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The Moscow Mayor, City Council and Staff welcome you to tonight’s meeting. We appreciate and 

encourage public participation. For regular agenda items, an opportunity for public comment is 

sometimes provided after the staff report. However, the formality of procedures varies with the purpose 

and subject of the agenda item; therefore, the Mayor may exercise discretion in deciding when to allow 

public comment during the course of the proceedings and limitations may be placed on the time allowed 

for comments. Citizens wishing to comment on business that is not on the agenda will be provided the 

opportunity to do so during the public comment item on the agenda. If you plan to address the Council, 

you will find a list of “Tips for Addressing the Council” in the door pocket outside the City Council 

Chambers. Please note that Moscow City Council meetings are televised, videotaped and/or 

recorded.  Thank you for your interest in City government. 

 
  

 

  1.  All Consent Items (ACTION ITEM)  
      

 

  A.  Approval of Moscow City Council May 20, 2019 Minutes - Caylee Birge  

    
Minutes presented for approval. 

 

ACTION: Approve minutes as presented. 
      

 

  B.  Airport Grant – FAA Equipment Grant – Tony Bean, Executive Director Pullman-

Moscow Regional Airport  

    

Tony Bean, Executive Director of the Pullman-Moscow Regional Airport is seeking 

authorization from the City, as a sponsor of PMRA to apply for a grant from the U.S. 

Department of Transportation Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Airport Improvement 

Program for the purpose of acquiring various pieces of airport equipment and fencing. The 

amount of the grant is $2,400,000 with a local match of $229,042.00 from Airport Revenues. 

To facilitate the FAA grant, it is appropriate to preauthorize its acceptance. The attached 

Resolution has been prepared for that purpose. The Resolution also authorizes the execution 

of related assurances and certifications. The City of Pullman will consider adoption of a 

similar resolution at its June 4, 2019 City Council meeting. This was reviewed by both 

Administrative and Public Works Finance Committees on May 28 and was recommended for 

approval. 

 

ACTION:  Preauthorize the acceptance of an airport aid grant from the U.S. Department of 

Transportation Federal Aviation Administration Airport Improvement Program in the amount 

of $2,400,000 with a local match of $229,042 from airport revenues and adopt the attached 

Resolution. 
      

 

http://www.ci.moscow.id.us/


 
Moscow City Council Agenda      June 3, 2019 Page 2 of 5 

 

  C.  Airport Grant – Runway Realignment – Tony Bean, Executive Director Pullman-

Moscow Regional Airport  

    

Tony Bean, Executive Director of the Pullman-Moscow Regional Airport (PMRA) is seeking 

authorization from the City, as a sponsor of PMRA to apply for a grant from the U.S. 

Department of Transportation Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Airport Improvement 

Program for the purpose of completing Phase 4 of the Runway Realignment Project (grant 

offer AIP 3-53-0051-051). The amount of the grant is $46,000,000 with a local match of 

$3,735,200.00 from multiple sources, which includes a possible Washington State Department 

of Transportation (WSDOT) Aviation Division state grant. To facilitate the FAA grant, it is 

appropriate to preauthorize its acceptance. The attached Resolution has been prepared for that 

purpose. The Resolution also authorizes the execution of related assurances and 

certifications.  This was reviewed by the Administrative and Public Works/Finance 

Committees on May 28, 2019 and recommended for approval. The City of Pullman, as co-

sponsor of PMRA, passed a similar resolution at its City Council meeting on May 14, 2019. 

This was reviewed by both Administrative and Public Works Finance Committees on May 28 

and was recommended for approval. 

 

ACTION: Preauthorize the acceptance of an airport aid grant from the U.S. Department of 

Transportation Federal Aviation Administration Airport Improvement Program (grant offer 

AIP 3-53-0051-051) and adopt the attached resolution. 
      

 

  D.  Small Community Air Service Development Grant – Tony Bean, Executive Director 

Pullman-Moscow Regional Airport  

    

The City of Moscow is a co-sponsor, with the City of Pullman, of the Pullman-Moscow 

Regional Airport (PMRA). Tony Bean, Executive Director of PMRA is seeking the support of 

the City of Moscow for a grant from the U.S. Department of Transportation Small Community 

Air Service Development Program (SCASD) to the City of Pullman for the purpose of 

securing Revenue Guarantee Funds to support additional Air Service. The amount of the grant 

is up to $1,000,000 with a local match of approximately $300,000.00 from multiple public and 

private sources. The match pledges are being collected by PMRA and both the Pullman and 

Moscow Chambers of Commerce from various public and private entities. To facilitate the 

SCASD grant, it is appropriate to request the City of Moscow act as an Interstate Municipal 

partner supporting the City of Pullman as the administrative sponsoring partner. The attached 

Resolution has been prepared for that purpose.  The City of Pullman passed a resolution 

preauthorizing acceptance of the SCASD grant at its City Council meeting on May 14, 2019. 

This was reviewed by the Administrative and Public Works/Finance Committees on May 28, 

2019 and recommended for approval. 

 

ACTION: Adopt the attached Resolution supporting the City of Pullman as the administrative 

sponsoring partner for the U.S. Department of Transportation Small Community Air Service 

Development Program Grant. 
      

 

  E.  Request for Permit Fee Waiver for the Crisis Center - Gary J. Riedner  

    
Darrell Keim, Executive Director of the Latah Recovery Community Center, is requesting a 

waiver of building permit fees for the remodel of 531 S. Main Street, Moscow to serve as a 

Crisis Center. The Crisis Center will provide services to individuals experiencing a mental 
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health crisis. The Latah Recovery Community Center is contracting with the Crisis Response 

Network/Public Health to serve as the location for behavioral health crisis services. Latah 

Recovery Community Center has obtained funding for development of 531 S. Main, the 

former location of Whack-A-Doos Hair Salon, through a contract with the Crisis Response 

Network. It is anticipated that the Crisis Center program will directly benefit the City by 

providing an alternative to police transports, and reduced time spent securing mental health 

holds at Gritman Medical Center emergency room. It is anticipated that the permit fees will 

amount to less than $1,000.  This was reviewed by the Public Works/Finance Committee on 

May 28, 2019 and recommended for approval. 

 

ACTION:  Approve request and authorize waiver of the building permit fees for Latah 

Recovery Community Center Crisis Center remodel at 531 S. Main Street, Moscow. 
      

 

REGULAR AGENDA  
  

 

  2.  Staff Recognition Report - Gary J. Riedner  
      

 

  3.  Mayors Appointments (ACTION ITEM)  
      

 

  4.  Public Comment and Mayor's Response Period (limit 15 minutes)  
      

 

  5.  Citizen Commission Report - Transportation Commission - Tyler Palmer / Michael Kyte  
      

 

  6.  Public Hearing: Proposed Rezone Located East of the Intersection of Southview Ave and 

Alice Street (ACTION ITEM) - Mike Ray  

    

Thompson Family Limited Partnership is requesting to rezone a 38,558 square foot area of land 

generally located east of the intersection of Southview Avenue and Alice Street. The parcel is 

currently zoned Farm Ranch (FR), which the applicant is proposing to change to the Low 

Density, Single Family Residential (R-1) Zone. The Planning and Zoning Commission 

conducted a public hearing on May 8, 2019 and recommended approval of the rezone request.  

