; Commissioner Hennis Seconds, all aye and
motion carried 3-0.

PUBLIC HEARING

18-01-ZC (Rezone); Applicant, Katie Miller, with Bailey Engineers, on behalf of Thistle Farm, and Vanderkooy Farm,
LLC's (Owner), requests approval for a rezone of approximately 73.50 acres of four lots within Chisum Valley
Subdivision No. 1 and 2, from Agriculture (Ag.) TO an R-6 (Medium Density Residential) MDR zone, following the
Comprehensive Plan. This site is located at the NWC Linder and Columbia Roads. APN Nos; R1393850100,
R1693860010, R1693860290, R1693860280.

Katie Miller: Bailey Engineering, 4242 N Brookside Lane, Boise Idaho. Our application before you tonight is for
a rezone, we are not quite ready for our preliminary plat, so we wanted to move forward with what we have.
The site is located on South Linder Road, north of Columbia and south of Lake Hazel at the mid mile collector,
the site was annexed into the city in 2006 as a part of the LID, the site contains four parcels totaling 73.17 acres.
The current zoning on this is agricultural, we are proposing a medium density residential zone, with R-6
designation this evening. Before you is the Comprehensive map, which was adopted by council in 2008, which
you can see 36 acres of our site is marked medium density residential, and allows 4 to 8 units per acre, at a
max capacity of eight units per acre that is a capacity of about 295 lots. The east side is zone mixed use, which
is 2 to 20 units per acre, which is 727 lots at max capacity. The preliminary plat, that is still conceptual, that we
are proposing has approximately 310 units on it, with approximately 4.25 units per acre, so with the R-6
designation we are requesting, we are in line, and possibly even low, but well within the comp plan at an R-6
designation. Again, this was approved by the city of Kuna, and the City Council in 2008, and reflects the goals
of the City leaders and its citizens. | wanted to point out the current zoning map and the comprehensive plan
map, you can see the Whisper Meadows site, but you can look at the brown areas on the current zoning map,
those are areas that have been currently rezoned, and annexed into the city for this medium density residential,
you can see that it follows in line with what the comp plan is looking for. The City of Kuna, has continued to
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invest in infrastructure in order to support this growth by providing new regional lift stations, new irrigation
pump stations, investing in new future expansion sites. you can see to the east of use the new high school site,
which is scheduled to be done next year. you can see on the southwest corner, that is 52 acres of Kuna School
Districts potential expansion of the school district. What we are proposing and requesting is in line with what
the council and residents were proposing back in 2008. There is a lot of opposition here tonight from the
neighbors, and one thing | want to keep in front of everybody, is that tonight we are talking about a rezone,
and nothing else, and what we are putting in front of you is a request that is in full compliance with your future
land planning and designation that you saw back in 2008. We want to keep in mind, looking at development
and concerns from neighbors. We all know development, and some community members do not, we have
checks and balances in place moving forward with Preliminary plats in order to make sure we are in compliance
with your plans, not only yours but other agencies to ensure safety, and building communities that are
sustainable and in line with what you are asking for. So, moving forward we look at that at the preliminary plat
stage. If and when that is approved, we still need to go through construction drawings. Grading and Drainage
plans are engineered, everything is looked at, but tonight we are just requesting a rezone to an R-6 designation,
and | will stand for any questions. C/Young: Any questions for the applicant? C/Hennis: Just for clarification,
how many dwelling units did you estimate? Katie Miller: 4.25. C/Hennis: Thanks! C/Young: Okay, we will have
Troy come on up. Troy Behunin: Good Evening Commissioners, for the record, Troy Behunin, Planner Ill, 751
W. 4th Street, Kuna. | just wanted to let you know for the record that | am handing a letter from Jeff
Heinrichsen. This wasn’t turned in in time, so | am handing it to you tonight. The applications before you tonight
are case No’s 18-01-ZC is presented for your vote to recommend approval, conditional approval or denial to
Council. The application materials have been assembled for your packets for your reading pleasure. All of the
noticing procedures have been followed to hold the public hearing tonight; the site was posted, a public notice
was in the KMN, and announcement flyers were mailed to land owners within 400, which is actually 100’
further than required. Although the total application does include a Pre-Plat, we are here tonight to discuss
the Rezone application only. As you know, we only forward applications along that have a final ACHD report.
As the final report is not ready, we can only move the rezone portion forward. The applicant seeks approval
for a Rezone that consists of approximately 73.50 acres, in Kuna City limits, in fact, the involved lands are lots
within the Chisum Valley subdivision 1 and 2. This request matches the Comp Plan map, designation of Medium
Density Residential on the west half and Mixed-Use General on the east half. This project is located at the NWC
of Linder and Columbia Roads. This project has significant on frontage Linder Road. These lots were in the LID,
and the obligations for EDU payment were satisfied in amounts set forth by the LID and City Council. With
future development, the applicant will be required to extend all public utilities to the site. Since this request
follows the comp plan, the comp plan map, and goals of the City, staff forwards a recommendation of approval
to the Commission. Staff has worked with the applicant to get it before you tonight, and they have submitted
everything staff has asked for. Staff finds this application to be complimentary to the comp plan goals and the
comp plan map. | stand for questions. C/Young: Are there any questions for staff at this time? C/Gealy: None,
at this time. C/Young: Okay, at this time we will go ahead and open up the public hearing at 6:15 and | will just
note for everybody, there is a three minute time limit for each, and it is even more important when there are
several people here so everyone gets their chance to have their say, so be mindful when the time off to wrap
up so everybody has their chance, and when that is up the applicant will have a chance to speak again. So, with
that in mind we will go ahead and | have first listed to testify, Gregory Hiatt please come forward and state
your name and address for the record. Gregory Hiatt: 2300 W Cogburn, | just wanted my voice to be heard,
and | am not opposed to development, the question is how dense does it have to be? If the preliminary
drawings are for a smaller number of units, | would look at a lower development or a rezone to meet that, right
now we are looking at 4.25, but we could be looking at as much as eight? | would look at a zone that is more in
lines with what they are planning, as opposed to what they might changed to later, that is one thing that may
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be considered. | heard a couple of times that it is in compliance with the city. | would say it is in compliance
with the city officials, or the city elected people. They may have agreed, but not the citizens, because we are
hear. Being tax payers for Kuna, | would say that the city as a whole may not be in compliance or agree with
this. My property is right on the corner of Chisum and Cogburn, they may be using this a thorough way for the
traffic for the new subdivision that would impact my house, because there would be a lot more traffic. There
will be development, how much development does their need to be and how dense does it have to be.
C/Young: Thank you. Wendy Howell: To clarify for the record, the City’s elected officials have not yet seen this
case yet, and | would also like to enter exhibit C4, the letter that was given to you earlier by Troy. C/Young:
Next | have listed is Jenna Vonderehe. Jenna Vonderehe: | live at 7601 S Chisum Place. So, as a neighborhood
obviously we have a lot of people here in opposition. We moved out to Kuna and that area for that little slice
of dream. | am not opposed to growth, | am opposed to using our neighborhood as a through street. Growth
is inevitable, but as far as using a country street which serves a neighborhood with about 25 homes in it, and
you want to bring in an average of 4.25 up to eight, that many cars and home using our street going up to
Columbia, it is already a mess for us in the morning with the small amount of homes that we have. | am not
opposed to growth, | am opposed to using our neighborhood as a through street, when there is Lake Hazel and
Linder to exit from. With that | just want to state something, there was an article written in the Idaho Statesman
about growing pains in Kuna and the small town and rural feel that was attracting more people. People who
live in Kuna, were called by the echoes of rural life and feel of small town America. That is what is drawing
people to Kuna, but every time we approve 4 to 8 units per acre we are losing what the Idaho Statesman
quoted, Kuna is the kind of place where you can buy eggs fresh from the farm, and most of the community
turns out for events and festivals. It still has outlying farms and agricultural type of people who have lived in
Kuna for 18 years and have returned. Kuna is still keeping true to its roots. So, my question for you, is this keep
true to Kuna roots. Find that balance between growing and keeping true to its roots. So, that is all | have to say
right now. C/Young: Thank you, next | have listed to testify is Josh Riccardi. Josh Riccardi: 7752 S McLintock
Place in Chisum Valley. We mailed in our opposition letter did you guys receive that? What we are feeling is
that when this style of development becomes attached to our community, it is going to destroy what we have.
When our community was built about 12 years ago, | think we have some of the original homeowners still
there, the view was to establish that style one acre, on and half type subdivision throughout, from there that
is thrown out the window, and I know growth is growth, but that is going to destroy the small community have
out there. The influx of traffic rolling through, and going outside the comprehensive plan, the rural feel that is
going to be gone. With the high school going on Linder, yeah on the north corner, where do high school kids
go, they cut through subdivisions. Right now, we have zero infrastructure, we have no sidewalks, there isn’t
even a speed limit through there. Nothing is there, it is all Ada County. So, when they developed this subdivision
that is what happened they just left it be, and now we are attaching a large subdivision to ours, it is going to
destroy ours, and | feel for a lot of the young kids, | have young kids and the rest of the community members
do, that will be a big impact on us. The other thing is our irrigation runs along the outside of our property lines.
We have our maps from Jeff, he is our water master he has all the maps and will show you where it is at. It is
on the outside of the property line. So, how do | fix that. How do we access that? Everything else from that is
in our statement that we submitted to you. It will compromise the value of the homes as well. C/Young: Okay,
next | have listed is Alana Eyolfson. Alana Eyolfson: 7790 S Mclintock Place in Chisum Valley, and | just wanted
to reiterate what some of my neighbors have already said, and | am very concerned about the rural feel of our
community, we moved their three years ago because we wanted to come back to that environment, were we
have a home on a bigger piece of property with neighbors that have that country feel to it. We have invested
a significant amount of money into our home because our intention is to live there a really long time. We want
to retire there, and do our hobbies there, and enjoy our grandchildren at some point with our big yard. We feel
that is compromised, and we concerned about the economic impact that may have, even though intend tot
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live there for a long time, and we all know things happen in life and we don’t want that to be affected if we do
have to sell. More important it is impact on the community. We have a very close-knit community is Chisum
Valley, we moved there and we loved the idea that the kids can be out there playing in the streets. Our neighbor
came out trick or treating on their horse. We love the idea that our kids and pets can be in the neighborhood,
and not impacted by a lot of excess traffic moving throughout the neighborhood. People who live there know
where all of the kids live and the pets are. If you open that up to another 300 people then they will not be
cognoscente of who lives where, children and pets, and there are lot of safety issues. If Kuna is wanting to have
that small-town feel, that does impact that. Even though growth is inevitable we want to make sure there are
checks and balances to have that accounted for. C/Young: Okay, thank you. Next, | have listed is Virginia
Jeppesen. Virginia Jeppesen: 7901 S Chisum Way. Like many of my other neighbors have stated we are not
opposed to development, we understand it is going to happen, but we are concerned with the amount of
development that was proposed. So, one of my suggestions and one of my thoughts and not trying to be fully
against it is if they want to come in, they want to attached to our development, they want to use our main road
that is great, but honor what we have existing. Continue with what is there, continue with the R-1 and give
people an opportunity to have what we have, to own a little piece of property and have some of that country
feel. As others have said, | have small children to, so | can worry about the safety of all of that traffic, so | live
on Chisum and that could potentially be a main thorough fair and concerns for all of that traffic coming in and
out of that road, and safety for my kids. | worry about those homes, smaller homes, and smaller pieces of
property, | don’t know what they are predicting for the price of those homes, if they are consistent with what
we currently have, and if those will bring down the value of our homes. | worry about the cost to us, because
we don’t currently have sidewalks and what that will do to us, we are all currently on well and septic, and when
those city utilities are brought through what will that do to us. | would just say development will happen, we
all know it is coming, we know it is good, and we know growth is good, but if they are going to attach to our
subdivision | would love for them to be zoned R-1 thank you. C/Young: Okay, next we have Jared Allen. Jared
Allen: 7980 S Chisum Way. So, when | look at this, in the building industry, the tract builders continue to put
out a lot of homes, which is good, we need that right now. We have a lot of people needing homes, and homes
need to be on the market. But, at the same time those tract homes are typically starter homes, and we are
bumping into an established subdivision that has acreage on it. There are thousands of homes plotted and
planned for the next few years and so most of these tract home builders put a one-year warranty on the house,
prices are high, wages are not, which makes up keep on the come all the more difficult, that is a typical sign
that you are going to start lowering values, and you will start getting a different people coming into the area.
Look at how Eagle is established, we want to start getting some higher income in here as well as some starter
homes. | think this is a good opportunity in the area that we are in to establish some bigger lots, and a nicer
area, to bring some higher income into the area as well and help the business owners grow and create new
businesses. C/Young: Next | have Shannon Lucky. Shannon Lucky: 7714 S McClintock. Some of my concerns
deals with the traffic, like they said we don’t have sidewalks in our subdivision so the children are in the streets
and we have borrow pits, so if they need to get off the road they can’t just walk into someone’s yard they have
to go into the borrow pit which usually is filled with rocks. With the high school going in, there will be a lot of
congestion at the intersection. So, if the road where to come through our subdivision, | can see people cutting
our subdivision because our speed limit will be 25, and the schools will be 20. | agree that growth will happen,
| just don’t think connecting to our subdivision is the right thing to do, with our small density lots. C/Young:
lastly, | have listed is Rick Willis. Rick Willis: 2345 Cogburn St. | have some general comments | would like to
make. | grew up in the 50s and 60s and that was a big time of protest in our country. Not only did we have the
war, but there was a lot of people who were protesting urban sprawl and the lack of open space, so in 1962
there was a protest song, some of you may have heard it, most of you probably not, but it mocked suburban
tract houses as cookie cutter little boxes. | want to give you the lyrics of just the first verse, | won’t go through

2018 Minutes
P&Z Commission Meeting Minutes April 10, 2018 Page 4 of 10


file://kuna-chsrv/planning%20and%20zoning/PLANNING%20AND%20ZONING/SHARED/Agendas,%20Minutes,%20Packets%20&%20Recordings/MINUTES/2014%20P&Z%20Minutes