 

 PROPOSED ACTIONS:  After conducting the public hearing and consideration of 

testimony received, approve the proposed Zoning Ordinance under suspension of the rules 

requiring three complete and separate readings and that it be read by title and published by 

summary and adopt the Planning and Zoning Commission Reasoned Statement of Relevant 

Criteria; or consider the Zoning Ordinance on first reading; or reject the Zoning Ordinance and 

direct staff to prepare a Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria; or take such other action 

deemed appropriate.  
      

 

  7.  Public Hearing:  Tiny Home Construction and Development Standards Ordinance 

(ACTION ITEM) - Justin Goodwin  

    

In July of 2018 the Idaho State Building Code Board adopted a new appendix pertaining to tiny 

homes, Appendix R. A tiny home is defined as a dwelling that is 400 square feet or less in floor 

area. Appendix R allowed for certain building code exceptions for tiny homes. On November 

27, 2018 the City of Moscow Building Code Advisory Committee conducted a meeting to 
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review the proposed appendix and recommended approval with two amendments. The proposed 

ordinance would adopt Appendix R with the two modifications proposed by the Building Code 

Advisory Committee. The proposed ordinance has been scheduled for a public hearing before 

City Council at the Council’s upcoming June 3, 2019 meeting.  This was reviewed by the 

Administrative Committee on May 28, 2019. 

 

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Conduct public hearing and after considering testimony, approve the 

Ordinance under suspension of the rules requiring three complete and separate readings and that 

it be read by title and published by summary; or consider the Ordinance on first reading and that 

it be read by title; or reject the Ordinance; or take such other action deemed appropriate.  
      

 

  8.  Beer Garden Request for Corn Hole Extravaganza (ACTION ITEM) -Dwight Curtis  

    

A local business, Tapped, is requesting approval to have a beer garden at their new community 

event, the Moscow Annual Corn Hole Extravaganza. The event is open to the public and is 

scheduled to take place on June 22, 2019 (see attached letter and event map from Tapped). The 

event involves a corn hole tournament, other games, food trucks and music. All revenue from 

the tournament will be donated to Palouse Cares Network. The beer garden is small, similar to 

the Renaissance Fair event's beer garden, with security by Moscow Police officers, time paid for 

by Tapped. The Police Chief has reviewed the request, as well as safety requirements addressed 

in the agreement, and had no issue with this request. This item was reviewed by the 

Administrative Committee on May 28, 2019, and recommended for approval. 

 

 PROPOSED ACTIONS:  Approve Beer Garden Request by Tapped for the Moscow Annual 

Corn Hole Extravaganza event to be held on June 22, 2019 in East City Park, or take such other 

action deemed appropriate.  
      

 

  9.  1912 Center 2nd Floor Development Plan Proposal / Authorization to apply for BOA 

(ACTION ITEM) – Dwight Curtis/Jenny Kostroff  

    

Heart of the Arts, Inc. (HAI) fundraising for renovations to the 1912 Center continues and the 

next step in floor renovations are ready to move forward. HAI is requesting City Council 

acceptance of the proposed 2nd floor renovation design concept, so that formal floor planning 

can begin.  HAI is also requesting City Council authorization to apply for a variance to the 

parking space requirements. Physical limitations associated with the 1912 Center’s location and 

limited options for parking will require a variance if further renovations are to 

continue.  Additional floor renovations would bring the estimated parking space requirements to 

182. HAI’s facility use management strategy of the additional floors would limit the number of 

people using the entire 1912 Center facility at any given time, leaving the existing parking 

spaces as adequate. The facility use plan addresses exceptions as outlined, such as a large 

conference, including the use of bussing from area hotels, etc. These items were reviewed by 

the Public Works/Finance Committee on May 28, 2019. The Committee recommended City 

Council accept the second floor design concept, and to authorize HAI to apply for a parking 

variance through the Board of Adjustment. 

 

 PROPOSED ACTIONS:  (1) Accept the proposed 1912 Center 2nd Floor renovation design 

concept; reject the proposed renovation concept; or take such other action deemed appropriate. 

(2) If City Council approves the renovation design concept, authorize the Heart of the Arts, Inc. 
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to apply for a parking space variance through the Board of Adjustment; or take such other 

action deemed appropriate.  
      

 

  10.  Request Adoption of Parks and Recreation Master Plan Update 2019 (ACTION ITEM) – 

Dwight Curtis  

    

Work began on the Parks and Recreation Master Update 2019 in early 2018. Through numerous 

Commission meetings, two public workshops, and a citizen survey, fourteen (14) Actionable 

Items were identified, and are the focus of Update 2019. The Actionable Item subjects are from 

across the spectrum. Attached is a memorandum from the Parks and Recreation Director, 

Dwight Curtis, a quick reference summary sheet of the Actionable Items, and the draft Master 

Plan Update 2019. Update 2019 Actionable Items are meant to be thorough, common-sense and 

most importantly, "doable." The next Master Plan update is scheduled for 2025. This item was 

reviewed by the Administrative Committee on May 28, 2019, and recommended for approval. 

 

PROPOSED ACTIONS:  Adopt the City of Moscow Parks and Recreation Master Plan 

Update 2019, or take such further action deemed appropriate.  
      

 

  11.  Bond Reimbursement Resolution (ACTION ITEM) - Gary J. Riedner  

    

On May 21, 2019, Moscow voters approved a $9,638,704.00 general obligation bond to enable 

the City to locate and construct a new police facility, to repurpose the present police facility 

located at 118 E. 4th Street and renovate the Mann Building. The vote was canvassed by the 

Latah County Commissioners on Wednesday, May 29, 2019. Idaho law provides for a 40 day 

period for any protests to be filed. According to the City's Financial Advisor, the proceeds of 

the bond will be available in early September, 2019. Staff is moving forward with the closing 

for the property upon which the police facility will be located, as well as advertising for a 

request for qualifications for a project architect. The attached resolution allows for 

reimbursement to the City for expenditures made prior to the proceeds of the bond becoming 

available in September, 2018. Staff reported to both the Administrative and Public Works 

Finance Committees on May 28, 2019.   

 

PROPOSED ACTIONS:  Approve reimbursement resolution or take such other action 

deemed appropriate.  
      