CITY OF KUNA
PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION

MEETING MINUTES
Tuesday, April 10, 2018

the entire song, but, Little boxes on the hillside, Little boxes made of ticky tacky, Little boxes on the hillside,
Little boxes all the same. There's a green one and a pink one and a blue one and a yellow one, and they're all
made out of ticky tacky and they all look just the same. The definition of tick tack, is shotty, unimaginably
designed, flimsy and dull. Folks, Kuna has a lot of ticky tack, and | am sad to say whenever you hear about
development in the valley, and they mention Kuna, almost always, the next word is cheap. That is a sad legacy
for Kuna. This afternoon about four o’clock, | drove through one of these ticky tack neighborhoods between
Ten Mile and Deer Flat. | counted eight portable basketball stands on the lawns and on the sidewalks in that
subdivision, | counted a whole bunch more that were cemented into the driveways. | previously noted on Ten
Mile and Deer Flat there was one little spot that may be a quarter of acre that has a swing set, and one of those
cheap green slides. Kuna Doesn’t need cheap, they need a better reputation. C.Young: that is all | have listed,
is there anybody here that has not signed in, but would like to testify. Dru Wright: 7828 S McLintock Place. |
like what Virginia Jepson said, we have spoken, but what she said about maintaining the consistency of our
subdivision punching through the two roads coming through is absolutely inline with my way of thinking. When
you look at the plat of that block you can see that there are already lots that are significant in size, but our lots
are actually small in comparison to those that are out there. These are people that live on the perimeter of the
block. The block comprising of Linder, Ten Mile, Lake Hazel and Columbia. The gal that spoke first talked about
their plan with what they are doing in Planning and Zoning in Kuna, that may be true for what is south of
Columbia, but what is north of Columbia is absolutely not consistent. | will go one step further than Ms. Jepson,
and not only have them be consistent zoning wise with us but let the CC&Rs be consistent with ours. It allows
large animals on the lots, horses cows, chicken, goats and sheep. If you put that in an area that would maintain
the consistency of what is already there you are going attract people like fly’s to the subdivision, it is going to
be an immediate attraction to people in the area, and if there is any other doubt that acre, acre and a half lots
wouldn’t draw the people, | think you should try it, and | bet you it will sell out. To let you know there is a
demand for that type of home, when a home goes for sale in the Chisum Valley Subdivision in sells almost
immediately. People want to have that country appeal. But the 4.25 homes per acre is totally inconsistent with
our subdivision. Thank you. C/Young: Next we have Glen Purnell. Glen Purnell: 7863 S Chisum Way. We
purchased the home less than two years ago, and between the purchasing of the home and several remodeling
we have put in several hundreds of thousands of dollars into that location. The main draw is the open space
and rural feel. We have noticed there are some opportunities for improving the school system and maintain
the larger homes and a large investment of families in the area will help with that help give a base to the
community. Our concerns are similar to others would be the increase traffic, specifically we are on Chisum so
that would increase our traffic there, but with that being said if the traffic was limited to this proposed
subdivision with one acre lots, consistent with ours, then we would be okay with that. One other issue we have
with the new subdivision proposed is they will bring in City services, which is another reason why we chose to
move to where we did is because it is off of the grid, and we are not interested in hooking up. So, those are
our main concerns, and we have others in the neighborhood with the sidewalks, and it is fine the way it is, but
if the traffic increased it would be difficult to feel safe in that environment, and we would be likely to make a
change and have better accommodations there to whatever degree we can. C/Young: Thank you, | will ask one
last time, including yourself is there anyone else that would like to sign in to testify. Randy Colson: | live at
2344 W Cogburn in the Chisum Valley Subdivision. | am not going to talk about the roads or anything else we
all know where that is at. When | look at what is happening here, the soul of Kuna has already been
compromised with the new high school. So, my feeling here with the City Kuna moving this forward is, we want
it there, the growth needs to come, but we would like to see it a little bit less density, down to three or two
homes per acre. That would still justify the Country lifestyle, | just don’t see sustainability with how fast the
area is growing out there. The soul of the City, | see a major compromise coming that just concerns me, | would
like to see it drop to a two or three home per acre when they go ahead and plat this. Lori Allen: 7980 S Chisum
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Way. So, taxes. We have acre lots all paying 26 — 2900 dollars in taxes and we send maybe what 2 to 3 kids per
home to schools that are already over populated, we are already short on the schools, so we are already in a
bind to get more tax money and create new schools. This subdivision is going to send in a lot of more children,
because it is going to be younger people buying with elementary aged school kids, | think it is going to put a
bigger burden on the City, and all of the tax payers in the area to create more schooling to accommodate all of
these cookie cutter homes that you are bringing in. If you do the R-2, but just keeping with people like us who
are paying the higher taxes because of what we have chosen as our homesteads, | think our voices might be
heard and you might continue with that path instead of Corey Barton Homes. | don’t think Kuna needs more
any more cookie cutter homes. C/Young: Okay, thank you. Then we will have the applicant come forward. Tim
Eck: Good Evening Chairman and Commissioners, my name is Tim Eck, and | am the applicant, | live at 6152 W
Half-moon Lane in Eagle Our application before you this evening is for rezoning. We are not quite ready with
our preliminary plat so we are proceeding only with the rezoning application. The west half of the property is
in the comp plan with 36.776 acres Medium Density Residential which anticipates and allows residential
densities from 4 — 8 units per acre. R4, R6 & R8 are the allowed zones in medium density residential. Our
potential density of on this half if the site is 295 lots at R8. The East half is 36.382 acres mixed use general.
Mixed use general has a foot note that states “mixed use general expected residential densities can range from
2 to 20 units per acre”. Our potential density on this half of the site is 727 lots at 20 lots per acre. Following the
comp plan land use designations on these properties we could be submitting a preliminary plat application for
1,022 lots. Asking for a R6 zone is well within the limits of the comp plan. On the medium density half of the
site we are exactly in the middle of the allowed densities. On the Mixed use, half of the site we are at 30% of
the allowed density. This places us well below the allowed density. Currently, we are only planning 310
residential lots placing us at 30.33% of the comp plan allowed density. The property was annexed as part of
the 2006 LID, 06-14-AN. The property was enrolled into the wastewater LID and assessed accordingly. The
present comp plan and its land use designations have been effective since at least 2008. The comp plan clearly
identified this area and this property for the use expected and allowed by the comp plan map. Kuna identified
the growth demand in this area and strategically located the state of the art Kuna North Wastewater Treatment
Facility % mile from our NW corner. There is a regional wastewater lift station built immediately adjacent to
our NE corner specifically oversized as required by Kuna to service this property with these densities. There is
a Kuna Pressure Irrigation pump station immediately east of the property sized to supply this property. All
utilities required to develop this property exists across our Linder Rd frontage or at our north east corner. The
Kuna School District recognized the existing growth patterns and the growth expected by the comp plan and
strategically purchased acreage and are currently designing a new high school contiguous to our east boundary.
We have a very attractive plat layout with 7.95% open space. We have a large open space planned to
accommodate 2 sizes of regulation soccer fields. We have 13 common lots throughout the plat that will include
improved pathways to allow pedestrian and bicycle connectivity throughout the development and provide easy
access to the soccer fields. C/Young: That is all for the preliminary plat though, that we can’t see at this time?
Tim Eck: Okay, | will go onto their stub streets then. Chisum valley has 2 stub streets to the north that terminate
at our south boundary. ACHD policy and Kuna code require providing and connecting to existing stub streets
to promote safety and traffic circulation. It is not my desire, it is the policy of ACHD and the City of Kuna that
require connection and then the subsequent connection there too. As an accommodation to Chisum Valley we
are proposing connection to only the west stub street and to provide a common lot connecting to the east stub
for pedestrian and bicycle connectivity. We selected the west stub street connection as recommended by our
Traffic Engineer to be the connection that would receive the least use from our site. We will be constructing
our proportionate share of 2 mid-mile collectors that will provide for needed traffic flow, in addition to Linder
Road improvements. We are directly centered between 6 other residential developments with similar density
providing a mixture of lot sizes complying with Kuna’s vision for diverse housing. We are within % mile of the
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Silver Trail Elementary school that sits on a 52 acres parcel clearly intended for school growth. It is abundantly
obvious that this is exactly the growth expected in this location. If anything, we should consider significantly
higher density. As an additional accommodation we have placed large buffer lots along our south boundary
contiguous with Chisum Valley ranging from 12,564 sq ft to 20,430 sq ft making our density along our south
boundary. Kuna Code and Planning and Zoning at the direction of Kuna Public Works discourages plats that
consist of excessive lot sizes. Sewer mains require certain volume to scour the pipes. Insufficient flow that
would exist as a result of too few lots will not scour the pipes resulting in excessive maintenance. You can’t do
a half acre lot subdivision in Kuna any more, you won’t get it through public works. Large lot subdivisions as
would be required in the event of a land use designation of low density residential primarily exist with septic
tanks or sequencing batch reactor type private waste water treatment facilities that require land application
sites. Neither of these options would ever be considered when you are within % mile of the wastewater
treatment plant and have sewer connection available within a couple hundred feet of your boundary. All of
our product is quite architecturally attractive. The comp plan map clearly has a large amount of low density
residential and we are not in it. When the comp plan map was studied, developed, and put together, they
decided where low density, medium density needed to be and where the commercial needed to be, we are
where in the medium density needs to be, and the mixed use general comp plan designation is. We are doing
everything possible to make is as difficult as possible to come from the school site to their stub street. But, we
can see that another day. We have done everything possible to mitigate the traffic in and out of their
subdivision, but | don’t control the decision to connect or not connect, so | would stand for questions. C/Gealy:
One of the neighbors expressed concerns of the irrigation, that is outside of their property and it is on your
property? Is that correct? Tim Eck: If they have irrigation running through our property, they will have to
address it through easements, or if it piped irrigation they should already have an easement, if it is not piped
irrigation and it is open ditch, then there is most likely not an easement, but if it is pipped irrigation and it is
outside the property boundary without an easement, it probably shouldn’t be there. But, we won’t go ahead
and cut their irrigation off. We will have to figure out a relocation, or an easement across the backs of the lots,
which exists, Kuna requires a 10-foot utility easement across the back of every lot for their pressurized
irrigation, if they pressurized irrigation is that same 10-foot easement, then there is an easement that will cover
it. C/Gealy: Did staff have something they would like to contribute? Wendy Howell: | would like to remind the
Commission that this is for a rezone only. C/Gealy: | guess part of question as | think staff mentions that these
lots were originally apart of the Chisum Valley subdivision, at the time the location of irrigation was as relevant
when it was all the same subdivision. Tim Eck: If it is public or communal facility through a private lot it needs
to be in an easement. We put easements in all of our development, so if they have a public or communal
pipeline that runs across a private lot it should be in an easement. C/Gealy: Thank you. Jeff Bauer: | am at 601
W Bannock in Boise, Idaho, and | am the legal counsel for the developer. | will be brief because | think we have
covered most everything here. To reiterate staff’s point and Mr. Eck’s point, we are here on a very narrow
issue, and that issue is a rezone. Specifically, we are here to rezone 73 acres from ag land to residential. We
are not asking you tonight to approve any subdivisions or streets, or any plats. Specifically, we are asking you
recommend approval of this zoning amendment to City Council to the council for final decision. Pursuant to
City Cody section 5-13-4 a rezone, is warranted where it complies with the comp plan. So, to reiterate here this
sole issue is whether the zoning we are requesting complies with the comp plan. We have been over and over
tonight, we have mixed use which allows up to twenty units per acre and medium density which allows up to
8 units per acre, we are well with in that. So, the rezone complies with Comp Plan map, and it also complies
with the Comp Plan goals. Staff did a great job in your packet going through all of the goal and objective in the
comp plan and the rezone will achieve. | just want to touch one that was missed and that was in chapter 4 of
the comp plan which addresses schools. Two goals of the City is to have schools serve as a neighborhood focal
point and provide safe and convenient travel to schools. The rezone in this case putting slightly higher density,
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one next to the future high school, and two, very close to the existing elementary helps to achieve that goal as
well. I would add to the Commission that comp plan map compliance, where the city has previously made the
determination that the highest and best use for this specific land is that designation, is the most important
type of comp plan compliance and we have that here. Lastly another issue with comp plan compliance, because
it is the only issue, chapter 13 of the comp plan, community design, a specific goal and objective stated by the
city is for neighborhood connectivity, specifically with non-motorized transit. Converting this area from ag to
residential will help to fulfill that goal. C/Young: With that | will close the public testimony portion of the
hearing at 7:05 and that leaves our conversation as the Commission. C/Hennis: If our big item here is the
rezone, we are trying to not address the preliminary plat, that is a negative in that respect because we are
looking at this completely as whether or not this is a way we want to design our City’s future. Although the
legal counsel has talked about the comp plan compliance, there is no set rule to that, it is purely an advisory
document, and if fact we are reevaluating it as a city right now. So, although we try to set it up as a way we
want to design the future, and obviously things have changed from 2008, and whether this still accomplishes
our goals remains to be seen. We have had a lot of R-6 subdivisions come before us in the last two to three
years. We are trying to strive for adversity in our growth and our subdivisions. So, | do have concerns with this
being an R-6, especially going right next to an R-1. C/Young: | think we need to look at R-4s and | don’t know if
sticking to an R-1 and R-2 is appropriate either especially giving school locations. | agree that the comp plan
was set for a vision for the city in the past, we now have a high school going in there and a elementary school
going in there, and we have all of the utilities heading that direction over the last eight to ten years planning
for that growth, | think the biggest thing that | wrestle with on this one is looking at what ACHD has to say
about going through this neighborhood. | understand the neighbors’ fears. What | don’t know and maybe it is
question for staff, | know as a City, as we put subdivisions in and in order to plan for additional growth we put
stub streets to continue that growth so it is cohesive, but there are exceptions to that at times, and | wonder
if there was a way to work with ACHD in this specific case. We have put R-6 on the boundary of R-2 but | don’t
know if we have actually had one where had a stub street that we either did not use, or where ran one directly
through with that kind of density, is there a way between the City and ACHD that can be looked at? Wendy
Howell: it will be looked at in depth during the preliminary plat, ACHD ultimately has the call even though it is
in our ordinance as well. We can talk to them about it, but it is ACHD’s call because they are the transportation
agency. C/Hennis: Especially if these streets have no pedestrian facility attached to it, it isn’t appropriate for
traffic to flow through it. If ACHD and our City Code mandates sidewalks and pedestrian travel, we can’t get it
to go through there. C/Young: | was just thinking if we could work with ACHD on this specific case and say this
isn’t one that would apply to the template, but as far as other parts of it, | think the intent that the applicant
has stated of putting less density, larger lots nearest R-1s would be appealing to everybody., My biggest hang-
up is the stub street. C/Laraway: We are just bound by zoning talk, the design of it and all of that is beyond of
what we can talk about in this case. It is really hard, without to understand the traffic thing. The other thing is
this, is our comp plan, we built, we designed it, that is what we are here for. | think the developer has the talent
and the resource and the ability to look further into Kuna and develop some R-4s. he has built a lot of
subdivisions in this area and has brought a lot of growth the area. | understand the mixed zoning could become
a problem because you could end up with apartment complexes there with up to twenty units per acre, it is a
catch 22 for us, but | will say it fits our comp plan. C/Hennis: Staff did you have something? Troy Behunin:
Commissioner Laraway actually moved on from it, but | just wanted to remind the commission that this is a
county subdivision it was built at a different time to different standards, that is why there are no curbs and
gutter and sidewalks, and one thing to remember these are public roads, and City Code does require stub
streets to be provided. It is important to remember those are public roads, but not private roads. C/Gealy:
When the preliminary plat comes forward there will be another public hearing? Troy Behunin: Correct.
C/Gealy: | think there is some confusion, because much of the information we have been provided is in excess
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for what we would need for a rezone, the conditions in the staff report address things far beyond the rezone.
We are fortunate the developer is here and has heard the concerns of the people, and | am certain and
confident that developer will take into consideration the concerns that people have voiced today. Troy
Behunin: The conditions in the report are more of a place marker, something to remind the developer that this
is coming forward. C/Hennis: The citizens have done a pretty good job keeping their comments to the fact that
they don’t agree with an R-6. C/Young: | think a majority of that has to deal with that connection. | don’t think
there would be as much concern if there wasn’t that connection point. But whatever develops there will be
the same concerns. The density of the development is only 4.25. C/Gealy: Very close to R-4. C/Young: Very
close as an overall. And as the developer indicated the largest lots will help accommodate the existing
subdivision. | think as a commission we need to keep looking at large lots, and in this case the density that ahs
been discussed, and the true location of this directly across of the high school, zoning wise this is appropriate.
Jeff Bauer: The conversation has obviously focused on the overall density, but we would be willing to add a
condition of approval to your recommendation to the Council of R-6, but no greater density on the entire parcel
than 4.25. C/Gealy: Well that is better than R-6. C/Hennis: We appreciate the offer. Troy Behunin: It would
also be completely appropriate to recommend one connection, at the time of preliminary that, but once we
start talking about alignments then we stop talking about a rezone. C/Young: Could we recommend no
connection to the City Council? Troy Behunin: You are free to recommend whatever you would like.
C/Laraway: Would it be feasible to condition that the applicant start with R-6 at one end and create bigger and
bigger lots as you move towards the Chisum Valley Subdivision. C/Young: That was what the intention was
from my understanding, but the attorney just said they would go no greater than 4.25 units per acre across the
whole parcel. Is there anything else to add to the discussion? C/Gealy: What if we were to add a R-4 subdivision.
C/Young: | think that that would have to be something the applicant offers, | think if we recommend R-4, we
would have to deny the application. C/Hennis: This is primarily, do we agree with an R-6 or not. We can
condition some of these things, do we think this to high of density. C/Gealy: | think R-6 is too high of density, |
think no greater than 4.25 in more appealing. C/Hennis: Yes, because it could up to eight on one lot, and twenty
of the other. C/Young: If there are not any other thoughts | would stand for a motion, | think 4.25 is a lot better
than what it could be. Based on the Comp Plan, and where we have been driving for the last decade, | think
with the schools and where they are, | don’t know if what is being proposed in inappropriate.

Commissioner Hennis motions to recommend approval for case no. 18-01-ZC to City Council with the conditions
as stated in the staff report, and additional conditions that the applicant shall be limited to a maximum of 4.25
acre dwelling units per acre across the entire parcel, and the applicant shall bypass the second street
connectivity and work with ACHD and the City in order to possibly eliminate both street connections;
Commissioner Laraway Seconds, all aye and motion carried 3-0.

3. COMMISSION REPORTS
a. Comprehensive Plan Update; Envision Kuna Public Workshop No. 2 — May 3, 2018

Wendy Howell: The May 3™ Comprehensive Plan Workshop, will be changing, they are hoping the school will
be open for May 10™. But, we will let you know as soon as we know.