 

REPORTS  
 

   City Council  
      

 

   Mayor  
      

 

   Staff  
      

 

ADJOURN  
 

 

NOTICE:  Moscow City Council and committee meetings are televised, videotaped and/or recorded.  Individuals attending 

the meeting who require special assistance to accommodate physical, hearing, or other impairments, please contact the City 

Clerk, at (208) 883-7015 or TDD 883-7019, as soon as possible so that arrangements may be made. 
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The meeting was called to order at 7:00 p.m. 

PRESENT:  Mayor Bill Lambert, Art Bettge, Jim Boland, Kathryn Bonzo, Brandy Sullivan, Gina 

Taruscio, Anne Zabala 

STAFF:  Gary J. Riedner, Mia Vowels, Bill Belknap, Dwight Curtis, Schott Bontrager, David Schott,  

Leah Carlson, Meagan Cherry, Caylee Birge 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  

Council Member Sullivan led the Pledge of Allegiance. 

PROCLAMATION – MEMORIAL DAY 

Mayor Lambert read the Memorial Day Proclamation. 

AMENDED AGENDA (ACTION ITEM) – Gary J. Riedner 

Due to technical difficulties with the City’s agenda management software, an incorrect agenda was 

published for the May 20, 2019 Regular City Council meeting. The published agenda failed to include 

the Proposed Lot Division at 1110 S. Main Street in the Consent Agenda.  The Council/Committee 

staff report was included and attached to the published agenda.  The Amended Agenda includes the lot 

division item.  Staff recommends the City Council approve the Amended Agenda and consider the 

revised Consent Agenda for the good faith reason that the technical issues with the agenda 

management system prevented the publication of the correct agenda and that the applicants for the lot 

division anticipated the item to be considered at the May 20, 2019 City Council meeting. 

ACTION:  Approve the Amended Agenda for the good faith reason that the technical issues with the 

City’s agenda management system prevented the publication of the correct agenda and that the 

applicants for the lot division anticipated the item to be considered at the May 20, 2019 City Council 

meeting. 

Bettge moved and Taruscio seconded to approve the amended agenda.  Roll Call Vote:  Ayes:  

Unanimous.  Nays:  None.  Abstentions:  None.  Motion carried. 

CONSENT AGENDA (ACTION ITEM) 

1. All Consent Items

A. Approval of Moscow City Council May 6, 2019 Minutes - Laurie M. Hopkins

Minutes presented for approval.

DRAFT
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ACTIONS: Approve minutes.  
 

  B.  Proposed Lot Division at 1110 S Main Street - Leah Carlson  

    

The applicants, Justin Sult and Andrew Smith, are requesting a lot division for an existing 

64,800 sf lot located at 1110 S. Main Street. The applicants are requesting the lot division in 

order to create one new lot of approximately 5,000 sf in size from the original parcel, leaving a 

remainder parcel of 59,800 sf. The subject property is located within the Multiple Family 

Residential Zoning District (R-4) which requires a minimum lot area of 5,000 sf and a 

minimum lot width of twenty feet (50’). The proposed lot area and lot width meet these 

requirements. There is an existing single family dwelling on the proposed lot and multiple 

structures on the remnant parcel that will meet all setback requirements as a result of the 

proposed division.  This was reviewed by the Public Works/Finance Committee on 5/13/2019 

and recommended for approval. 

 

ACTION: Approve the proposed lot division with no conditions.  
 

  C.  Lola Clyde Park Playground Slab and Pathway Bid Results - David Schott  

    

The City issued a solicitation for bids on April 24, 2019 for the Lola Clyde Park Playground 

Slab and Pathway Project.  The work consists of the installation of approximately five hundred 

sixty-seven (567) square yards of six-inch (6”) thick reinforced concrete slab in Lola Clyde 

Park for the playground pad. This project will also include the installation of approximately 

ninety-eight (98) square yards of five-inch (5”) thick concrete sidewalk to access the 

playground.  Bids were opened on May 3, 2019 with two (2) responsive bid proposals received.  

Bids ranged from $64,154 to $94,520.  The Engineers estimate for contract bids items was 

$77,834.  The Parks and Recreation Department is requesting authorization to retain McCall’s 

Classic Construction, Inc. for the Lola Clyde Park Playground Slab and Pathway Project in the 

amount of $64,154 with a ten percent contingency of $6,416 and an additional $1,000 for 

materials testing for a total amount not to exceed $71,570.  The Public Works / Finance 

Committee recommended approval on May 13, 2019. 

 

ACTION:  Accept low bid from McCall’s Classic Construction in the amount of $64,154 with 

a ten percent contingency of $6,416 and $1,000 for materials testing for a total amount not to 

exceed $71,570.  
 

  D.  Lena Whitmore Park ADA Pathway Bid Results - David Schott  

    

The City issued a solicitation for bids on April 24, 2019 for the Lena Whitmore Park ADA 

Pathway Project.  The work consists of the removal of approximately two hundred thirty four 

(234) square yards of sidewalk and the installation of approximately three hundred sixty (360) 

square yards of concrete sidewalk and the installation of a pedestrian ramp.  Bids for the project 

were opened on May 3, 2019.  Two (2) responsive bid proposals were received with bids 

ranging from $48,875.75 to $67,895.  The Engineers estimate for contract bids items was 

$56,698.  The Parks and Recreation Department is requesting authorization to retain McCall’s 

Classic Construction, Inc. for the Lena Whitmore Park ADA Pathway Project in the amount of 

$48,875.75 with a ten percent contingency of $4,888 and an additional $1,000 for materials 

testing for a total amount not to exceed $54,763.75.  The Public Works / Finance Committee 

recommended approval on May 13, 2019. 

DRAFT
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ACTION: Accept low bid from McCall’s Classic Construction, Inc. in the amount of 

$48,875.75 with a ten percent contingency of $4,888 and $1,000 for materials testing for a total 

amount not to exceed $56,698.  
 

  E.  Moscow Charter School (MCS) Request for HIRC Rental Fee Waiver for the 2019-2020 

school year - Dwight Curtis / Tony Bonuccelli  

    

Moscow Charter School (MCS) is requesting a rental fee waiver for use of the HIRC facility for 

their physical education and movement classes for the 2019-2020 school year. The request is 

the same as last year, except fewer hours requested. The MCS would use one half-gym space, 

leaving the other half open for public use. The present school year's use alternates between 9-15 

hours per week. The new request is for 8 hours per week. This has not negatively affected 

public use or City programs in the past and the MCS reciprocates with our use of their facilities 

for recreation programs during breaks and summer. The Parks and Recreation Commission 

reviewed the request on April 25, 2019, recommending Council approval. This item was 

reviewed by the Administrative Committee on May 13, 2019, recommending City Council 

Approval. 

 

ACTION:  Approve HIRC Rental fee waiver request by Moscow Charter School for the 2019-

2020 School year.  
 

  F.  Moscow City-Wide Sidewalk Replacement Project FY2019 Bid Results and Contract 

Award - Scott Bontrager  

    

The 2019 City of Moscow Sidewalk Improvement Program will construct sidewalk and 

pedestrian ramp improvements in various locations with City funds and will perform additional 

sidewalk replacements under the Property Owner Assistance Program at the owner's expense. 