4. ADJOURNMENT

Commissioner Gealy motions to adjourn; Commissioner Hennis Seconds, all aye and motion carried 3-0.
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A. Process and Noticing:

1. Kuna City Code 1-14-3 (KCC), Title 1, Chapter 14, Section 3, states that rezones are designated as public
hearings, with the Commission as the recommending body, and City Council as the decision making
body. This land use application was given proper public notice and followed the requirements set forth
in Idaho Code, Chapter 65 Local Planning Act.

a. Notifications
i. Neighborhood Meeting November 14, 2017 (fifteen (15) persons attended)
ii. Agency Comment Request February 12, 2018
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iii. 300’ Property Owners March 30, 2018
iv. Kuna, Melba Newspaper March 21, 2018
v. Site Posted March 27, 2018

B. Applicants Request:
1. Request:
Applicant, Katie Miller, with Bailey Engineers, on behalf of Thistle Farm, and Vanderkooy Farm, LLC's
(Owner), requests approval for a rezone of approximately 73.50 acres of four lots within Chisum Valley
Subdivision No. 1 and 2, from Agriculture (Ag.) TO an R-6 (Medium Density Residential) MDR zone,
following the Comprehensive Plan. This site is located at the NWC Linder and Columbia Roads. APN No’s;
R1393850100, R1693860010, R1693860290, R1693860280.

C. Aerial Map:

©Copyrighted

D. Site History:
These lots were annexed into Kuna on July 5, 2006, (06-14-AN; O. Gripentrog and Park Pointe Realty owners), and
have historically been used for agricultural purposes.

E. General Projects Facts:
1. Comprehensive Plan Map: The Comp Plan Map designation for this site is Medium Density Residential
(MDR) for the west half, and Mixed-Use for the east half. Both uses encourage residential uses. The Future
Land Use Map (Comprehensive Plan Map) is intended to serve as a guide for the decision making body. This
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map indicates land use designations, it is not actual zoning. These land use designations have been in place
since 2009, and were contemplated as such in early 2008.
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2. Recreation and Pathways Map: The Rec. & Path Master Plan Map indicates a future trail along the Mason
Creek, which is off-site. With a future application, staff recommends that a future site plan incorporate green
and open spaces and should be considered a binding site plan.
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3. Surrounding Land Uses:

North AG, RR Agriculture & Rural Residential — Kuna City & Ada County
South RR Rural Residential — Ada County

East AG Agriculture — Kuna City

West AG Agriculture — Kuna City

4. Lot Sizes, Current Zoning, Parcel No’s, and L & B No’s:

Lot Size Current Zone: (Ag.) Parcel Number(s) | Chisum Valley Sub.,
(Approximately) Agricultural Zone Lot & Block Numbers
1.00 acre Proposed to become R-6 R1393850100 Lot 1, Block 1, Sub No. 1
35.77 acres Proposed to become R-6 R1693860010 Lot 2, Block 1, Sub No. 2
35.38 acres Proposed to become R-6 R1693860290 Lot 30, Block 1, Sub No. 2
1.00 acre Proposed to become R-6 R1693860280 Lot 29, Block 1, Sub No. 2

5. Services (at time of development):

Sanitary Sewer— City of Kuna
Potable Water — City of Kuna
Irrigation District — Kuna Municipal Irrigation District (KMID)
Pressurized Irrigation — City of Kuna (KMID)
Fire Protection — Kuna Rural Fire District

Police Protection — Ada County Sheriff’s office — Kuna Police
Sanitation Services —J & M Sanitation

6. Existing Structures, Vegetation and Natural Features:

There are no structures on site. The site has vegetation that is generally associated with an Agricultural field.

7. Transportation / Connectivity:

The site is adjacent to Linder Road with significant frontage. With development in the future, applicant will
be responsible for at least two points of ingress/egress on Linder Road; one at the mid-mile between Columbia
and Lake Hazel, and a second point south of that mid-mile. Applicant will also be responsible for acceptable
points of ingress/egress along the future mid-mile on the north and west sides of the site. All points of access
must follow City & ACHD standards.

8. Environmental Issues:

Staff is not aware of any environmental issues, health or safety conflicts. The site’s topography is generally
flat with less than 3 percent slope. This site is within the Nitrate Priority Area (NPA), and will be required to
connect to the City central sewer services.

9. Agency Responses:

The following agencies returned comments are included with this case file:
- Ada County Highway District (ACHD)
- Boise Project Board of Control

- Central Dist. Health Dept. (CDHD)

- COMPASS

- Dept. of Environmental Quality (DEQ)
- Id Transportation Dept. (ITD)
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F.

Staff Analysis:
In July of 2006 (06-14-AN), when these lots were annexed into Kuna city limits, all four lots were already in

the Chisum Valley Subdivision with an Ag. (Agriculture) zone. Furthermore, these lots were annexed as a
participant in the Local Improvement District (LID); whereby the owners were obligated to satisfy a sewer
connection fee equivalent to 3 Dwelling Units an Acre (DUA) at a minimum. The project is adjacent to Linder
Road (major arterial) and all public utilities are near, or adjacent to the site. The applicant seeks a rezone for
this (approximately) 73.50 acre site, from Agriculture, TO R-6 (MDR). Applicant has been made aware that any
development of these lots will require connection to all city services and will be subject to connection fees
for that purpose. It is anticipated when these Chisum Valley lots move forward with development in the
future, it will require a number of phases for complete build-out.

The Comprehensive Plan Map (CPM) indicates that this site is designated as Medium Density Residential
(MDR) on the west half, and Mixed-Use for the east half. The MDR designation encourages residential uses
ranging from four (4) DUA, up to eight (8) DUA; while the Mixed-Use designation encourages mixing
commercial uses and residential uses from two (2) to 20 DUA. The adjacent properties on the north side, the
eastside and east half of the south side of the site, are complementary designations. Based on the review of
the CPM, staff views this request to be in concert with the CPM approved by Council. This request reflects the
goals of the City leaders and its Citizens.

Staff has determined this application generally complies, or as conditioned to follow Title 5 of the Kuna City
Code; Idaho Statute §50-222; and the Kuna Comprehensive Plan; and forwards a recommendation of approval
for Case No. 18-01-ZC subject to the recommended conditions of approval listed in Section ‘N’ of this report.

G. Applicable Standards:

1. City of Kuna Zoning Ordinance Title 5, Chapter 13,
2. City of Kuna Comprehensive Plan, adopted September 1, 2009,
3. Idaho Code, Title 67, Chapter 65- the Local Land Use Planning Act.

H. Procedural Background:

On April 10, 2018, the Commission considered Case No. 18-01-ZC, including the applications, agency comments,
staff’s report, application exhibits and public testimony presented or given.

Findings of Fact for Councils Consideration:
Based on the record contained in Case No. 18-01-ZC, including the exhibits, staff’s report and the public
testimony at the public hearing, the Commission of Kuna, Idaho, hereby recommends approval of the
proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, and Conditions of Approval for Case No. 18-01-ZC, for the
Thistle and Vanderkooy, Farm, LLC, rezone request.

The Commission concludes that the application complies with the City of Kuna’s Zoning regulations (Title 5)
of KCC and/or regulations outlined in title 5 of KCC.

1.  In making a decision regarding the Subdivision application, the Council is to consider Idaho Code §67-6535
(2), which states the following:
The approval or denial of any application required or authorized pursuant to this chapter shall be in
writing and accompanied by a reasoned statement that explains the criteria and standards considered
relevant, states the relevant contested facts relied upon, and explains the rationale for the decision
based on the applicable provisions of the comprehensive plan, relevant ordinance and statutory
provisions, pertinent constitutional principles and factual information contained in the record.

In addition, Idaho Code §67-6535(2)(a), provides that:
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Failure to identify the nature of compliance or noncompliance with express approval standards or
failure to explain compliance or noncompliance with relevant decision criteria shall be grounds for
invalidation of an approved permit or site-specific authorization, or denial of same, on appeal.

2. The Commission has the authority to recommend approval for Case No. 18-01-ZC. On April 10, 2018, Kuna’s
Commission voted to recommend approval for Case No. 18-01-ZC.

Comment: On April 10, 2018, Commission voted to recommend approval for Case No’s 18-01-ZC.

3. The public notice requirements were met and the public hearing was conducted within the guidelines of
applicable Idaho Code and City Ordinances to hold a public hearing on April 10, 2018, with the Commission.

4. The Kuna Commission accepts the facts as outlined in the staff report, the public testimony and the
supporting evidence list presented.

Comment: The Commission held a public hearing on the subject application on April 10, 2018, to hear from
the City staff, the applicant and to accept public testimony. The decision by the Commission is based on
the application, staff report and public testimony, both oral and written.

5. Based on the evidence contained in Case No. 18-01-ZC, this proposal appears to generally comply with the
Comprehensive Plan and Comp Plan Map as amended.

Comment: The Comp Plan has listed numerous goals for providing a variety in housing options in Kuna. The
Kuna Planning Map designates this property as Medium Density Residential and Mixed-Uses. As this
request proposes MDR, the proposal follows the goals of the Comp Plan and the Comp Plan Map.

6. The public notice requirements were met and the public hearing was conducted within the guidelines of
applicable Idaho Code and City Ordinances.

Comment: As noted in the process and noticing sections, all noticing requirements were met to hold a public
hearing on April 10, 2018.

Factual Summary:

This approximately 73.50 acre site, is already within Kuna City limits, zoned Agriculture (Ag.), with varying historical
Ag. uses and is located at the northwest corner (NWC) of Linder and Columbia Roads. These lands are lots within
the Chisum Valley Subdivision. These lands were included in the Local Improvement District (LID); whereby they
were obligated to satisfy a sewer connection fee equivalent to 3 Dwelling Units an Acre (DUA) at a minimum.
Applicant proposes a rezone from Agriculture (Ag.) TO R-6 (Medium Density Residential). The developer is not
proposing development at this time.

K. Comprehensive Plan Analysis:
The Kuna Commission accepts the Comprehensive Plan components as described below:

The designations of Medium Density Residential and Mixed-Use shown on the Planning Map (See Map above) for
these lots were approved by Council. The proposed rezone for the site is consistent with the following
Comprehensive Plan components:

Community Vision Statement:

Residents hoped for the creation of business and light commercial use centers within neighborhoods. These
centers would include restaurants, gas stations, churches, multi-family use facilities, and other mixed-use
developments. (Page 21).
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Housing:
Residents envisioned higher densities in the City’s core to include opportunities for mixed residential and light

commercial activity. They expressed interest in a mix of residential type dwellings applications; including
single- family, multi-family, apartments and condominiums. They were receptive to a greater mix of lot sizes
and house prices to appeal to a variety of people. A goal expressed by many was the preservation of large lots
and rural cluster development in appropriate balance with a complement of other types of residential
development (Page 21).

Comment: The proposed rezone follows the community vision and provides a way to achieve the housing goals as
stated and adopted, by supplementing other existing large lot subdivisions nearby.

Private Property Rights Goals and Objectives - Section 2 - Summary:

Ensure the City land use policies, restrictions, conditions and fees do not violate private property rights and ensure
that land use actions, decisions, and regulations do not effectively eliminate all economic value of the subject
property. Ensure that City land use actions, decisions, and regulations do not prevent a private property owner
from taking advantage of a fundamental property right and staff shall evaluate with guidance from the City’s
attorney; the Idaho Attorney General’s six criterion established to determine the potential for property taking.

Comment: Utilizing the Idaho Attorney Generals criteria, and a review by the City Attorney, the proposed project
does not constitute a “takings” and the economic value is intact.

Economic Development Goals and Objectives - Section 5 - Summary:
Ensure an adequate supply of housing for all income levels and facilitate pedestrian connections, both visually and
physically, to enhance pedestrian movement (Pg. 42 — 1.5 and Pg. 43 —3.1).

Comment: The proposed application complies with these elements of the comprehensive plan by providing an
opportunity to supply varied housing types and provide pedestrian connections, thereby meeting this goal.

Land Use Goals and Objectives - Section 6 - Summary:

Adopt a future land use plan and map that includes natural and developed open spaces, while providing a variety
of housing densities and types to accommodate various lifestyles, ages and economic groups. Protect existing
neighborhoods and ensure new development is sustainable and keeps Kuna desirable. Develop cohesive
neighborhoods with character and quality while incorporating a variety of densities and styles (Pg. 64 — 3.1 & Goal
3 and Pg. 65 -4.3).

Medium Density Residential:

This designation describes areas where residential development densities generally range from four to eight units
per acre. These areas will be made up of single-family homes, but may include townhomes, row houses duplexes
and other types of multi-family land uses. Areas featuring these densities are generally located within the City
Center and around Neighborhood Centers (Page 88).

Comment: The proposed rezone requests an R-6 zone, for residential uses, conforming to the Comprehensive Plan
and Planning Map approved by Council in August of 2015.

Mixed-Uses:

The mixed use general land use designation pertains to a land parcel or combination of parcels that are planned
and developed together. This comprehensive land use category may contain residential, commercial, office and
technical uses, a variety of building types and densities, common open space variations, clustered development
and recreational facilities (Page 105).
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Comment: The proposed rezone requests an R-6 zone, for residential uses, conforming to the Comprehensive Plan
and Planning Map approved by Council in August of 2015.

Housing Goals and Objectives - Section 12 - Summary:

Encourage developers to provide high-quality development with a variety of lot sizes, dwelling types, densities
and price points to meet the needs of current and future population while creating safe and aesthetically-pleasing
neighborhoods. Ensure housing is available throughout the community for all income levels and those with special
needs. Encourage logical and orderly residential development while discouraging developers from developing land
divisions greater than one half acre because large lot subdivisions increase municipal costs, require public subsidy
and create sprawl (Pg. 155—-1.2, Pg. 163 12.4 and Pg. 165 — 2.1).

Encourage mixed-use development that includes town centers, single-family, multi-family, accessory units, and
other types of residential development. — Policy 1.1.2, Section 12, Housing (Page 155).

Comment: Applicant proposes medium density residential which will contribute to availability of varied types and
home sizes in a logical and orderly manner with an opportunity to provide a quality development.

Community Design Goals and Objectives - Section 13 - Summary:

Strengthen Kuna’s Image through good community and urban design principles that create self-sufficient
neighborhoods. Foster good community design concepts that incorporate landscape features to serve as buffers
between incompatible uses while reducing scale and creates a sense of place.

Neighborhoods:
Kuna’s updated Plan is an advocate for the development of self-sufficient neighborhoods. These neighborhoods

are intended to be connected by transit and other non-motorized methods of transportation. Each neighborhood
will have a center, a core and an edge. (Page 179).

Comment: With future development, the applicant will provide an extension of the sidewalk and roadway system
which must comply with the Master Street Plan adopted by Kuna. Applicant will also need to propose connections
to future neighborhoods by adding pathways, sidewalks for pedestrian and non-motorized transportation, and
adding and connecting to stub streets. Applicant appears prepared to propose a variety of housing densities
thereby complying with approved land use designation outlined within the Comp Plan and Planning Map.

Kuna City Code Analysis:
1. This request appears to be consistent and in compliance with all Kuna City Codes (KCC).

Comment: The proposed project meets the land use and area standards in Chapter 3, Title 5 of the Kuna
City Code (KCC). Staff also finds that the proposed project meets all applicable requirements of Title 5 of
the KCC.

2. Thessite is physically suitable for the rezone.

Comment: The 73.50 acre (approximate) project includes a request for a rezone from Ag. TO R-6 (Medium
Density). The site appears to be compatible with the proposal.

3. The Rezone is not likely to cause substantial environmental damage or avoidable injury to wildlife or their
habitat.

Comment: The land to be rezoned is not used as wildlife habitat. Future roads, dwelling units and open
spaces must be planned for construction according the City requirements and best practices and will
therefore not cause environmental damage or loss of habitat.
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4. The Rezone proposal is not likely to cause adverse public health problems.

Comment: The proposed rezone for the property follows Kuna City Codes. Any future development
requires connection to public sewer and potable water systems, therefore eliminating the
occurrence of adverse public health problems.

5. The application appears to avoid detriment to the present and potential surrounding uses; to the health,
safety, and general welfare of the public taking into account the physical features of the site, public
facilities and existing adjacent uses.

Comment: The Commission did consider the location of the property and adjacent uses. The subject
property is in Kuna City and will be connected to the Kuna City central sewer and potable and pressure
irrigation water systems. The current adjacent uses are agriculture in nature uses and the site it adjacent to
an arterial road.

6. Based on the evidence contained in Case No. 18-01-ZC, Council finds Case No. 18-01-ZC adequately complies
with Kuna City Code.

7. Based on the evidence contained in Case No. 18-01-ZC, Council finds Case No. 18-01-ZC generally complies
with Kuna’s Zoning Code.

M. Conclusions of Law:
1. Based on the evidence contained in Case No. 18-01-ZC, Commission finds Case No. 18-01-ZC generally
complies with Kuna City Code.
2. Based on the evidence contained in Case No. 18-01-ZC, Commission finds Case No. 18-01-ZC, generally is
consistent with Kuna’s Comprehensive Plan and Comprehensive Plan Map.
3. The public notice requirements have been met and the neighborhood meeting was conducted within the
guidelines of applicable Idaho Code and City Ordinances.

N. Recommendation of the Commission to City Council:
18-01-ZC (Rezone) On April 10, 2018, the Commission voted to recommend approval for Care No. 18-01-ZC to
City Council, based on the facts outlined in staff’s report and the public testimony during the public hearing by the
Planning and Zoning Commission of Kuna, Idaho. Therefore, the Commission hereby recommends approval to City
Council for Case No. 18-01-ZC, a rezone request by Katie Miller (Bailey Engineers) on behalf of Thistle Farm, LLC
and Vanderkooy Farm, LLC, with the following conditions of approval at time of development in the future:

1. The applicant and/or owner shall obtain written approval on letterhead or may be written/stamped on
the approved plans of the construction plans from the agencies noted below. All submittals are required
to include the lighting, landscaping, drainage, and development plans. All site improvements are
prohibited prior to approval of the following agencies:

a. The City Engineer shall approve the sewer hook-ups.

b. The City Engineer shall approve the drainage and grading plans. Central District Health
Department recommends the plan be designed and constructed in conformance with standards
contained in, “Catalog for Best Management Practices for Idaho Cities and Counties”. No
construction, grading, filling, clearing or excavation of any kind shall be initiated until the
applicant has received approval of the drainage plan.

c. The Kuna Fire District shall approve fire flow requirements and/or building plans. Installation of
fire protection facilities as required by Kuna Fire District is required.

d. The Boise-Kuna Irrigation District shall approval any modifications to the existing irrigation
system.
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N

10.

11.

12.
13.

e. Approval from Ada County Highway District (ACHD) shall be obtained and Impact Fees must be
paid prior to issuance of any building permit(s).
All public rights-of-way shall be dedicated and constructed to standards of the City, Ada County Highway
District and Idaho Transportation Department. No public street construction may commence without the
approval and permit from Ada County Highway District and/or Idaho Transportation Department.
2.1- At time of development and as necessary, dedicate right-of-way in sufficient amounts to follow
City and ACHD standards and widths.

Installation of service facilities shall comply with the requirements of the public utility or irrigation district
providing the services. All utilities shall be installed underground, see KCC 6-4-2-W.
Compliance with Idaho Code, Section §31-3805 pertaining to irrigation waters is required.
Irrigation/drainage waters shall not be impeded by any construction on site. Compliance with the
requirements of the Boise Project Board of Control is required.
When required, submit a petition to the City (as necessary, confirmed with the City engineer) consenting to
the pooling of irrigation surface water rights for delivery purposes and requesting to annex the irrigation
surface water rights appurtenant to the property over to the Kuna Municipal Pressure Irrigation system of
the City (KMID).
All street lighting within and for the site shall be LED lighting and must comply with Kuna City Code.
Parking within the site shall comply with Kuna City Code. (Unless specifically approved otherwise).
Fencing within and around the site shall comply with Kuna City Code (Unless specifically approved otherwise
and permitted). Perimeter fencing (and permit) is required prior to requesting final plat signatures from Kuna
City Clerk and Engineer.
All signage within/for the project shall comply with Kuna City Code.
All required landscaping shall be permanently maintained in a healthy growing condition. The property
owner shall remove and replace unhealthy or dead plant material within 3 days or as the planting season
permits as required to meet the standards of these requirements. Maintenance and planting within public
rights-of-way shall be with approval from the public entities owning the property.
The land owner/applicant/developer, and any future assigns having an interest in the subject property, shall
fully comply with all conditions of development as approved by the City Council, or seek amending them
through public hearing processes.
Applicant shall follow staff, City engineers and other agency recommended requirements as applicable.
Developer/owner/applicant shall comply with all local, state and federal laws.

DATED this 24%™, day of April, 2018

Lee Young, Chairman
Kuna Planning and Zoning Commission

ATTEST:
Troy Behunin, Planner lll,
Kuna Planning and Zoning Department
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A. Course of Proceedings:
1. Accordingto Kuna City Code (KCC) Title 5, Chapter 4, Section 2 (Design Review); all new commercial buildings,
landscaping, parking lots and signage are required to submit an application for review by the Design Review
Committee (DRC). As a public meeting item, this action requires no formal public noticing actions.

a. Notifications
i. Agenda April 27,2018

2. In accordance with KCC 5-4-2 and KCC 5-10-4-Q, this application seeks DRC approval for a new building,
minimal landscaping, and parking for a new project in Kuna in the Shortline Business Park.

B. Applicant Request:
1. Applicant requests approval from the Planning and Zoning Commission (acting as Design Review Committee
- DRC) for a project consisting of a single new 6,000 Square Foot (SF) building, to be built next to the existing
building on the lot. The purpose is to provide spaces for start-up business that require between 1,500 and
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6,000 SF. The building will be just a shell, and the tenants will improve to suit their needs, including electrical
and plumbing needs.

C. Aerial Map:

|©COPYRIGHTED

D. History:
The property is in City limits and is zoned M-1 (Light Industrial). This parcel had been used as an office/ business
in an industrial zone since 2003. The original business was placed their in approximately 2005 and has only had
one building on it since that time. Originally, the site was approved to house a single, larger building to house a
larger workforce.

E. General Project Facts: This land is approximately 8.65 acres in size, and is Lot 4, Block 2 within Shortline Park
No.1 which was platted in 2002. The lot has sewer and potable water out front, but does not have pressure
irrigation. The Lot has significant frontage on Best Business Ave..

1. Comprehensive Plan Designation: The Comprehensive Plan Map (CPM) identifies this site as Light
industrial District. Staff views this request to be consistent with the approved CPM map.

See lllustration below on next page.

Page 2 of 4 Case No. 18-11-DRC
04/17/18 SPI Transportation — Mike Smith
P:\P&Z\SHARED\CASES\ DRC \18-11-DRC



- PROFESSIONAL OFFICE
- FEDERAL & STATE LANDS
V/A NEIGHBORHOOD CENTER
m NEIGHBORHOOD DISTRICT
I:I BIRDS OF PREY BOUNDARY

M [0 RURAL CLUSTER

|| LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
|| MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
7] HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
|| MIXED USE GENERAL™"

I 1XED USE CITY CENTER
I COMMERCIAL (NEIGHBORHOOD & COMMUNITY)
[ LIGHT INDUSTRIAL
I HEAvY INDUSTRIAL

B -ueLc

*** MIXED USE GENERAL EXPECTED RESIDENTIAL
DEMSITIES CAN RANGE FROM 2 TO 20 UNITS
PER ACRE

R —

NI 7 l
|/
=II TN

2. Surrounding Land Uses:

North M-1 Light industrial- Kuna City
South M-1 Light industrial- Kuna City
East M-1 Light industrial- Kuna City
West M-1 Light industrial- Kuna City

3. Parcel Sizes, Current Zoning, Parcel Numbers:
e Approximately 8.66 acres
e M-1; Light Industrial
e Parcel No.: S1325233897

4. Services:
Sanitary Sewer— City of Kuna
Potable Water — City of Kuna
Pressurized Irrigation — City of Kuna (KMID) — Perhaps in the Future
Fire Protection — Kuna Fire District
Police Protection — Kuna City Police (Ada County Sheriff’s office)
Sanitation Services —J&M Sanitation

5. Existing Structures, Vegetation and Natural Features: The property has one existing building, and a
partial parking lot, the remaining land exists as a vacant lot with clear ground waiting for expansion and more
buildings.

6. Transportation / Connectivity: Proposed driveway access (ingress/egress) is from best Business Avenue
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7.

Environmental Issues: Staff is not aware of any environmental issues, health or safety conflicts. This site’s
topography is very flat with less than 2% slope.

F. Staff Analysis:

Staff has reviewed the application and finds the proposed building, landscaping and parking generally
satisfies the intent of Kuna’s Codes and generally fits into the overall vision and existing M-1 Zone uses. The
proposed building generally conforms to the ‘Industrial’ guidelines and parking standards. Staff views this
proposal to be generally consistent with its surrounding development.

The applicant has not proposed additional landscaping along Best Business Ave. frontage at this time.
Applicant intends to continue adding additional buildings as the market requires which will continue to fill
out the remaining vacant portions of the lot. With future expansion, applicant will add additional paved
parking, and code compliant landscaping next to and around future buildings and along the frontage for Best
Business Ave. as the parcel adds additional buildings.

The applicant has not proposed a trash collection area for the new building. Staff recommends that the
applicant work with Chad Gordon at J & M Sanitation for their services.

Applicant is subject to design review inspections and fees for inspections (post construction), for DRC
compliance verification of the buildings, landscaping and possible signage in the future prior to the C. of O.
for the buildings being issued.

Staff views the proposed new commercial building, proposed landscaping, parking lot to be generally
consistent with the goals and vision of the Industrial zone and Kuna city goals. Staff forwards a
recommendation of approval for case No. 18-11-DRC to the Design Review Committee.

Applicable Standards:

1.

2.
3.
4

City of Kuna Zoning Ordinance No. 230.

City of Kuna Design Review Ordinance, 2011-08.
City of Kuna Comprehensive Plan.

City of Kuna Landscaping Ordinance, 2012-22

H. Proposed Decision by the Commission:

Note: This proposed motion is for approval or denial of this request. However, if the Design Review Committee
wishes to approve or deny specific parts of the requests as detailed in the report, those changes must be specified.

Based on the facts outlined in staff’s report, the case file and discussion at the public meeting. The Design Review
Committee of Kuna, Idaho, hereby (approves/conditionally approves/denies) Case No. 18-11-DRC, a Design
Review request by Mike Smith with SPI Transportation with the following conditions of approval:

1.

uhkhwn

N

DATED:

Page 4 of
04/17/18

All monument signage for the site shall comply with current Kuna City Code, go through the Design Review
process, and obtain a sign and building permit prior to construction.
Lighting within the site shall be LED lighting and comply with the Kuna City Code.
Landscaping shall be installed and kept in a healthy condition as required in KCC 5-17.
Applicant shall add paved parking to the Lot as additional buildings are proposed.
Applicant shall add code compliant landscaping to the Lot frontage (Best Business Ave.) as additional
buildings are proposed.
The applicant shall follow all applicable staff and agency recommendations.
The applicant shall comply with all federal, state and local laws.
This___ dayof _,2018.
4 Case No. 18-11-DRC
SPI Transportation — Mike Smith

P:\P&Z\SHARED\CASES\ DRC \18-11-DRC



N | ey )

S Swan Falls Rd

E/Access St

ITIT

E Huckleberry Ct .

SILs

—

S_Luker Rd

rLegend

Q SPI Trans.

| | PARCELLINES
~——— RAILROAD
C—>ROADS

WATER FEATURES i i
L ) Wild Lilac st | |



tbehunin
Rectangle

tbehunin
Typewritten Text
VICINITY MAP


D SPI Trans.
[ ] PARCEL LINES

—+— RAILROAD

DZOADS

|| WATER FEATURES
N »










SPI Transportation Inc

PO Box 100 | Kuna, ID 83634
Phone (208) 922-5771

To Whom it may concern.
Re: letter of intent.

We intend to build a 6000 square foot building with 4 overhead doors. The space will be
available for rent to businesses that are approved for our current zoning. The spaces can be
leased in 1500sf sections up to 6000 sf. This is the first phase of the project depending on rental
activity. The building will not include any plumbing or electrical to start with and will be built
out to suit the tenants.

A7 4

Thanks Michael. R. Smith.




Freedom St

Building Corporation

Building Erection Notes

1) The genecol cantractor ond/or ereclor is responsible to safely ond property
erect the metol building syslem in conformance with these drowings, OSHA
requirements and melol building syslem in conformonce with these drowings,
OSHA requirements ond  either MBMA or CSA S16 slandords pertaining to proper
erection. This includes. bul is nol kmited to. the correcl use of temporary
Quys and bracing where nesded for ing, pl ing, and ing the
i ond y framing. S y woll lroming members (girls or
bor joisls) ore not designed to funclion as o work pletformn or provide
safety tiewoff in wilh OSHA i .
Secondary roof framing members (purfins or bor joists) ore not designed
fo provide sofely lie—off attachment in occordance with OSHA requirements.

2) A325 & A490 Bolt tightening requiremsnts:
it is the responsibilily of the erector to ensure proper bolt tighlness in

with i i See the RCSC Specificolion for

Joints Using A325 or A490 Bolls for more informotion.

The following criteria may be usad lo determine the bolt tightness
(i-e., “snug~light” or “fully—prelensioned”), unless required otherwise by
local jurisdicti or t ] i
A) Al A4S0 bolts sholl be “fully—pretensionad®,
B) Al A325 bolls in primary froming (rigid fromes ond brocing)
may be “snug-light”, except os follows:
“Fully~pr ion” if;
o} Building supporls o crane syslem wilh ¢ copocity grealer
than 5 tons.
b) Building supporis machinery that creoles vibrotion, impoct
or st on the i The Engi of
Record for the project should be consuiled to evoluole
for this condition.
¢} The project site is locoted in o high aeismic area. For
IBC-bosed codes, "High Seismic Area” is defined as
"Seismic Design Colegory” of "D", "E", or ", See the
"Building Loads™ section of thie page for the dafined
seismic design calegory for this project.
4} Any i i in lhese drowings os "A325-SC",
“Slip~Critical (SC)” connsctions must be free of point, oil,
or other malerials thot reduce friction at contacl surfoces.
Golvanized or lighlly rusted surfoces ore acceploble,
C) ln Conada, of A325 ond A490 bolls sholf be “fully pre~lensioned”, except for
secondory members (purlins, girts, opening froming, etc.) ond flonge broces.
D) Secondary members (purlins, girts, opening Iraming, ete.} ond flonge brace
conneclions moy olways be “snug-light”, unless indicaled olherwise in these
drawings,
3) The metal bulding supplier shall be notified prior to ony field modifications,
ificai shall be app by the metal building supplier before work is

undertoken,
4) Common Abbreviotions:
a) TYP UNO ~ Typicol Unless Noted Otherwise f) S4 ~ Similar
g} NIC - No! In Contract

b} SLV ~ Short Leg Vertical
h) SL ~ Steel Line

€} LV - Long Leg Vertical
d} NS & FS ~ Near Side ond For Side i) N/A = Nol Applicobe
e) OAL. - Overoll Lenglh j) MBS —~ Melol Buitding Suppher
5) Construction loads shali not be placed on ony siructurct steel fromework unless
such feomework is sofely bolled, welded, or otherwise adequotely secured.
B) Purlins ond girts shall nol be used os on onchorage ppoint for o foll orrest system
unless writien opprovel is obloined from the melol building suppfier.
7) Purlins moy only be used as o wolking/working surface when instolling sofety
syslems, ofter ofl permonent bridging hos been insiolled oad foll protection
is provided.
8) Consiruction loads moy be placed only within 6 zone thal is within 8 feel of the
center line of lhe primory support member, CFR bundies shouid be ploced directly
over lhe rigid fromes.
All fifting devices must meel OSHA or MSHA stendards ond in no cose is i
occeploble 1o use structurol members supplied by the MBS os & spreader bor
or lifting device.

)

<

General Design Notes

1} Al struclurel sleel seclions ond welded plale members ore designed in
occordance wilh ANSI/AISC 360 “Specilications for Struclural Steel Buildings™
or lhe CAN/CSA S16 "Limit Stoles Design of Steet Structures”, os required by
the specified building code.

2) Al welding of structural steel is based on either AWS D11 “Structurol Welding
Code ~ Steel” or CAN/CSA W59 "Welded Steet Conslruction (Metol Arc
Welding)", os required by the specilied building code.