An electronic bid solicitation for this year's Sidewalk Program was issued to numerous local 

contractors on April 26, 2019, giving them one week to respond. As the level of citizen 

participation is unknown, the project was advertised with estimated quantities. Three responsive 

bids were received on May 3, 2019. Of the responsive bids received, numbers ranged from 

$43,288 to $89,750. McCalls Classic Construction of Clarkston, Washington submitted the low 

bid on the project of $43,288. The Engineer's Estimate for the project was $60,390. An itemized 

bid tabulation is attached. The total value of the work performed for the City's projects will not 

exceed the funds available in the Sidewalk Improvement budget line item. The value of any 

additional work done will be dependent upon property owner participation and at their expense. 

Based on the bids received, Staff feels that it is in the best interest of the City to award the 

contract to the low bidder McCalls Classic Construction.  This was reviewed by the Public 

Works/Finance Committee on May 13, 2019 and recommended for approval. 

 

ACTION:  Accept the responsive low bid from McCall's Classic Construction and authorize a 

work order based contract with McCall's Classic Construction not to exceed the amount 

available to the program.  
 

  G.  Pedestrian Curb Ramp Improvement Project Project FY2019 Bid Results and Contract 

Award -  Scott Bontrager  

    

This project will replace the existing deficient pedestrian curb ramps on the Idaho 

Transportation Department (ITD) highway system at the southeastern quadrant of the 

intersection of Jackson (US 95) and Third Street. The Engineer’s estimate for construction is 

$25,618. The project is funded by a FY2019 grant from the ITD Pedestrian Curb Ramp 

DRAFT
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Improvement Program. In December 2018, the Council approved a Cooperative Agreement 

between the City of Moscow and the Idaho Transportation Department to construct the 

pedestrian ramps listed in the agreement with a reimbursement from ITD up to $32,000. The 

City has provided an additional 23% in-kind match of $7,500 for design, construction 

management, and administration of the project resulting in a total cost of $39,500. The City 

shall be responsible for providing any additional funding exceeding the $32,000 reimbursement 

allotted for the project from the Capital Projects Sidewalk Improvements line item 350-150-40-

770-73. The City solicited three contractors for bids on April 26, 2019 for the construction of 

the project. One responsive bid was received for $21,294 from McCall’s Classic Construction 

of Clarkston, Washington. A bid tabulation is attached. This was reviewed by the Public 

Works/Finance Committee on May 13, 2019 and recommended for approval. 

 

ACTION:  Accept the low bid from McCall’s Classic Construction, award the contract in the 

amount of $21,924.00, and authorize staff approval of construction change orders in an amount 

not to exceed 10% of the contract amount.  
 

  H.  Artwalk Beer and Wine Garden Resolution And Artwalk Sidewalk Cafe Temporary 

Expansion Resolution - Megan Cherry  

    

Artwalk 2019 is scheduled for June 21, 2019.  Since 2016, Council has permitted beer and wine 

gardens within the City streets and rights-of-way in the Moscow Central Business District for 

select events by way of Council Resolution.  The current proposal will allow appropriate City 

staff to issue permits for beer and wine gardens during Artwalk June 21st, 2019.  An 

establishment interested in participating in Artwalk by hosting a beer/wine garden would 

contact the Community Events Manager to coordinate participation in accordance with this 

resolution and the authorized street closure permit process.  Approved participating 

establishments are required to apply for a catering permit with the City of Moscow in 

accordance with State Liquor regulations.  Additionally, the City regulates sidewalk cafes in the 

downtown central business to the area immediately in front of an establishment.  In an effort to 

add to the festive and enticing atmosphere of Artwalk businesses may opt to expand their 

currently permitted sidewalk cafe to the abutting neighboring business property lines with the 

neighboring business' permission.  An establishment wishing to temporarily expand its sidewalk 

cafe for Artwalk, pursuant to Resolution, would be required to file an amended Sidewalk Cafe 

Licensed Area diagram to the City Clerk with written permission from the neighboring business 

allowing the extension of the area in front of the neighboring business.  Those establishments 

permitted to serve alcohol would be required to apply for a catering permit with the City of 

Moscow in accordance with State alcohol regulations.  This was reviewed by the 

Administrative Committee on May 13, 2019 and recommended for approval. 

 

ACTIONS:  Approve the Resolution related to beer and wine gardens and the Resolution 

related to temporary expansion of sidewalk cafes, or provide staff further direction.  
 

  I.  Disbursement Report April 2019 - Sarah Banks  

    

Staff will present the Accounts Payable Report for the month ending April, 2019. 

 

ACTION:  Approve the Disbursements Report for the month of April, 2019.  

 

 

DRAFT
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  J.  Waiver of McConnell Mansion re-roof permit fees – Gary J. Riedner  

    

The Latah County Historical Society is replacing the roof on the McConnell Mansion. The LCHS 

is proceeding with roof replacement this summer and is requesting the Council to waive the 

building permit fees for the project. The amount of the permit fee is $675.50.  This was considered 

by Administrative Committee on May 13, 2019 and recommended for approval. 

 

ACTIONS:  Waive permit fees in the amount of $675.50 for McConnell Mansion roof 

replacement project.  

Boland moved Bonzo seconded to approve the consent agenda.  Roll Call Vote:  Ayes:  Unanimous.  

Nays:  None.  Abstentions:  None.  Motion carried. 
 

REGULAR AGENDA  
 

2. Staff Recognition Report - Gary J. Riedner  

Mayor Lambert recognized Gary J. Riedner for the Leadership award with the Moscow Chamber of 

Commerce.   Riedner thanked the Leadership Moscow group for their program. 
 

3. Mayors Appointments (ACTION ITEM)  

Lambert requested consideration for commission appointments for Aaron Johnson to the Moscow Arts 

Commission and Defne Yuksel to the Moscow Human Rights Commission.  Boland moved to approve 

the two appointments for commission, Sullivan seconded approval.  Roll Call Vote:  Ayes:  

Unanimous.  Nays:  None.  Abstentions:  None.  Motion carried. 
 

4. Public Comment and Mayor's Response Period (limit 15 minutes)  

Victoria Seever of 121 N. Lilly, Moscow Id.  Victoria wants to thank staff for the hours put in for the 

Bond election for the new police station.  The City has been transparent and thorough in presenting the 

facts.  Early conversations about a future bond had a long list of needs but the City limited that and has 

successfully found grants to cover some of the projects.   The public has requested that the new police 

station be as green as possible and Victoria hopes the City will keep that in mind.  She believes the new 

police station will attract more police officers by giving them a well-functioning police station. 
 