3} All cold formed members are designed in oceordonce wilh ANSI/AIS S11 or
CAN/CSA 5136 "Specificalions for the Design of Cold Forrned Steel Sleuclural
Members”, os required by the specified building code.

4) All welding of cold formed steel is based on AWS D1.3 “Struclurol Welding
Code — Sheel Sleel” or CAN/CSA WSQ "Welded Sleet Construclion (Metal Arc
Wetding)®, a5 required by the specified building code.

5) This Metat Building Supplier focilily is WS AC-472 Accrediled ond
CAN/CSA A660 and W47.1 Certified (if opplicable) for the design ond
monulocturing of Melof Building Systems,

8) Il joists ore ncluded with this project, they are supplied as a part of the
systems engineered melol buiding ond ore fobricaled in occordonce with
the requirements of Section 1926.758 of the OSHA safety slondords for
steel erection, doted Jonuory 18, 2001.

Moleriol Specifications
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ROOF SHEETING, TYPE: CR

PROJECT NUMBER:

U1808044A

PROJECT NAME:

Mike Smith / MRS Properties

PROJECT LOCATION:

Kuna, ID 83634

CUSTOMER:

Mike Smith / MRS Properties

PRIMARY AND SECONDARY STEEL PRIMER COLOR: RED
26 _GAGE, FINISH: Galvalume

ROOF PANEL CUP TYPE:BIN/A [JTALL [JSHORT [JuTiumy [JFIXED [CJFLOATING

SEAMI

THERMAL BLOCKS: [JYES [NO EPS FOAM SPACER: [JYes [Ino

NG METHOD (FOR CFR ONLY):[[J'ROLL Lock™™

REFER TO THE DETAIL PAGES FOR
ADDITIONAL SEAMING INFORMATION

Ovise Lock™™
CIvise Lock 380"™

COMPOSITE CFR DECK, TYPE: _N/A . GAGE, FINISH:
ROOF LINE TRIM, PAINTED: Aztec Blue SP
EXTERIOR WALL SHEETING, TYPE: CW 26 _GAGE, FINISH: Lightstone SP

EXTERIOR
EXT

WALL CORNER TRIM FINISH: Lightstone SP

ERIOR BASE TRIM, PAINTED: Lightstone SP

FRAMED OPENING TRIM, PAINTED: Lightstone SP

WALL FRAMED OPENING, SIZES: FSW (4) 3'=4" x 7'~2" (4) 14'~0" x 14'-0"
BSW none
LEW none
REW none
INTERIOR WALL SHEETING, TYPE: ___GAGE, FINISH:
INTERIOR CEILING LINER, TYPE: ___ GAGE, FINISH:
INTERIOR WALL TRIM, PAINTED:
YES| NO
[J ] B DOWNSPOUTS PAINTED: GUTTERS PAINTED:
O] B WALKDOORS, QUANTITY: PAINTED:
O] B wnpows: PAINTED:
B | [J INSULATION (NOT BY MBS), ROOF: 6 _INCH WALLS: 6 _INCH
[J | B CRANES (SEE CRANE PLAN FOR ADDITIONAL CRANE INFORMATION)
1| B MEZZANINE (SEE MEZZANINE PLAN FOR ADDITIONAL MEZZANINE INFO)
O | B8 wALL TRANSLUCENT PANELS:
O | B ROOF TRANSLUCENT PANELS:
INSULATED PANELS Yes(3 w~No[g
O B8 PIPE vACKS, SIZE: QUANTITY:
[ | B ROOF FRAMED OPENINGS, SEE ROOF FRAMING PLAN FOR SIZES
O 1 B RIDGE VENTS, 10'-0" LONG X 9" THROAT. QUANTITY:

ERECTOR NOTE:

ALTERNATE FASTENERS HAVE BEEN SUBSTITUTED ON THIS BUILDING.
2" WALL FASTENERS HAVE BEEN SUPPLIED FOR WALL PANEL TO GIRT
ATTACHMENT. ~ WHERE DRAWINGS INDICATE AN H1040 STRUCTURAL
FASTENER, H1045 or H1047 FASTENERS HAVE BEEN SUPPLIED.

ERECTOR NOTE:

ALTERNATE FASTENERS HAVE BEEN SUBSTITUTED ON THIS BUILDING.
1 1/2" ROOF FASTENERS HAVE BEEN SUPPLIED FOR ROOF PANEL
TO PURLIN ATTACHMENT. WHERE DRAWINGS INDICATE AN H1030
STRUCTURAL FASTENER, H1035 FASTENERS HAVE BEEN SUPPLIED.

YES

NO

X

X

X

X

FACE PANEL, TYPE:
BACK PANEL, TYPE:
CAP TRIM PAINTED:

a

a

[} STRUCTURAL PARAPET 0 NON~STRUCTURAL PARAPET

TOP OF PARAPET HEIGHT:

BACKER PANEL, TYPE: ___ GAGE, FINISH:

CANOPY, PROJECTION: ____

AT EAVE LINE [ BELOW EAVE [

ROOF PANEL, TYPE: __ GAGE, FINISH:
SOFFIT PANEL, TYPE: ____ GAGE, FINISH:
SOFFIT TRIM AT BUILDING LINE PAINTED:
CLEAR UNDER CANOPY BEAM:

EAVE EXTENSION, PROJECTION:
SOFFIT PANEL, TYPE: ___ GAGE, FINISH:
SOFFIT TRIM AT BUILDING LINE PAINTED:

RAKE EXTENSION, PROJECTION:
SOFFIT PANEL, TYPE: ____ GAGE, FINISH:
SOFFIT TRIM AT BUILDING LINE PAINTED:

PARTITION WALL SHEETING
PANEL TYPE: ___ GAGE, FINISH:
PARTITION WALL TRIM COLOR:

WAINSCOT

WALL PANEL, TYPE: ____GAGE, FINISH:

BASE TRIM PAINTED:
TRANSITION TRIM PAINTED:

TOP OF FASCIA HEIGHT:
___GAGE, FINISH:
___GAGE, FINISH;
BASE TRIM PAINTED:
CLOSED SYSTEM, CLEAR UNDER SOFFIT TRIM:

FASCIA, PROJECTION:

SOFFIT PANEL, TYPE: ___ GAGE, FINISH:
SOFFIT TRIM AT BUILDING LINE PAINTED:

OPEN SYSTEM, (NO SOFFIT PANEL PROVIDED)
CLEAR UNDER FASCIA:
PARAPET SYSTEM

JAMB TRIM PAINTED:

ERECTOR NOTE:

ALTERNATE FASTENERS HAVE BEEN SUBSTITUTED ON THIS BUILDING.
WHERE THE DRAWINGS INDICATE AN H1040 STRUCTURAL FASTENER,
H1041 FASTENERS WITH WASHERS HAVE BEEN SUPPUIED.

WHERE THE DRAWINGS INDICATE AN H1060 TRIM FASTENER,

H1061 FASTENERS WITH WASHERS HAVE BEEN SUPPLIED.

FOR OCCUPANCY CATEGORY | OR II BUILDINGS, IBC ALLOWS
FOR SINGLE STORY BUILDINGS TO HAVE NO LIMIT FOR SEISMIC
STORY DRIFT. PLEASE NOTE THAT ANY INTERIOR WALLS,
PARTITIONS, CEILINGS, AND EXTERIOR WALLS SHOULD BE
DETAILED (BY OTHERS) TO ACCOMMODATE THIS STORY DRIFT.
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DESIGN CODE: _IBC 15
ROOF LIVE LOAD: 20.00 PSF MBMA OCC. CLASS: It é
LIVE LOAD REDUCIBLE Yes . __ .
GROUND SNOW LOAD:__30.0 PSF SNOW EXP. FACTOR, Ce: 1.00
wy
SNOW IMPORTANCE FACTOR, Is: _1.00 = 2:3
[s=a k%3
WIND: 115 /89 MPH &2

(vult) / (vosd)

C & C PRESSURES (PSF): 27 /[ =36

EXPOSURE: C

UL 90 _NO

Classic Roof~Const. No. 161: Classic Roof w/ Translucent Ponel~Consl. No. 187
CFR Roof-Const, No. 552; CFR Roof w/ Tronstucent Panel-Consl. No. 590;
Composite CFR Roof-Const. No. 552A; VR16 # Roof-Const. No, 332,

SEISMIC INFORMATION Ss:0.280  $1:0.099
Design Sds/Sd1: _0.294 / 0.158 Site Closs: _D
Seismic tmp. Factor: 1.00 Seismic Design Cotegory: €
Analysis Procedure; Equivclent Laterol Force Method
Basic SFRS: _Nol Detailed for Seismic

NOTES:
1) COLLATERAL DEAD LOADS, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED, ARE ASSUMED TO BE
UNIFORMLY DISTRIBUTED, WHEN SUSPENDED SPRINKLER SYSTEMS, LIGHTING, HVAC
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EQUIPMENT, CEILINGS, ETC., ARE SUSPENDED FROM ROOF MEMBERS, CONSULY THE M.B.S.
IF THESE CONCENTRATED LOADS EXCEED S00 POUNDS (USING THE WEB MOUNT DETAIL)
OR 200 POUNDS (USING THE FLANGE MOUNT DETAIL), OR IF INDIVIDUAL MEMBERS ARE
LOADED SIGMIFICANTLY MORE THAN OTHERS.

2) THE DESIGN OF STRUCTURAL MEMBERS SUPPORTING GRAVITY LOADS IS CONTROLLED
BY THE MORE CRITICAL EFFECT OF ROOF LIVE LOAD OR ROOF SNOW LOAD. AS
DETERMINED BY THE APPLICABLE CODE.

3) Pm IS BASED ON THE MINIMUM ROOF SNOW LOAD CALCULATED PER BUILDING CODE OR
THE CONTRACT SPECIFIED SNOW LOAD, WHICHEVER 1S GREATER. THIS VALUE, Pm, iS ONLY
APPUED IN COMBINATION WITH THE DEAD AND COLLATERAL LOADS, ROOF SNOW IN OTHER
LOADING CONDITIONS IS DETERMINED PER THE SPECIFIED BUILDING CODE,

BUILDING

ROOF_DEAD (PSF):
PR, COL. (PSF):

SEC. COL. {PSF):
SNOW CL:

SNOW Cs:
ROOE_SNOW Ps (PSF):
ROOF _SNOW Pm _(PSF):
WIND_ENCLOSURE:
GCpi

SEISMIC R:

SEISMIC Cs:
BASE_SHEAR (KIPS):

3.00
1.00
1.00
1.10
1.00
30.00
30.00
Enclosed
~0.18
3.00
0.098
4.4

ERECTION MANUALS REQUIRED

(ERECTION MANUALS ARE SHIPPED WITH THE
BUILDING IN A WAREHOUSE PACKING CRATE)

O CFR ROOF

CO1Hg700 OR C1H8260 |(1 SINGLE CURB (H9850)

679 S BEST BUSINESS RD, KUNA, ID 83634

CUSTOMER NAME

MIKE SMITH / MRS PROPERTIES
MIKE SMITH / MRS PROPERTIES

PROJECT NAME

KUNA, ID 83634
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X CLASSIC ROOF [JH9420 OR R H8201

O DOUBLE CURB (H9800)

B WALL SHEETING [JH9430 OR ® H8300

OVR16 Il (H9925)
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ANCHOR BOLT SUMMARY A
<€
Di Proj
Qly Ltocote (i:) Type 8\‘) gg -
032 Endwall 3747 F1554 3.00 ¥
0 32 Frome 3/4" F1554 3.00 3y ey
N2l &
g8
==
@®) 120°-0"OUT-TO-OUT OF STEEL ®
ANCHOR BOLT PLAN
26'-9" @ 26'-9" @ 13'-0" @ 26'-9" @ 26'-9" GENERAL_NOTES
‘ 1. THE SPECIFIED ANCHOR ROD DIAMETER
ASSUMES F1554 GRADE 36 UNLESS NOTED £|8
OTHERWISE. ANCHOR ROD MATERIAL OF E15
: . EQUAL DIAMETER MEETING OR EXCEEDING &=
I 3 THE STRENGTH REQUIREMENTS SET FORTH
- ) - ON THESE DRAWINGS MAY BE UTILIZED AT
X=B
At s L® THE DISCRETION OF THE FOUNDATION
_ 0o A HE T T T AL _— DESIGN ENGINEER. ANCHOR ROD EMBED-
°o < C C < e MENT LENGTH SHALL BE DETERMINED BY
ol THE FOUNDATION DESIGN ENGINEER. E
£ :
o 8 E 2. METAL BUILDING MANUFACTURER IS NOT ]
P S E RESPONSIBLE FOR PROJECT FOUNDATION b~ £
- < DESIGN. THE FOUNDATION DESIGN IS THE mg s
RESPONSIBILITY OF A REGISTERED Ez
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER, FAMILIAR WITH g
o+—- 98 BLY —® LOCAL SITE CONDITIONS. Ol 2 2 |
Q o o =
3. ALL ANCHOR RODS, F o3l § 83
X , FLAT WASHERS FOR Bl & & 23
ANCHOR RODS, EXPANSION BOLTS, AS WELL Q.5 8 %
L AS ALL CONCRETE/MASONRY EMBEDMENT e 2 £5.,82¢
9 . PLATES ARE NOT BY METAL BUILDING =g 8383
§ 2 o MANUFACTURER.
= .
$ § N 4. THIS DRAWING IS NOT TO SCALE.
s 5. FINISHED FLOOR ELEVATION = 100°-0"
= UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE.
9
& ® oo oo G 6. "SINGLE™ CEE COLUMNS SHALL BE &
58 B ORIENTED WITH THE "TOES™ TOWARD THE ©
LOW EAVE UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE. )
& @ & 7. ANCHOR RODS ARE REQUIRED ONLY IN THE " a "
ol 8 i QUANTITIES SPECIFIED. BASEPLATES MAY w <l
- & ” BE FABRICATED WITH MORE HOLES THAN EZ| E
* NEEDED FOR THIS PROJECT. w2l
§ & f 5 o e
4 oo HH HH 4R HH e - 8. THE ANCHOR BOLT LOCATIONS PROVIDED ool o
A elo ele olo ole A
5 F 7 13 C 1 73 C ] Cd1 C ] L] [ A% ® BY METAL BUILDING MANUFACTURER ozl o |.
K ) . X~Bracing Fiel . g SATISFY PERTINENT REQUIREMENTS FOR THE X opnl x E
¥ Field Field ield Field T DESIGN OF THE MATERIALS SUPPLED BY o] B |
- 8'-0" 14'=0" 11°-3" 14'-0" ! l 14'-0" | 13" ‘ 14'-0" | 8'~0" - THE METAL BUILDING MANUFACTURER. 0l v u
sog" 1'-g" 1-6" Py PLEASE NOTE THAT THESE REQUIREMENTS ol = <
MAY NOT SATISFY ALL ANCHOR BOLT =3 =3
CONCRETE EDGE DISTANCE REQUIREMENTS Smf -9
26'-9" 26'-g" 13'-9" 26'-9" 26'~9" DEPENDING ON THE DETAILS OF THE T E ol «
. FOUNDATION DESIGN. EolEql ¥
©) @ 3 4 5 ® BECAUSE FOUNDATION DESIGN IS NOT WiTH— w=alf== I
IN THE METAL BUILDING MANUFACTURER'S IV HBED Iz
Nmétﬁ)HOR BO|5T1£,LA_N(U.N.) SCOPE OF WORK, IT IS THE RESPONSIBIL— FW W ZE0
Base Piates ITY OF THE QUALIFIED PROFESSIONAL gx soX Q 22
DESIGNING THE FOUNDATION TO MAKE EsS“BE"I55
N = =
CERTAIN THAT SUFFICIENT CONCRETE EDGE
DISTANCE IS PROVIDED FOR THE ANCHOR
BOLTS IN THE DETAILS OF THE FOUNDA—
TION DESIGN.
© Dla= 3/4 é"g 58 T
P £
EZEsibepic,
%gggéggggsg o
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FRAME LINES: 2 3 4 5

RIGID FRAME: Basic COLUMN REACTIONS (k ) “EIH
@ @ Frame Column ——wwo Dead——— v~ Colloteral—  ~w——e Live— e Snow————— Wind_Left1— ~-Wind_Right1—
COLUMN LINE Line Line Horiz Vert Horiz Vert Horiz Vert Horiz Vert Horiz Vert Horiz Vert cls
! I 2* A .4 2.9 0.4 0.7 4.5 8.4 11.2 211 -9.8 ~15.1 -1.6 =100
2* D ~1.4 29 ~0.4 0.7 -45 8.4 ~-11.2 211 1.6 ~10.0 9.8 -15.1 (=
Frame Column —-Wind_Left2~ ~Wind_Right2~  —~Wind_Long1~ —~Wind_Long2~ -Seismic_Left  Seismic._Right iBE
Line Line Horiz Vert Horiz Vert Horiz Vert Horiz Vert Horiz Vert Horiz Vert
2* A -8.8 -8.8 -0.6 -3.8 -22 -134 -3.2 =112 ~0.6 -0.3 X 0.3 218
2+ D 0.6 -3.8 8.8 -8.8 32 -11.2 22 -13.4 ~0.6 0.3 0.6 -0.3 ==
Frome Column —MIN_SNOW-— F] UNB_SL_L- FIUNB_SL_R~
Line Line Horiz Vert Horiz Vert Horiz Vert
2* A 11.2 211 8.8 19.7 8.7 11.3
2* o] -11.2 219 -8.7 11.3 ~8.8 19.7
Frame Column =—-wmw—— Dead~—~—=~ Collateral—  —— e Livem e — e e e Snow = ———— Wind_Left1~  ~Wind_Right1~ X
Line Line Horiz Vert Horiz Vert Horiz Vert Horiz Vert Horiz Vert Horiz Vert
3= A 1.0 2.2 . 0.5 3.2 6.3 8.1 15.7 -7.2 -11.2 ~1.1 -7.5
3+ 2] -1.0 2.2 ~0.3 0.5 -3.2 8.3 -8.1 15.7 1.1 -7.5 7.2 -~11.2
H H
— - Frame Column ~~Wind_Left2— ~Wind_Right2—  —~Wind_Long1- —-Wind_lLong2~ —Seismic_Left Seismic,_Right 2383
'V 'V Line  Lline Horiz Vert Horiz Vert Horiz Vert Horiz Ver{ Horiz Vert Horiz Vert =8
3 A ~6.5 -6.6 -0.4 -2.8 -1.6 -10.0 -2.2 -8.3 ~0.5 -0.3 0.5 0.3 B
3 D 0.4 -2.8 6.5 ~6.6 2.2 -8.3 1.6 ~10.0 ~0.5 0.3 0.5 -0.3 a =g
Erome Column ;MIN_SNSW—_ FUNB_SL_L— F2UNB_SL_R-
ine Line oriz ert Horiz Vert Horiz Vert
RIGID FRAME: ANCHOR BOLTS & BASE PLATES 3 A 81 357 63 Gae o5 B.a
3+ D -8.1 15.7 ~6.3 8.4 -6.3 14.6
Frm  Col Anc._Bolt Bose_Plate (in) Elev. .
Line Line Qly Dia  Width Length Thick  (in) g: E{_gm ::2:2 § 2 _5
2¢ A 4 0.750 8.000 12.00 0.375 0.0 ¢
*
Y 4 0750 8000 1200 0375 00 ENDWALL COLUMN: ANCHOR BOLTS & BASE PLATES - ¢
o
. Frm Col Anc._Bolt Base._ Plate (in) Elev. m < 2
2+ Frome lines: 25 Line Line  Qty Dia  Widlh “Length Thick (i) E.g H
—_ - = 2
1 A 4 0750 8.000 8.500 0.375 0.0 o §_ ‘5’
© ©o 3
Gl FRAME- ANCHOR BOLTS & BASE PLATES 1 B 4 0.750 8.000 12,50 0.375 0.0 = T =z 8
RIGID 1 c 4 0750 B.000 1250 0.375 0.0 -88 § 88
o
Frm Col Anc._Bolt Base_Plate (in} Elev. 1 D 4 0750 8.000 8.500 0.375 0.0 m 2 § % £
Line Line Qty Dic Width Length Thick (in) 6 v} 4 0750 8.000 8.500 0.375 0.0 &-i dziA Ajg
—_— 6 c 4 0750 8000 1250 0.375 0.0 5198 %8%%
3¢ A 4 0.750 B8.000 12.00 0.375 0.0 6 B8 4 0750 8.000 12.50 0.375 0.0 K i RIS E
* 0 4 0750 8000 1200 0375 00 5 A 4 0750 8.000 8500 0375 0.0
3+ Frame lines: 3 4
GENERAL NOTES
1. ALL LOADING CONDITIONS ARE EXAMINED. HE MAXIMUM AND MINIMUM HORIZONTAL (H) AND VERTICAL (V)
ENDWALL COLUMN:  BaSIC COLUMN REACTIONS (K ) REACTIONS AND THE CORRESPONDING VERTICAL (V) OR HORIZONTAL (H) REACTIONS ARE REPORTED.
Wind Wind Wind Wind Wind Wind Wind Wind
; 1 Right1 Lef Right2 P Suct L 1 L 2 2. REACTIONS ARE PROVIDED BY LOAD CASE IN ORDER TO AID THE FOUNDATION ENGINEER IN DETERMINING <t
[.':2 f;ﬁ'e 353“ Sgr"tm \L/‘evret \Slgrotw \‘;Zr: Vert V:rtlz Vert Horz  Horz Vet vert THE APPROPRIATE LOAD FACTORS AND COMBINATION TO BE USED WITH EITHER WORKING STRESS OR 192
3 by 0.4 0.1 1.6 5.4 2.2 203 —22 12 -1.3 1.5 2.2 Y ULTIMATE STRENGTH DESIGN METHODS. WIND LOAD CASES ARE GIVEN FOR EACH PRIMARY WIND GIRECTION. 3
. -7 -50 =72  -50 -33 3.7 -7.2 -47 0
3, 2 H 8:% 22 gg _Zé 33 ~45 33 33 37 45 -7 3. FOR ASCE7-10 BASED BULDING CODES THE UNFACTORED LOAD CASE REACTIONS DUE TO WIND ARE GENERATED
1 D 0.4 0.1 1.6 2.4 -1.7 -2 -1.7 -2.1 ~-1.3 1.5 -1.3 -2.3 USING ULTIMATE DESIGN WIND SPEEDS (Vult). o
Seis Seis 4. POSITIVE (+) REACTIONS ARE AS SHOWN ABOVE. FOUNDATION LOADS ARE IN OPPOSITE DIRECTIONS. & <f &
Frm  Col  Left Right  ~MIN_SNOW-~~ EIUNB_SL_L~ ETUNB_SL_R— ET1PAT_LL_1~ E1PAT_LL_2- BRACING REACTIONS ARE IN THE PLANE OF THE BRACE WITH THE HORIZONTAL REACTION (H) ACTING AWAY EZl =
Line Line Vert Vert Horz  Vert Horz  Vert Hor. Vert Hor Vert Horz  Vert D
1’ AI 0.0 0.1 0.0 2.4 0.0 23 0.0 0.5 0.0 2.0 0.0 ~05 FROM THE BRACED BAY AND THE VERTICAL REACTION (V) ACTING DOWNWARD. (1 < v
1 B 0.0 ~-0.1 00 83 . . 00 35 00 22 00 33 w7
1 C 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.3 0.0 3.6 0.0 9.3 0.0 2.2 0.0 3.3 [r I =) 0.
1 3} 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.2 0.0 0.5 0.0 2.3 0.0 2.0 0.0 ~0.5 O O w
$*2+4+ RIGID FRAME LOAD CASE ABBREVIATIONS: *t#++e X o] 5
Frm Col EIPAT_LL_3~ E1PAT_LL_4~ Wind_L1/Wind_R1: LATERAL WIND FROM THE LEFT/RIGHT, CASE 1 o it 0. =
Line Line Horz Vert Horz  Vert Wind_L2/Wind_R2: LATERAL WIND FROM THE LEFT/RIGHT, CASE 2 Lut w
i A 00 1.5 00 -04 Wind_Ln1/Wind_Ln2: LONGITUDINAL WIND, CASE 1/2 0= w z
1 B 00 58 00 30 Seismic_L/Seismic_R: LATERAL SEISMIC LOAD FROM LEFT/RIGHT 1 & x
1 C 0.0 3.0 0.0 5.8 LWIND# _L E/LWIND#_R#E: LONGITUDINAL WIND EDGE ZONES = = = g
1 D 0.0 ~0.4 0.0 1.5 FAUNB_SL_L/FFUNB_SL_R: UNBALANCED ROOF SNOW WITH WIND FROM LEFT/RIGHT — - O
FRPAT _LL #/FFPAT_SL ¥ PARTIAL LIVE/SNOW LOADING FOR CONTINUOUS BEAM SYSTEMS -+ E T o)
Wind Wind Wind Wind Wind Wind Wind Wind (o]
Frm Co! Dead Collat Live Snow Leftt Right1  Left2 Right2  Press Suct Long1 Long2 prress ENDWALL COLUMN LOAD CASE ABBREVIATIONS: *+++s: = w = g
Line Line Vert Vert Vert Vert Vert Vert Veri Vert Horz Horz Vert Vert Coliat: COLLATERAL LOAD s A} = a <+
6 D 0.4 0.1 1.6 2.4 -2.2 ~1.3 -2.2 -1.2 -1.3 1.5 —-2.2 -1.3 Rafter Wind_L/Rafter Wind_R: LATERAL WIND FROM THE LEFT/RIGHT w mi= - O
5 ¢ 11 0.3 5.5 8.3 _79 ~50 -7.2 -5.0 ~33 37 -7.2 —4.7 Brace Wind_L/Brace Wind_R: LATERAL WIND FROM THE LEFT/RIGHT 20 %) & 0 £ D
6 8 1.1 0.3 55 83 4.5 -7.3 45 -7.3 -33 3.7 -4.7 -7.1 Wind_P/Wind_S: LONGITUDINAL WIND PRESSURE/SUCTION ON™ COLUMNS z L 5 w Zla O
6 A 0.4 0.1 1.6 2.4 -1.7 -2 -1.7 ~-2.1 -1.3 1.5 -1.3 -2.3 Wind_Ln: LONGITUDINAL WIND SUCTION ON ROOF 8 E = XD SH
. Seis_L/Seis._R: LATERAL SEISMIC LOAD FROM LEFT/RIGHT g = olE =¥z <
Seis Seis EﬁUNB_SL_L/E UNB_SL_R: UNBALANCED ROOF SNOW WITH WIND FROM LEFT/RIGHT & = 3 = 5 )
Frm  Col  Left Right ~MIN_SNOW~— E2UNB_SL_L— E2UNB_SL_R— E2PAT_LL_1~ E2PAT_LL_2- EFPAT_LL #/E#PAT_SL F: PARTIAL LIVE/SNOW LOADING FOR CONTINUQUS BFAM SYSTEMS
Line Line Vert Vert Horz  Vert Horz  Vert Horz  Vert Horz  Vert e s L o
6 o] 0.0 0.1 0.0 2.4 0.0 2.3 0.0 0.5 0.0 2.0 00 -05 L ZeNAL E\ -
6 [ 0.0 ~0.1 0.0 8.3 0.0 Q.3 0.0 3.6 0.0 2.2 0.0 3.3 Q‘(‘:ﬁ» = Sl
6 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.3 0.0 3.6 0.0 9.3 0.0 2.2 0.0 3.3 £ //\GeNs‘ \_\\
6 A 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.2 0.0 0.5 0.0 2.3 0.0 2.0 0.0 -05 f%}, 7}}
frm  Col | EQPAT_LL_3- EZPAT_LL 4~ 4 Q’% 7501 !
Line Line Horz ert Horz er! ! Py
§ 2 &8 13 B b A Y
6 o . . . X X "> DN Y
6 B 00 30 00 58 fh\é‘qg,\,‘)w?p/
6 A 00 -04 00 15 $ W. e
Ex 5§ 3 Iu
BUILDING BRACING REACTIONS gggggg :: |2
En8s88. 88 [
% Reactions(k ) Panel_Shear RS R
——Wall — Col ——Wind — —Seismic—  (Ib/ft} §§§§§‘§§§§ gg ~
Loc Lline Line Horz Vert Horz Vert Wind Seis “i§§ §'§'§§§ g?g ‘*6
e i e e L TeoEzii=s
LEW 1 AB 23 27 06 07 gaégsgsggég Y
FSW D 34 4.4 47 .3 a%g;éggnggg
REW 6 DC 23 27 06 07 FESEREERESE
§,‘5,ﬂ b=
BISW A 43 a4 47 23 24 EgicBevEies
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TRIM_TABLE =e
ROOF _PLAN bk
<ID] PART [ LENGTH I DETAIL (o
1 [ RGATS | 36.000 [TRIM_3 ==
MEMBER TABLE ZE3H
ROOF_PLAN 1=
MARK PART LENGTH oo
P—1 102089 363.500
P-2 102089 379.500
P-3 102060 187.500
P-4 102089 379.500
P-5 102089 363.500
E—-1 10E2060 320.500
E-2 10E2060 320.500
E~-3 10E2060 155.500
0 o E-4 | 10E2060 | 320.500 2ls
120'~0"GUT-TO~OUT OF STEEL CB—4 | RDB- 227.000 gl
CB-5 | RDB— 194.000 K
26'-9" ? 26'—-9" QP 13'-0" C? 26'~9" S@ 26'-g"
l I l |
Lo §
(]
2
E-4 RF1-1 £-2 RF2-1 €-3 RF2-1 £-2 RF1=1 £-1 — £
’ T 7. 3
-8 P=1{Typ) P=2(Typ) £-3(Ty) P—4(Typ) P=5(Typ) £ %’9
e g o B
, : ey X NS
: or ¢ 9 @8
o 5 8. IR
e & \%g 9 gl .
32 ol €R-1 RF1-2 RF2-2 RF2-2 RF1~2 =] &u‘:g %égéé?
§ g \
5
M &
+— | @3 H =
P=5(Typ) P~3(Typ) P=3(Typ} P=2(Typ} P—T1{Typ) (40) 3
\/ §
2] G%/‘g CG\S o)
i § 3 ER~1 RF1-2 RF2-2 RF2~2 RF1-2 5 w7l w0
|7 29 ESl =
& 8% x| o
% v W <| w
o 0Of O
HER
Y X . ool o E
8 & ¢ o4l v |@
xZl v |3
o BT RFT=1 =2 RFZ=1 =3 RF2=T =2 RFT=3 t=7 L Sl sv
PURLIN 326 3/4; =3 347 -3 3747 36 3/4; ROOF ~ 3 ]
LAP o6 3/4" .3 38" Vo3 3/4" 6 374" SHEETING Tl T % <
Bz o o S@hsof I
me Lt g
ROOF FRAMING PLAN ROOF_FRAMING PLAN T
GENERAL NOTES rWslEwZlZO
DX NOX 22 ®
1. PLACE TAGGED END OF RAFTERS TOWARDS THE LOW EAVE. g= © 2s x a 5
2. STD. ROD/CABLE SIZES PER PART PREFIX ARE:
ROD CABLE LT
RDB- = 5/8" ROD CAM— = 1/4" CABLE ‘gﬁﬂgﬁéf %
RDC- = 3/4” ROD CAB- = 3/8" CABLE SN KoV
ROD- = 7/8" ROD CAC— = 1/2" CABLE 77 /»@
RDE~ = 1" ROD Vi Y2 a 701 |
RDF~ = 1 1/8: ROD \, )\02’05}20180; ;
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Cl/l-y Qf"%unﬂ Phone: (2025(3.22%)(25

Planning & Zoning Commission - Staff Report

Fax: (208) 922-5989
www.Kunacity.id.gov

To:

File Numbers:

Daycare
Location: 302 E. Avalon St,

Kuna, Idaho 83634
Planner: Jace Hellman, Planner I
Hearing date: April 24,2018
Owner: Ralph Mellin

10100 W Franklin Rd.

Boise, ID 83709
Applicant: Arisa McRoberts

Kuna Planning and Zoning

Commission.

1205 N Black Cat Rd.
Kuna, ID 83634

208-695-7502

Arisamc7@hotmail.com

18-07-SUP (Special Use
Permit); A Touch of Home

Table of Contents:

A.

IOMMOO®

Course Proceedings
Applicants Request

Aerial & Zoning map

History

General Project Facts

Staff Analysis

Applicable Standards
Comprehensive Plan Analysis

A. Course of Proceedings:

1.