5. Citizen Commission Report  
 

6. Consideration of City of Moscow Mayor and City Council Salary Adjustments (ACTION 

ITEM) - Gary J. Riedner  

  

Moscow City Code 1-8-1 states that "the salary for elective officers shall be fixed by ordinance. 

Salary adjustments for such elective officers shall be made every two (2) years from the date of the 

previous adjustment in accordance and in proportion with adjustments in the Consumer Price Index 

as published by the United States Department of Labor. Such adjustments must be specifically 

approved by ordinance at least six (6) months prior to the effective date of such adjustments. Ref. 

Idaho Code, § 50-203." The proposed Ordinance amends the Mayor and City Council salaries by 

the CPI adjustment of the past 24 months: January 1, 2017 to December 31 2018. The calendar year 

2017 Consumer Price Index (CPI) was 0.12% while the calendar year 2018 CPI was 1.3%. In 

accordance with Moscow City Code 1-8-1 the salary adjustment would be appropriated during the 

budget considerations and final adoption and effective salary would begin January 1, 2020.  This 

was considered by the Administrative Committee on May 13, 2019 and recommended for approval. 

DRAFT
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PROPOSED ACTIONS:  Approve the attached Ordinance making salary adjustments for Mayor 

and City Council effective January 1, 2020 or take such other actions deemed appropriate.  

Riedner presented item as written.  Any change that the Council approves will not be effective until the 

new Council convenes in January.  Taruscio moved to approve the attached ordinance making salaries 

adjustments for the Mayor and City Council effective January 1, 2020.  Bettge seconded.  Roll Call 

Vote:  Ayes:  Unanimous.  Nays:  None.  Abstentions:  None.  Motion carried. 

 

Mayor Lambert read the attached ordinance: 

 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING TITLE 1, CHAPTER 8 OF THE MOSCOW CITY CODE; 

PROVIDING FOR INCREASES IN THE SALARIES OF CITY ELECTIVE OFFICERS; PROVIDING 

THAT THE PROVISIONS OF THIS ORDINANCE BE DEEMED SEVERABLE; AND PROVIDING 

FOR THIS ORDINANCE TO BE IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT FROM THE DATE OF ITS 

PASSAGE, APPROVAL AND PUBLICATION ACCORDING TO LAW. 

 

Riedner stated that the motion should have included that the ordinance be passed under suspension of 

the rules requiring three complete and separate readings and be read by title and published by 

summary.  Tarusico so moved, Bettge seconded.  Roll Call Vote:  Ayes:  Unanimous.  Nays:  None.  

Abstentions:  None.  Motion carried. 
 

7. Authorization for Parks and Recreation Director to Administratively Approve Annual 

Moscow Charter School Request for HIRC Rental Fee Waiver (ACTION ITEM) - Dwight 

Curtis  

  

Staff is seeking authorization for the Parks and Recreation Director to administratively approve the 

annual Moscow Charter School (MCS) request for HIRC rental fee waiver, provided the requests 

are for the same or less hours than the previous year’s approved request. The MCS utilizes half of 

the gym for their physical education classes. The MCS requests have become routine through the 

years and unless there is an increase in the usage being sought, having the Parks and Recreation 

Director administratively approve the request is a more efficient use of time and resources. Should 

there be an increase in time used request, it would simply be brought through for a City Council 

decision. The request for the 2019-2020 school year is for 8 hours per week. There has been no 

negative affect on public use or City programs in the past. 

This was reviewed by the Administrative Committee on May 13, 2019, and recommended for City 

Council approval. It was directed that the request be accompanied by a Resolution (attached). 

 

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Authorize the Parks and Recreation Director to administratively approve 

the annual Moscow Charter School requests for HIRC rental fee waiver, provided the requests are 

for the same or less hours than the previous year’s approved request.   

Curtis presented item as written.  If there are other requests to use the space that would create conflict, 

staff would work them out as needed.  Boland moved to authorize the Parks and Recreation Director to 

administratively approve the annual Moscow Charter School requests for HIRC rental fee waiver, 

provided the requests are for the same or fewer hours than the previous year’s approved request.  

Bettge seconded.  Roll Call Vote:  Ayes:  Unanimous.  Nays:  None.  Abstentions:  One (Bonzo).  

Motion carried.  
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REPORTS  
 

 City Council  

  

Palouse Knowledge Corridor - Bettge stated the Palouse Knowledge Corridor met and discussed 

changing the way of doing business for the entrepreneur boot camp.  They will be awarding the 

Entrepreneur of the Palouse Award on Saturday after Artwalk.   

 

Moscow Arts Commission – Bettge reported the Commission discussed the request for proposals for 

public art at the intersection of C Street and Main.  They are going start tracking the volunteer 

hours.   

 

Urban Renewal Agency – Bettge said the Agency extended the agreement for the two lots on the 

Alturas site to allow extra time for development concept.  The Gritman project on South Main 

Street is almost complete. 

 

Palouse Basin Aquifer Committee - Zabala stated the Committee is working on filling data gaps; the 

upcoming retreat; advocating for marketing communicating strategies; and the need to do a cost 

analysis on contacting for public involvement.   

 

Moscow Pathways Commission – Zabala reported the Commission received a report from Becky 

Couch, University of Idaho Transportation regarding the landscape architecture extension from The 

Chipman Trail. 

 

Farmers Market Commission - Sullivan reported the Commission is planning the oral history 

project; planning farm visit schedules for compliance checks; fee schedule discussion continues 

what the Council's goals are for a clear target to move towards. 

 

Planning and Zoning Commission – Sullivan reported the Commission reviewed rezones of a parcel 

on South highway 95 in the Area of City Impact; reviewed draft ordinances amending the 

educational services in the Central Business District. Reviewed subdivision code and proposed 

common open space requirements. 

 

Moscow Volunteer Fire Department – Taruscio said the Department is still remodeling. 

 

Fair and Affordable Housing Commission – Bonzo said the Commission will participate in the 

health and wellness fair; planning for a fair housing training event that will be held September 18 at 

the 1912 Center; approved the banner poster for all the commissions to use for farmers market and 

other venues. 
 

 Mayor  

  

Mayor Lambert recognized Councilors’ hard work and special thanks to Boland, Sullivan, Bonzo 

and Bettge for their time spent on the police bond. The Mayors Youth Advisory Council and their 

adviser, Brandon Allen, put on a first responders brunch.  Mayor Lambert is very proud of the 

way the youth came forward to acknowledge the community.  Officer Caleb Struble spoke about 

the importance of our youth's involvement in our community.  Lambert wanted to thank the staff 

and City of Moscow for their hard work and professionalism when it comes to the police station 

bond. 
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 Staff  

  

Riedner spoke about public service recognition week and the appreciation BBQ was very well 

attended.  The separated bike lanes on 3rd Street will be coming forward to City Council for a 

decision.  Staff will be requesting guidance regarding where the termination of the bike lanes will 

be.  Public Works authorized to go back to Alta Engineering to have them provide a 

recommendation as well. 
 

ADJOURN  

Boland moved and Taruscio seconded to adjourn at 7:43 P.M. 
 

 

    

  Bill Lambert, Mayor   

 

ATTEST: 
    

     

Laurie M. Hopkins, City Clerk      
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CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

DATE: Monday, June 3, 2019

Page 1 of 2

RESPONSIBLE STAFF REVIEWED BY
Administrative and Public Works/Finance Committees 

  

ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S) OTHER RESOURCES

  

AGENDA ITEM TITLE
Airport Grant – FAA Equipment Grant – Tony Bean, Executive Director Pullman-Moscow Regional 
Airport 
 

DESCRIPTION
It is desirable to apply for a grant from the U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Aviation 
Administration Airport Improvement Program for the purpose of acquiring various pieces of airport 
equipment and fencing. The amount of the grant is $2,400,000 with a local match of $229,042.00 from 
Airport Revenues. To facilitate the FAA grant, it is appropriate to preauthorize its acceptance. The 
attached resolution has been prepared for that purpose. The resolution also authorizes the execution of 
related assurances and certifications.

The City of Pullman will consider adoption of a similar resolution at its June 4, 2019 City Council 
meeting.

This was reviewed by both Administrative and Public Works Finance Committees on May 28 and was 
recommended for approval. 
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Preauthorize the acceptance of an airport aid grant from the U.S. Department of Transportation Federal 
Aviation Administration Airport Improvement Program in the amount of $2,400,000 with a local match 
of $229,042 from airport revenues and adopt the attached Resolution. 
 

PROPOSED ACTIONS
ACTIONS:  Preauthorize the acceptance of an airport aid grant from the U.S. Department of 
Transportation Federal Aviation Administration Airport Improvement Program in the amount of 
$2,400,000 with a local match of $229,042 from airport revenues and adopt the attached Resolution.
 

FISCAL IMPACT

 

PERSONNEL IMPACT

 

ATTACHMENTS
1. FAA Equipment Grant Application
2. DOT FAA 

PreauthorizingAcceptanceGrantMonies;Airport;AirportImprovementEquipmentFencing;mv
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RESOLUTION NO. 2019 -

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO; PREAUTHORIZING THE ACCEPTANCE OF U.S. DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION AIRPORT IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM GRANT MONIES FUNDING AIRPORT EQUIPMENT AND FENCING.  PROVIDING 
THAT THIS RESOLUTION SHALL BE IN EFFECT UPON ITS PASSAGE, AND APPROVAL.

WHEREAS, Pullman-Moscow Regional Airport will be offered U.S. Department of Transportation 
Federal Aviation Administration Grant monies of up to a maximum of $2,400,000 to be used for 
acquiring various pieces of airport equipment and fencing; and

WHEREAS, information about said grant monies and project elements is before the City Council of the 
City of Moscow and attached hereto and marked as Exhibit "A"; and

WHEREAS, the turnaround time between receipt and return of executed grant authorization documents 
will be very limited; and 

WHEREAS, this Council believes it to be in the best interests of the City of Moscow to preauthorize 
the acceptance of said grant monies.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Moscow 
as follows:

That the Mayor is hereby preauthorized and directed to accept the U.S. Department of 
Transportation Federal Aviation Administration Grant monies. 

That the Mayor is hereby preauthorized and directed to take such further action as may be 
appropriate in order to effect the purpose of this Resolution.

That this Resolution shall become effective as of the ____ day of ___________, 2019.

PASSED AND APPROVED by the Mayor of the City of Moscow, Idaho, this _____ day of 
_____________, 2019.

__________________________________
Bill Lambert, Mayor

ATTEST:

___________________________
Laurie M. Hopkins, City Clerk
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Approved as to Form:

______________________________
Mia Vowels, City Attorney 
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CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

DATE: Monday, June 3, 2019

Page 1 of 2

RESPONSIBLE STAFF REVIEWED BY
Administrative and Public Works/Finance Committees  

  

ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S) OTHER RESOURCES

  

AGENDA ITEM TITLE
Airport Grant – Runway Realignment – Tony Bean, Executive Director Pullman-Moscow Regional 
Airport 
 

DESCRIPTION
Tony Bean, Executive Director of the Pullman-Moscow Regional Airport (PMRA) is seeking 
authorization from the City, as a sponsor of PMRA to apply for a grant from the U.S. Department of 
Transportation Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Airport Improvement Program for the purpose of 
completing Phase 4 of the Runway Realignment Project (grant offer AIP 3-53-0051-051). The amount of 
the grant is $46,000,000 with a local match of $3,735,200.00 from multiple sources, which includes a 
possible Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) Aviation Division state grant. To 
facilitate the FAA grant, it is appropriate to preauthorize its acceptance. The attached Resolution has 
been prepared for that purpose. The Resolution also authorizes the execution of related assurances and 
certifications. This was reviewed by the Administrative and Public Works/Finance Committees on May 
28, 2019 and recommended for approval.

The City of Pullman, as co-sponsor of PMRA, passed a similar resolution at its City Council meeting on 
May 14, 2019.

This was reviewed by both Administrative and Public Works Finance Committees on May 28 and was 
recommended for approval. 
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
ACTIONS:  Preauthorize the acceptance of an airport aid grant from the U.S. Department of 
Transportation Federal Aviation Administration Airport Improvement Program (grant offer AIP 3-53-
0051-051) and adopt the attached resolution. 
 

PROPOSED ACTIONS
ACTIONS: Preauthorize the acceptance of an airport aid grant from the U.S. Department of 
Transportation Federal Aviation Administration Airport Improvement Program (grant offer AIP 3-53-
0051-051) and adopt the attached resolution.
 

FISCAL IMPACT

 

PERSONNEL IMPACT
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ATTACHMENTS
1. FAA Runway AIP Grant Application
2. DOT FAA 

PreauthorizingAcceptanceGrantMonies;Airport;AirportImprovementRelocationRunway;mv
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RESOLUTION NO. 2019 -

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO; PREAUTHORIZING THE ACCEPTANCE OF U.S. DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION AIRPORT IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM GRANT MONIES FOR MULTIPLE PULLMAN-MOSCOW REGIONAL AIRPORT 
PROJECTS SUPPORTING THE RELOCATION OF RUNWAY 6-24.  PROVIDING THAT THIS 
RESOLUTION SHALL BE IN EFFECT UPON ITS PASSAGE, AND APPROVAL.