Page 1 of 7
4/24/2018

Proposed Findings of Fact

Kuna City Code Analysis

Proposed Conclusions of Law
Proposed Decision by the Commission

—r X =~

The applicant is proposing to operate a Childcare Center within an existing residence located at 302 E.
Avalon Street. In accordance with Titles 5-3 and 5-6 (Zoning Districts and Definitions) of Kuna City Code
(KCC); this use requires approval of a Special Use Permit (SUP).

In accordance with KCC Title 5, Chapters 3 and 6, the applicant seeks approval of a Special Use Permit
(SUP) for a Childcare Center at the subject site which allows for more than 13 children at any one time,

on a regularly scheduled basis.

a. Notifications

i. Neighborhood Meeting March 10, 2018 (four attendees)

ii. Agencies

March 29, 2018

File No. 18-07-SUP (Special Use Permit)
Arisa McRoberts: A Touch of Home Daycare


mailto:Arisamc7@hotmail.com
mailto:Arisamc7@hotmail.com

iii. 300’ Notice to Property Owners April 4, 2018
iv. Kuna, Melba Newspaper April 4, 2018
v. Site Posted April 13, 2018

B. Applicants Request:
Applicant, Arisa McRoberts, seeks Special Use Permit approval in order to operate a childcare center in an existing
residential structure. The site is located at 302 E. Avalon St., Kuna, ID 83634.

C. Aerial & Zoning Map:

D. History: The property is within City limits and is currently zoned R-6 (Medium Density Residential). The
current home on the property was previously used as a residential rental unit.

E. General Projects Facts:
1. Surrounding Land Uses:

North R-6 Medium-Low Density Residential — Kuna City
South C-2 Area Commercial District — Kuna City
East C-2 Area Commercial District — Kuna City
West P Public — Kuna City
Page 2 of 7 File No. 18-07-SUP (Special Use Permit)

4/24/2018 Arisa McRoberts: A Touch of Home Daycare



2. Parcel Sizes, Current Zoning, Parcel Numbers:
e Parcel Size: Approximately 0.40 acres
e Zoning: R-6 (Medium Density Residential)
e  Parcel #: R0615001031

3. Services:
Sanitary Sewer— City of Kuna
Potable Water — City of Kuna
Irrigation District — Kuna Municipal District (KMID)
Pressurized Irrigation — City of Kuna (KMID)
Fire Protection — Kuna Rural Fire District
Police Protection — Kuna Police (Ada County Sheriff)
Sanitation Services —J&M Sanitation

4. Existing Structures, Vegetation and Natural Features:
There is currently a single family residential home onsite, estimated to be approximately 1,700 square feet,
and a detached two-car garage, estimated to be approximately 572 square feet. Landscaping on site is
generally associated with an existing residential lot, including several mature trees.

5. Transportation / Connectivity:
Current access to the site exists along the subject sites frontage on East Avalon Street via an existing pull
through U-shaped gravel driveway. A marked crosswalk is located approximately 1,200 feet east of the subject
site at the intersection of East Avalon Street and South Blue Diamond Lane. There are no sidewalks along the
subject sites frontage.

6. Environmental Issues:
Apart from being in the nitrate priority area, staff is not aware of any environmental issues, health or safety
conflicts at this time. This site’s topography is generally flat.

7. Comprehensive Future Land Use Map: The Future Land Use Map (FLU) identifies this site as Medium-
Density Residential. Staff views this proposed Special Use Permit request to be consistent with the
surrounding zoning designations as designated in the Future Land Use Map.

Page 3 of 7 File No. 18-07-SUP (Special Use Permit)
4/24/2018 Arisa McRoberts: A Touch of Home Daycare



F.

8. Agency Responses:
The following agencies returned comments which are included as exhibits with this case file:

e Kuna School District (April 2, 2018) ....cueueeeeeiee ettt etereee e e Exhibit B1
e Department of Environmental Quality (April 6, 2018) ......cccooeeerverreeeceerenns Exhibit B2
e |daho Transportation Department (April 10, 2018)....c.cccoeeeveeeriereceececreennnes Exhibit B3
e Central District Health Department (April 12, 2018)........ Exhibit B4
e Nampa & Meridian Irrigation District (April 16, 2018) Exhibit B5

e Ada County Highway District (April 17, 2018)....c.ccccveeeeeereieeeee e Exhibit B6

Staff Analysis:
In order to operate a childcare center within a residential zone, a Special Use Permit is required per Kuna City Code

5-3 and 5-6 (Zoning Districts and Definitions). With a childcare center, the applicant is allowed to provide childcare
for 13 plus children, ages 0-12, on regularly scheduled basis, with the appropriate child to staff ratio according to
Idaho Code 39-1109(4)(a). The Childcare Center hours of operation will be Monday through Friday from
approximately 6:00 am to 6:00 pm with some variation for special circumstances. The applicant proposed a total
of 6-10 employees with a maximum of 3-4 employees working onsite at one time.

Per Kuna City Code 5-9-3: - Parking Space requirements, the applicant is required to have a minimum of six marked
parking stalls for the building including a minimum of one handicapped accessible parking stall. Staff would note
that per Kuna City Code 5-9-2-D: - Standards, all parking lots, driveways, aisles and other circulation areas, shall
be improved with such material to provide a durable and dust-free surface and approved by the City Engineer.
Gravel or dirt surfaces shall not be permitted for any parking or loading/unloading areas within R-2, R-4, R-6, R-8,
R-12, R-20, C-1, C-2, C-3, CBD, O or P zones. Staff would suggest that the applicant be required to pave the existing
driveway and proposed parking area in order to provide a durable and dust-free surface.

Childcare facilities require a minimum of forty (40) square feet or usable indoor space per child and eighty (80)
square feet of usable outdoor space per child. The applicant will be required to comply with Idaho Code Title 39,
Chapter 11.

Staff has determined that this application complies with Title 5 of Kuna City Code; Idaho Statute §67-6512; and
the Kuna Comprehensive Plan; and forwards a recommendation of approval for Case No. 18-07-SUP to the
Planning and Zoning Commission, subject to the recommended conditions of approval.

. Applicable Standards:

1. Kuna City Code, Title 5, Zoning Regulations

2. City of Kuna Comprehensive Plan

3. Idaho Code, Title 67, Chapter 65, Local Land Use Planning Act
4. Idaho Code, Title 39, Chapter 11, Health and Safety

. Comprehensive Plan Analysis:

The Kuna Planning and Zoning Commission may accept or reject the Comprehensive Plan components as described
below:

1. The proposed Special Use Permit application for the site are consistent with the following comprehensive
plan components:

2.0 - Property Rights

Goal 1: Ensure that the City of Kuna land use policies, restrictions, conditions and fees do not violate
private property rights. Establish an orderly, consistent review process for the City of Kuna to evaluate
whether proposed actions may result in private property “takings”.
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Policy:  As part of a land use action review, the staff shall evaluate with guidance from the City’s attorney;
The Idaho Attorney General’s six criteria established to determine the potential for property
taking.

5.0 — Economic Development
Goal1: Promote and support a diverse and sustainable economy that will allow more Kuna residents to
work in their community

Objective 1.2:
Strengthen existing business enterprises and promote their expansion.

6.0 - Land Use
Goal 2: Encourage a balance of land uses to ensure that Kuna remains a desirable, stable and self-
sufficient community

Objective 2.2:
Plan for areas designed to accommodate a diverse range of businesses and commercial activity —
within both the community-scale and neighborhood-scale centers — to strengthen the local
economy and to provide more opportunities for social interaction.

Policy:  Retail and residential land uses should be appropriately mixed and balanced with professional
offices and service facilities to provide residents with a broader mix of services within walking
distance from their homes.

Proposed Findings of Fact:

1.

Based on the record contained in Case No. 18-07-SUP, including the exhibits, staff’s report and any public
testimony at the public hearing, the Planning and Zoning Commission of Kuna, ldaho, hereby
approves/conditionally approves/denies the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, and the conditions of
approval for Case No. 18-07-SUP.

The Kuna Planning and Zoning Commission approves/conditionally approves/denies the facts as outlined in
the staff report, the public testimony and the supporting evidence list presented.

Comment: The Kuna Commission held a public hearing on the subject applications on April 24, 2018 to hear
from City staff, the applicant, and to accept public testimony. The decision by the Commission is based on the

application, staff report and public testimony, both oral and written

Based on the evidence contained in Case No. 18-07-SUP, this proposal appears to generally comply with the
Comprehensive Plan and Future Land Use Map.

Comment: The Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map designates the approximately 0.40 acres (project
site) as Medium-Density Residential. The childcare center is permitted in this zone with a special use permit.

The Kuna Planning and Zoning Commission has the authority to approve or deny this application.

Comment: On April 24, 2018, Kuna’s Planning and Zoning Commission will vote to approve/conditionally
approve/deny application 18-07-SUP.

The public notice requirements were met and the public hearing was conducted within the guidelines of
applicable Idaho Code and City Ordinances
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Comment: As noted in the process and noticing section, notice requirements were met to hold a public
hearing on April 24, 2018.

Kuna City Code Analysis:
1. This request appears to be consistent and in compliance with all Kuna City Code (KCC).

Comment: The proposed application adheres to the applicable requirements of Title 5 of the KCC.
2. Thessite is physically suitable for the proposed project.
Comment: The 0.40-acre project site is suitable for a childcare center.

3. The special use permit is not likely to cause substantial environmental damage or avoidable injury to wildlife
or their habitat

Comment: The land to be built on is not used as wildlife habitat. Roads, structures and open space already
exist and will therefore not cause environmental damage or loss of habitat.

4. The special use permit application is not likely to cause adverse public health problems.

Comment: The proposed childcare center is connected to Kuna public sewer and water therefore eliminating
the occurrence of adverse public health problems.

5. The application appears to avoid detriment to the present and potential surrounding uses; to the health,
safety, and general welfare of the public taking into account the physical features of the site, public facilities
and existing adjacent uses.

Comment: The special use permit request considers the location of the property and adjacent uses. The
adjacent uses are residential, commercial and public — as referenced in the Kuna Comprehensive Plan Future
Land Use Map.

6. The existing utility services in proximity to the site are suitable and adequate for the proposed use.

Comment: Utility services are suitable and adequate for a childcare center.

K. Proposed Conclusions of Law:
1. Based on the evidence contained in Case No. 18-07-SUP, Commission finds Case No. 18-07-SUP generally
complies/ does not comply with Kuna City Code.
2. Based on the evidence contained in Case No. 18-07-SUP, Commission finds Case No. 18-07-SUP is generally
consistent/not consistent with Kuna’s Comprehensive Plan.
3. The public notice requirements have been met and the neighborhood meeting was conducted within the
guidelines of applicable Idaho Code and City Ordinances.

Proposed Decision by the Commission:

Note: This motion is for approval, conditional approval or denial of these requests. However, if the Planning and
Zoning Commission wishes to approve or deny specific parts of these requests as detailed in the report, those
changes must be specified.
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Based on the facts outlined in staff’s report and public testimony as presented, the Planning and Zoning
Commission of Kuna, Idaho, hereby (approves, conditionally approves or denies) Case No. 18-07-SUP, a Special

Use P

W No

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.
16.
17.

ermit request by Arisa McRoberts (with or without) the following conditions of approval:

As requested by the applicant, the childcare center facility is allowed to be open Monday through Friday
from 6:00 am to 6:00 pm, with some variation to accommodate special circumstances.

Signs, banners, flags or other means to attract attention onsite are allowed, with a permit, in accordance
with KCC 5-10-4. A sign permit must be obtained prior to installing any new, or modifying any existing,
signage.

Applicant shall ensure that fencing around the outside play area is in safe condition and complies with Idaho
Code 39-1109.

The applicant shall provide the City with a copy of the Childcare License from the State of Idaho “Health and
Welfare” Department within 30 days after approval and signing of the City’s Findings of Fact, Conclusions of
Law for the Special Use Permit or the approvals may be revoked.

The applicant shall provide a copy of all subsequent license renewals to Kuna’s Planning and Zoning
Department for the childcare center.

Applicant shall install a door chime on the front door to indicate any opening.

Applicant shall install safety locks on doors and cabinets where chemicals are stored.

Applicant shall install a fire extinguisher with the correct class rating (5lb ABC) for a kitchen.

All electrical outlets shall be covered with safety devices.

. In the event the uses or the building on this parcel are enlarged, expanded upon or altered in anyway (even

for temporary purposes), the landowner/applicant/developer, and any future assigns having interest in the
subject property, shall seek an amendment to the approvals of this Special Use Permit through the Planning
and Zoning Department.

This Special Use Permit is valid if the conditions of approval are adhered to continuously. In the event the
conditions are not continuously followed; the special use permit approval may be revoked.

The applicant shall maintain a Kuna City Business License through Kuna City Clerk’s office once the Special
Use Permit is acquired.

The Fire District, Building Inspector and Central District Health Department must perform their necessary
inspections for final sign-off. The applicant shall provide the City with copies.

The Special Use Permit shall follow the proposed intent provided on the SUP application and divest when
the applicant no longer operates a Childcare Center on the property and/or no longer has any interest in the
property or the business is discontinued for more than one (1) year. The applicant is obligated to advise the
City of any changes in ownership or leasing agreements which would affect business operations.

The special use permit is not transferable from one parcel to another.

The applicant shall follow all staff and agency recommendations.

The applicant shall comply with all local, state and federal laws.

DATED: this 24" day of April, 2018.

Page 7 of 7
4/24/2018

File No. 18-07-SUP (Special Use Permit)
Arisa McRoberts: A Touch of Home Daycare






Project Description

Project / subdivision name: _ B _TOutin of Yoo, Daycaorce v Preschao
General description of proposed project / request:

X{other _CXN\A.COE

Yo nmuide, Conld et & O eesdhbel Servicen
Type of use proposed (check all that apply):
[] Residential
[C1 Commercial
1 Office
[ Industrial

Amenities provided with this development (if applicable): o \wilckem e + D0 ool

Residential Project Summary (if applicable)

Are there existing buildings? X Yes [No ‘
Please describe the existing buildings: O Nouse + 3 to ?_\,MCL%(’
Any existing buildings to remain? ']XYes O No
Number of residential units: | Number of building lots: Z
Number of common and/or other lots: Jta)
Type of dwellings proposed:
[ Single-Family
] Townhouses
O Duplexes
O Multi-Family
Xother I\ OO
Minimum Square footage of structure (s):~ V00
Gross density (DU/acre-total property): \[0.\10 Net density (DU/acre-excluding roads):__iLQ_.,LJL‘
Percentage of open space provided: ~ 50% Acreage of open space;:™~ O .20
Type of open space provided (i.e. landscaping, public, common, etc.):

Non-Residential Project Summary (if applicable)

Number of building lots: £5 Other lots:

Gross floor area square footage: (100 Existing (if applicable): 1700

Hours of operation (days & hours): M - _{peon—{opm Building height:

Total number of employees: ___{ = 1O Max. number of employees at one time:_3-4

Number and ages of students/children:_O~I2 ¢ss Seating capacity: 50
Fencing type, size & location (proposed or existing to remain):__(.bfh‘:_ﬂﬂazl ’l)_p,n(uz

Proposed Parking: l,\~">h(uf>(’, a. Handicapped spaces: I (Dimensions:
Aave + lehs/ b. Total Parking spaces: ™~ o Dimensions:
ANVEIIGY, c. Width of driveway aisle:~20 {4 :

Proposed Lighting: __ Lokt 06 Lightina ea howse

Proposed Landscaping (berms, buffers, é’ntrances, parking areas, common areas, etc.):__#0 /A

7, 7\ I~
Applicant's Signature: W Y fjt\)\“ Date:_3—10~1 &

Commission & Council Review App. Form 100B May 2010
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Provide at least two (2) unblocked outside exits that remain unimpeded at all
times. Staff and parents shall be advised where these exits are located and they
need to be marked appropriately.

Provide corridors and stairs that are a minimum of 36” wide and provide gates so
children cannot access stairs.

Flame source utilities shall not be accessible to children and | posses a carbon
monoxide detector that is operable at all times and located in proximity to the
flame source.

Storage areas shall be free of excessive combustibles or highly flammable
materials and be inaccessible to children.

Smoke detectors shall be installed on the ceilings of each floor story, in front of
the doors, to stairways and separated a maximum 30-foot in corridors or at other
distance’s required by code.