WHEREAS, Pullman-Moscow Regional Airport will be offered U.S. Department of Transportation 
Federal Aviation Administration Grant monies up to a maximum of $46,000,000 to be used for projects 
supporting the Relocation of Runway 6-24; and

WHEREAS, information about said grant monies and project elements is before the City Council of the 
City of Moscow and attached hereto and marked as Exhibit "A"; and

WHEREAS, the turnaround time between receipt and return of executed grant authorization documents 
will be very limited; and 

WHEREAS, this Council believes it to be in the best interests of the City of Moscow to preauthorize 
the acceptance of said grant monies.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Moscow 
as follows:

That the Mayor is hereby preauthorized and directed to accept the U.S. Department of 
Transportation Federal Aviation Administration Grant monies. 

That the Mayor is hereby preauthorized and directed to take such further action as may be 
appropriate in order to effect the purpose of this Resolution.

That this Resolution shall become effective as of the ____ day of ___________, 2019.

PASSED AND APPROVED by the Mayor of the City of Moscow, Idaho, this _____ day of 
_____________, 2019.

__________________________________
Bill Lambert, Mayor

ATTEST:

___________________________
Laurie M. Hopkins, City Clerk
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Approved as to Form:

______________________________
Mia Vowels, City Attorney 
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CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

DATE: Monday, June 3, 2019

Page 1 of 2

RESPONSIBLE STAFF REVIEWED BY
Administrative and Public Works/Finance Committees 

  

ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S) OTHER RESOURCES

  

AGENDA ITEM TITLE
Small Community Air Service Development Grant – Tony Bean, Executive Director Pullman-Moscow 
Regional Airport 
 

DESCRIPTION
It is desirable to apply for a grant from the U.S. Department of Transportation Small Community Air 
Service Development Program (SCASD) for the purpose of securing Revenue Guarantee Funds to 
support additional Air Service. The amount of the grant is up to $1,000,000 with a local match of 
approximately $300,000.00 from multiple sources public and private sources. The match pledges are 
being collected by the airport and both the Pullman and Moscow Chambers of Commerce from various 
public and private entities. To facilitate the SCASD grant, it is appropriate to request the City of Moscow 
act as an Interstate Municipal partner supporting the City of Pullman as the administrative sponsoring 
partner. The attached resolution has been prepared for that purpose.  

The City of Pullman passed a resolution preauthorizing acceptance of the SCASD grant at its City 
Council meeting on May 14, 2019.

This was reviewed by the Administrative and Public Works/Finance Committees on May 28, 2019 and 
recommended for approval. 
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
ACTION: Adopt the attached Resolution supporting the City of Pullman as the administrative 
sponsoring partner for the U.S. Department of Transportation Small Community Air Service 
Development Program Grant. 
 

PROPOSED ACTIONS
ACTIONS: Adopt the attached Resolution supporting the City of Pullman as the administrative 
sponsoring partner for the U.S. Department of Transportation Small Community Air Service 
Development Program Grant.
 

FISCAL IMPACT

 

PERSONNEL IMPACT

 

ATTACHMENTS
1. SCASD materials
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RESOLUTION NO. 2019 -

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO; PREAUTHORIZING THE ACCEPTANCE OF U.S. DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION SMALL COMMUNITY AIR SERVICE DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM 
GRANT MONIES, FOR EFFORTS TO ATTRACT ADDITIONAL AIR SERVICE TO THE 
REGION; PROVIDING THAT THIS RESOLUTION SHALL BE IN EFFECT UPON ITS 
PASSAGE, AND APPROVAL.

WHEREAS, Pullman-Moscow Regional Airport, via the City of Pullman, may be offered U.S. 
Department of Transportation Small Community Air Service Development Grant monies up to a 
maximum of $1,000,000 to be used to attract additional Commercial Air Service; and

WHEREAS, information about said grant monies and project elements is before the City Council of 
the City of Moscow, and attached hereto and marked as Exhibit "A"; and

WHEREAS, the turnaround time between receipt and return of executed grant authorization documents 
will be very limited; and 

WHEREAS, this Council believes it to be in the best interests of the City of Moscow to preauthorize 
the acceptance of the grant award to the City of Pullman as the Administrative Sponsor for additional 
air service.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Moscow 
as follows:

That the Mayor is hereby preauthorized and directed to accept the U.S. Department of 
Transportation Federal Aviation Administration Grant monies. 

That the Mayor is hereby preauthorized and directed to support Air Service Development 
Efforts and act as an Interstate partner to the City of Pullman. 

That the Mayor is hereby preauthorized and directed to take such further action as may be 
appropriate in order to effect the purpose of this Resolution.

That this Resolution shall become effective as of the ____ day of ___________, 2019.

PASSED AND APPROVED by the Mayor of the City of Moscow, Idaho, this _____ day of 
_____________, 2019.

__________________________________
Bill Lambert, Mayor
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ATTEST:

___________________________
Laurie M. Hopkins, City Clerk

Approved as to Form:

______________________________
Mia Vowels, City Attorney 
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CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

DATE: Monday, June 3, 2019

Page 1 of 1

RESPONSIBLE STAFF REVIEWED BY
Public Works/Finance Committee 

  

ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S) OTHER RESOURCES

  

AGENDA ITEM TITLE
Request for Permit Fee Waiver for the Crisis Center - Gary J. Riedner 
 

DESCRIPTION
Darrell Keim, Executive Director of the Latah Recovery Community Center, is requesting a waiver of 
building permit fees for the remodel of 531 S. Main Street, Moscow to serve as a Crisis Center. The 
Crisis Center will provide services to individuals experiencing a mental health crisis. The Latah 
Recovery Community Center is contracting with the Crisis Response Network/Public Health to serve as 
the location for behavioral health crisis services. Latah Recovery Community Center has obtained 
funding for development of 531 S. Main, the former location of Whack-A-Doos Hair Salon, through a 
contract with the Crisis Response Network. It is anticipated that the Crisis Center program will directly 
benefit the City by providing an alternative to police transports, and reduced time spent securing mental 
health holds at Gritman Medical Center emergency room. It is anticipated that the permit fees will 
amount to less than $1,000. This was reviewed by the Public Works/Finance Committee on May 28, 
2019 and recommended for approval. 
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
ACTIONS:  Approve request and authorize waiver of the building permit fees for Latah Recovery 
Community Center Crisis Center remodel at 531 S. Main Street, Moscow. 
 

PROPOSED ACTIONS
ACTIONS:  Approve request and authorize waiver of the building permit fees for Latah Recovery 
Community Center Crisis Center remodel at 531 S. Main Street, Moscow.
 

FISCAL IMPACT

 

PERSONNEL IMPACT

 

ATTACHMENTS
1. Crisis center coming to Moscow _ Northwest _ lmtribune.com
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FEATURED

Mental health
Crisis center coming to Moscow
First such center in north central Idaho could open in July

By Garrett Cabeza, for the Tribune  May 20, 2019 Updated May 20, 2019

Director Darrell Keim is looking forward to adding crisis services in this space next to the Latah Recovery Community Center in Moscow. Crisis
services will be added through a partnership with the Rural Crisis Center Network.