Bathroom and closet doors shall be designed so they can be unlocked from the
outside

The site address on the side of the building fronting the street shall be numbered
and illuminated so that it can be readily seen from the street

Provide a flashlight on-site and other emergency supply, in anticipation of a
power outage. These supplies need to readily accessible and maintained in good
working order

Ensure that all food preparation, serving and storage areas, equipment and
utensils are clean, in good repair and kept out of the children’s reach

Ensure that all dishes and utensils are properly cleaned, rinsed, sanitized and air
dried

Ensure that all perishable foods are stored in a covered container, in an operating
refrigerator, with a maximum temperature of 40 degrees

Ensure that deep freezers or other refrigeration type units, which cannot be
opened from the inside, are locked or stored in a locked room

Ensure that no home-canned foods are served to the children

All child care facilities are required to be inspected by Central District Health
Department for compliance with Idaho Code §39-1110. The child care provider
shall practice acceptable public health practices in order to curtail the spread of
communicable diseases and maintain sanitary conditions

Ensure that a minimum 40 square feet of habitable indoor dwelling area is
¢ provided for each child. The City staff shall review and determine which areas of
the building are considered habitable
Ensure that a minimum 80 square feet of outdoor play space is provided for each
 child. The City shall review and determine what outdoors areas meet this area
requirement
Childcare SUP Checklist Form 300SUPC

May 2010



Ensure that all cleaning agents and other poisonous substances that pose danger
to children are kept in locked storage or preferably removed from the premises.
Chemical storage of chemicals underneath, over or near a sink should be avoided
since many chemicals are affected by moisture and become hazardous through
chemical change

Ensure that child care rooms are clean and dry; that all floors, walls, ceiling and
furniture are clean and kept in good repair; that all floors are swept and mopped
daily with a sanitizing solution and carpeted areas vacuumed daily

The facility must be free of exposed lead-based paint surfaces, that are chipped,
flaking or peeling. If the residence has lead based paint, the applicant shall advise
the City of this fact

Ensure an onsite telephone is operable at all times. Post emergency phone
numbers, including fire, rescue, police (or 911 or local equivalent where they are
ready accessible to the daycare provider). Place City Planning Department and
Poison Control phone numbers in a prominent location

Ensure that play materials, equipment and furnishing are kept clean, in good
repair; and do not possess sharp edges. Children shall be located in safe, sight-
obstructing fenced outdoor play areas. The fences shall be sturdy with no sharp or
jagged edges. All equipment shall be kept in good repair and well maintained.
Equipment shall be sturdy, stable and free of hazards including sharp edges, lead
based paint, loose nails, splinters, protrusions (excluding nuts and bolts on sides
of fences) and pinch and crush points. Children shall not be allowed to play on
outdoor equipment that is hot to the touch

Ensure the building’s used for child care meet the City’s building and Fire District
codes

Ensure that all doors opening to the outside are self-closing (except for sliding
glass doors) and all ventilating windows have locking screens

Ensure that heating, ventilating and lighting facilities meet City code

Ensure that child accessible electrical outlets are covered with safety caps,
ground fault interrupters or have safety outlets’ installed that meet City code

All child care provider's refuse and garbage shall be collected, stored and
disposed of in an appropriate manner with a minimum weekly solid waste pickup
or disposal service. Garbage shall be contained so that it does not attract rodents
or insects. Waste material will be placed in containers and locations approved by
the City

The childcare facility grounds will be kept neat and clean and free from rodents,
hazards and other perils

Smoking shall be prohibited in all areas of the facility during its hours of operation

Childcare SUP Checklist Form 300SUPC

May 2010
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Ensure that children who are ill are excluded from the general population and sent
home as soon as possible to minimize safety threat to fellow children. Provide the
City with a protocol of how sick children will be attended. Report any heaith
related concerns to either the City or the Health Department

Ensure that sleeping, play areas and fixtures are maintained in a sanitary
condition. Children shall not share unwashed bedding; and all bedding shall be
washed after soiling and at least once a week

Outdoor play areas shall adjoin, or be safely accessible to indoor areas

All equipment openings, steps, decks and handrails shall be smaller than three
and half inches (3 4”) in spacing or diameter or greater than nine inches (9”) to
prevent child entrapment

Al upright angles shall be greater than 55 degrees to prevent the children’s
entrapment and entanglement

The outdoor play area shall be enclosed by a private or semi-private fence
constructed of approved building materials to a minimum height of five feet (5) but
not to exceed six feet (6'). The fence shall include a minimum of two (2) operating
exits. Semi-private fences shall not have openings exceeding 1 % inch width

Al stationary outdoor equipment that is more than eighteen inches (18”) in height
shall be installed over a protective surfacing

Play equipment shall be place at least six feet (6’) away from buildings, fences,
trees or other play equipment and kept in good repair. Swing seats shall be made
of plastic, soft or flexible material

Exterior balconies, porches, and stairs shall be of stable construction and any
space under porches needs to be closed off in such a manner as to guard against
children’s curiosity

Vertical offsets such as outsides basement window wells, stairways or retaining
walls shall have guardrails or approved screening

Area’s inhabited by children, shall be free of electrical hazards (switchboxes,
unfenced air conditioners, or power lines) and attractive hazards (vehicles, metal
drums, pallets tools or wood piles)

Wells, tool sheds and other hazards are to be fenced or closed off

Areas inhabited by children are to be kept free of animal wastes and debris

Remove any poisonous substances such as plants, berries or mushrooms from
the premises

Childcare SUP Checklist Form 300SUPC

May 2010
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PROPOSED USE:
| request a neighborhood meeting list for the following proposed use of my property {check all that apply):

Application Type ' Brief Description

Annexation

Re-zone

Subdivision (Sketch Plat and/or Prelim. Plat)

Special Use (\ME{_W{) .

Variance

Expansion of Extension of a Nonconforming Use

Zoning Ordinance Map Amendment

APPLICANT:
Name:
Address:
City:
Telephone‘

cartity thar an
location noted cn this fo

Cily Code ) '
Signature: (Appllcon/ ) Date [ '

o




A Touch of Home Daycare

Meeting Agenda

Saturday 3/10/18 - Kuna Library Conference room

3:00-3:10 Sign In

3:10-3:20 Introducfions

3:20-3:30 Explanation of project

3:30-4:00 Questions & Feed back




SIGN IN SHEET
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I Neighborhood Meeting List Request

oy CITY OF KUNA PLANNING 8 ZONING, 743 West Avalon, Kuna, ldaho 83634 * www.kunacily.id.gov * {208} 922-5274 * Fax: {208) 922-5989

GENERAL INFORMATION:

If you are applying for one of the uses listed below, you must conduct a Neighborhood Meeting. This meeting
allows neighbors to learn more about your project before the public hearing (Kuna Planning & Zoning will notify
surrounding property owners of the hearing). All involved property owners within *300 feet of the subject
property boundary need to be invited to your meeting.
According to Kuna City Code, the meeting must be held either on a weekend between 10 am. and 7 p.m., ora
weekday between 6 p.m. and 8 p.m. Meetings cannot be conducted on holidays, holiday weekends, or the day
before or after a holiday or holiday weekend. The meeting must be held at one of the following locations:

e The Subject Property; '

o  The nearest available public meeting place (Examples include fire stations, libraries and community

centers);

e An office space within a 1-mile radius of the subject property.
The meeting cannot take place more than 6 months prior to acceptance of the application and the application will
not be accepted before the neighborhood meeting is conducted. You are required to send written notification of
your meeting, allowing a reasonable amount of time before your meeting for property owners to plan to attend.
Please fill out the supplied certification form and include it with your application so we have written record
of your meeting. Contacting and/or meeting individually with residents will not fulfill Neighborhood Meeting

requirements.
*PLLEASE NOTE: A 526.60 I'1'1: IS REQUIRED FOR THIS SERVICE (CITY OF KUNA PROVIDES MAILING LABELS)

PROPOSED USE: . ‘

I request a neighborhood meeting list for the following proposed use of my property (check all that apply):

APPLICATION TYPE BRIEF DESCRIPTION
- [ Subdivision (Sketch Plat and/or Prelim. Plat) ‘
EConditional Use (\\1\1\&(‘. D Loy
] variance - O

[[] Expansion of Extension of a Nonconforming Use

[[] Zoning Ordinance Map Amendment

SITE INFORMATION:
Location:  Quarter: Section:v__~_ Township: Range: Total Acres: ‘
Subdivision Name: Lot(s): Block(s):
Site Address:_ 202 &, Avadon, Y. Tax Parcel Number(s):

Bunoe, T ©3L3Y

Please make sure to include all parcels & addresses included in your proposed use.

CURRENT PROPERTY OWNER:

Name: @C\&P\\ ‘ mQ,QJLA.J}_)

Address: 20D &, Puatlon b‘\" City: Yn oo State: Lo Zip: B34

CONTACT PERSON (Mail recipient and person to call with questions):

Name: Q;(’ \SC WR(‘)‘B@{*‘\S Business (if applicable): p( Touch OQ’ \*Om@.'

Address: \2X0S N. &\ock Lok RA City: b LNy State: LD Zip: D20 DY

Fax: Phone: » Cell: @ (SS-120a-
OFFICE USE ONLY

File No.: Received By: Date: Stamped:










208-695-7502

Arisamc7 @hotmail.com

CONTACT

SCHEDULED Tuesday, April 24", 2018
HEARING DATE
KUNA STAFF Jace Hellman, Planner Il

ihe!lman@kunaid.gov

Phone: 922-5274

Fax: 922-5989

We have enclosed information to assist you with
your consideration and responses. No response
within 15 business days will indicate you have no
objection or concerns with this proposed

project. We would appreciate any information you
can supply us as to how this action would affect the
services you provide. The public hearing is at 6:00
p.m. or as soon thereafter as it may be heard
located at Kuna City Hall 751 W. 4% Street, Kuna, ID
83634. ‘

Thank you alll

Jace Hellman
Planner I

City of Kuna

751 W 4% Street
Kuﬁa, ID 83634

Jhellman@kunalD.gov




























From: Dawn Battles <Dbattles@achdidaho.org>

Sent: Tuesday, April 17,2018 11:11 AM

To: 'arisamc7 @hotmail.com' <arisamc7@hotmail.com>

Cc: Jace Hellman <jhellman@kunalD.gov>

Subject: KUNA18-0011/18-07-SUP A Touch of Home Daycare

This is in regards to the request located at 302 E. Avalon Street in Kuna, ID. ACHD is requiring that the existing gravel
horseshoe driveway be paved. | have included a link below for the driveway approach request that needs to be

submitted to ACHD. Please let me know if you have any questions. Have a great day.

http://www.achdidaho.org/Documents/Forms/mostDocs/DrivewayApproachRequest.pdf

Thanks,

Dawn Baitiles

Planner

Ada County Highway District
3775 Adams St.

Garden City, ID 83714
Tel:208.387.6218
dbaitties@achdidaho.org

"We drive quality transportation for all Ada County-Anytime...Anywhere!”

Cormmmilled o Soreice







would affect the services you provide. The public hearing is at 6:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as
it may be heard located at Kuna City Hall 751 W. 4" Street, Kuna, ID 83634.

Thank you alll

Jace Hellman
Planner li

City of Kuna

751 W 4th Street
Kuna, ID 83634
Jhellman@kunalD.gov







Jace Hellman

From: Jace Hellman

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2018 1:21 PM

To: ‘IDAHO PRESS TRIBUNE'

Subject: City of Kuna Request for Legal Publication
Attachments: KMN publish Req 18-07-SUP.DOCX
Greetings:

We would like to réquest that you publish the attached legal notification in the April 4, 2018 cycle of Kuna Melba News
on behalf of the City of Kuna, Planning & Zoning Department.
This notification needs to only be published for one (1) cycle.

The Kuna P.O. for this request is #6784 (if you need it).
Thank you. S

Jace Hellman
Planner Ii

City of Kuna

751 W 4% Street
Kuna, ID 83634
Jhellman@kunalD.gov




Jace Hellman

From: Sharon Jessen <sjessen@idahopress.com>
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2018 9:02 AM

To: Jace Hellman

Subject: Re: City of Kuna Request for Legal Publication

Legals Email First Response
Thank you for your request. You will receive an email confirmation with proof, price and publication

dates shortly.

Idaho Press-Tribune, Emmett Messenger-Index, Kuna-Melba News, and Meridian Press-
Tribune '

Legal Clerk

208-465-8129
legals@idahopress.com

8:00am — 12:00pm Monday — Friday

From: Jace Hellman <jhe|lman@kuhaID.gov>
Sent: Thursday, March 29,2018 1:21 PM

To: IPT Legals

Subject: City of Kuna Request for Legal Publication

Greetings:

We would like to request that you publish the attached legal notification in the April 4th 2018 cycle of Kuna
Melba News on behalf of the City of Kuna, Planning & Zoning Department.
This notification needs to only be published for one (1) cycle.

The Kuna P.O. for this request is #6784 (if you need it).
Thank you.

Jace Hellinan
Planner II

City of Kuna

751 W 4t Street
Kuna, ID 83634
Jhellman@kunalD.gov







Jace Hellman

From: Jace Hellman

Sent: Friday, March 30, 2018 11:29 AM

To: 'IDAHO PRESS TRIBUNE'

Subject: RE: Confirmation: Ad 1747201 for 1 KUNA, CITY OF
Attachments: 18-07-SUP KMN Confirmation.pdf

Thank you, Everything looks great!

Jace Hellman

Planner |l

City of Kuna

751 W 4th Street
Kuna, ID 83634
Jhellman@kunalD.gov

From: IDAHO PRESS TRIBUNE <legals@idahopress.com>
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2018 9:29 AM

To: Jace Hellman <jhellman@kunalD.gov>

Cc: legals@idahopress.com

Subject: Confirmation: Ad 1747201 for 1 KUNA, CITY OF

Legals Email Approval Request

Good Day,

Attached is an invoice which shows proof, price and publication dates. Please check spelling and run dates for accuracy.
PLEASE RESPOND by 10:00AM to confirm or make changes in order to meet deadline. You can simply reply to this email.

Idaho Press-Tribune, Emmett Messenger-Index, Kuna-Melba News and Meridian Press-Tribune

Legal Clerk

legals@idahopress.com

208-465-8129

Monday through Friday 8:00am ~ 12:00pm
















Bob & Lisa Bachman
330 E 2" St
Kuna, ID 83634

Christopher Bidondo
362 E 2" St
Kuna, ID 83634

Dunn Family Revocable Trust

Dennis Dunn Trustee
8940 N Duncan LN
Boise, ID 83714

Darren McRae
14 N Robinson Rd
Nampa, ID 83687

Michelle & Terry Mote
260 E Morris Ct
Kuna, ID 83634

George & Ranea Parker

273 E Avalon St
Kuna, ID 83634

William & Karen Reid
310 E 2™ St
Kuna, ID 83634

James Shepard
348 E 2™ St
Kuna, ID 83634

John & Lisa Thomas
375 E Avalon St
Kuna, ID 83634

Kody & Julia Wiggins
210 E Morris Ct
Kuna, ID 83634

- Bob Bachman
1677 N Calaveras PL
Kuna, ID 83634

Church of Jesus Christ
of Latter-Day Saints
50 E North Temple St FL 12
Salt Lake City, UT 84150

Healthy Pet Happenings LLC
Roberta Konzek
366 E Avalon St
Kuna, ID 83634

Mellin Properties Limited Partnership
10100 W Franklin Rd
Boise, ID 83709

Norquist Investments Limited
Partnership

PO Box 7832
Boise, ID 83707

Ronald & Martha Phillips
PO Box 466
Kuna, ID 83634

Charles & Mary Root
349 E 2" St
Kuna, ID 83634

Anna Spafford
291 E Avalon St
Kuna, ID 83634

Turbo Fitness LLC
PO Box 5201
Boise, ID 83705

Richard & Marilyn Yarno
331 E 2" St
Kuna, ID 83634

Cody Berg
381 E 2™ St
Kuna, ID 83634

Bruce Burr
Angie Clifford-Burr
151 S Orchard Ave

Kuna, ID 83634

David & Shawn March
251 E Avalon St
Kuna, ID 83634

Brandon & Ashley Miller
PO Box 163
Melba, ID 83642

One Call Restoration LLP
11381 W Gila Dr

Kuna, ID 83634

Chad & Marisa Queen
4975 W Amity Rd
Nampa, ID 83687

James & Sheri Russel
781 S School Ave
Kuna, ID 83634

Elwin & Amber Steube
175 N Orchard Ave
Kuna, ID 83634

Troy & Theresa Upshaw
240 E Morris Ct
Kuna, ID 83634
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