Geoff Crimmins/Daily News

MOSCOW — The first crisis center in north central Idaho is expected to open this July next to the Latah Recovery
Community Center in downtown Moscow.

The crisis services will be provided in a space at 531 S. Main St. formerly occupied by a styling salon, between the
recovery center and Moscow Pawn.
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“We’re really excited about it,” said Carol Moehrle, district director for Public Health — Idaho North Central District.
“It’s about time our region had some crisis services.”

Latah Recovery Community Center Director Darrell Keim said the crisis center, which he hopes will open in July, is
intended to provide a soothing environment for those experiencing a mental health crisis. At least two certified
mental health professionals would be staffed to screen patients to determine if they require crisis services or other
health services and to treat patients.

Potential patients would enter the recovery center, get screened and then enter the crisis center next door if those
services are deemed appropriate, Keim said.

The crisis center will be comprised of six semi-private resting rooms, office spaces, a kitchen, shower and restroom.
Patients can stay at the center for as long as 24 hours at a time, but most tend to stay for significantly less time,
Keim said.

Services will be funded by the state of Idaho and the facility will be managed by the recovery center, which is
renting the space.

Moehrle said the goal is to provide a crisis center in each of Idaho’s Region II counties — Latah, Nez Perce,
Clearwater, Lewis and Idaho — with the focus on setting up services in Latah and Nez Perce counties first. Each
center will be called the Rural Crisis Center Network.

The approach is different than other Idaho crisis center models, Moehrle said. For example, the Northern Idaho
Crisis Center in Coeur d’Alene — the nearest crisis center to Moscow — provides services to the five northernmost
Idaho counties.

Moehrle said a crisis center in each Region II county will allow people to access a center more quickly in times of
need.

“In those areas, they should have opportunities for resources there as well, so we’re really excited that this model
will benefit those in the communities (where) they live,” Moehrle said.

https://googleads.g.doubleclick.net/pcs/click?xai=AKAOjstrPpFF1xiPVTpionkpIkC4z7FCDuDj2NloprBxontESoNreO35IEJRGs7Mq4q6Eykpur9boDYpL8vRq9dxreD10gtyo8UGBGfT81ZX5TqswSlVSaDvvQshUqvYJu_sGfirZOuToWGYZhb2RVnEBUEkWe0ZvcKTu_6VsEPvcdXOJLlW8pOKknezQza3o0U6e1jU4n7nR38BSlu0_RK9TVAqJmnwpG0VfFF7pZEecYNMyUNAkAm0QDrWpaokumGDZ5IpZrCf5MS5&sai=AMfl-YRzlBYCGvKglIf6HVLWaVBjEgbD9Mbw_XT3Yqm19BgRQFrhA7BBYveKiQcdgLwkaBkEtsB3u_3u7EyxJJKS6O-xN-3r0zSqeUQ2vnIj_CFFp7kRflu7RuDjZFNj&sig=Cg0ArKJSzFsmyuCDP7tB&adurl=https://www.facebook.com/MerchantMemorialGroup/
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Keim said a crisis center is absolutely needed in the area.

“We already see people that I would be recommending for crisis services coming into the recovery center
periodically,” he said.

Some burden will be taken off Gritman Medical Center and local law enforcement, Keim said. Someone from law
enforcement is required to be present for each individual on a mental health hold at Gritman. Keim said Moscow
Police Department Chief James Fry told him Moscow police had 317 behavioral health-related transports from 2015
to April. The center should free up more time for officers to respond to other calls other than mental holds.

“My expectation is it would be a very positive thing,” said Gritman Chief Medical Officer John Brown. “We are so
short of resources for assisting folks in crisis that I think any addition to the team would be helpful.

“We fully intend to cooperate as much as we can with their activities and to help our interactions be as smooth as
possible for the sake of the patients that we’re going to be mutually taking care of.”

Brown, who also works as a Gritman emergency room doctor, said it is common to see people end up in the
emergency room from emotional distress, depression, suicidal thoughts, drug issues and other crisis-causing
agents. It is often difficult to help them access community resources, he said.

“I anticipate this new operation will definitely help people who are in need get care quicker than they are able to get
it now,” Brown said.

———

Cabeza can be reached at (208) 883-4631, or by email to gcabeza@dnews.com.
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15% off coupon
bubly Sparkling Water, Berry Bliss Sampler, 12oz …
Offer ends on or before May 26, 2019
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CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

DATE: Monday, June 3, 2019

Page 1 of 2

RESPONSIBLE STAFF REVIEWED BY
Michael Ray, Assistant CD Director/Planning 
Manager 
  

ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S) OTHER RESOURCES

  

AGENDA ITEM TITLE
Public Hearing: Proposed Rezone Located East of the Intersection of Southview Ave and Alice Street 
(ACTION ITEM) - Mike Ray 
 

DESCRIPTION
Thompson Family Limited Partnership is requesting to rezone a 38,558 square foot area of land generally 
located east of the intersection of Southview Avenue and Alice Street. The parcel is currently zoned 
Farm Ranch (FR) which the applicant is proposing to change to the Low Density, Single Family 
Residential (R-1) Zone. The Planning and Zoning Commission conducted a public hearing on May 8, 
2019 and recommended approval of the rezone request.  
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
After conducting the public hearing and consideration of testimony received, approve the proposed 
Zoning Ordinance under suspension of the rules requiring three complete and separate readings and that 
it be read by title and published by summary and adopt the Planning and Zoning Commission Reasoned 
Statement of Relevant Criteria. 
 

PROPOSED ACTIONS
PROPOSED ACTIONS:  After conducting the public hearing and consideration of testimony received, 
approve the proposed Zoning Ordinance under suspension of the rules requiring three complete and 
separate readings and that it be read by title and published by summary and adopt the Planning and 
Zoning Commission Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria; or consider the Zoning Ordinance on first 
reading; or reject the Zoning Ordinance and direct staff to prepare a Reasoned Statement of Relevant 
Criteria; or take such other action deemed appropriate.
 

FISCAL IMPACT

 

PERSONNEL IMPACT
N/A 
 

ATTACHMENTS
1. Staff Report
2. Thompson Packet
3. Public Hearing Notice
4. PZ RCS
5. Thompson Southview Rezone(pm1)
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CITY OF MOSCOW 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

STAFF REPORT 
 
Hearing Date:  June 3, 2019 
 
GENERAL INFORMATION 
Hearing Body:  City Council 
Subject:  Proposal for Rezone of a 38,558 square foot area of land generally located east of the 
intersection of Southview Avenue and Alice Street within the City of Moscow from its current 
designation of the Farm Ranch (FR) Zone to the Low Density, Single Family Residential (R-1) 
Zone: LUP2019-0015 

Attachments: 
1. Public Hearing Notice 
2. Rezone Application 
3. Neighborhood Meeting Materials 

STAFF REVIEW 
Proposal: The applicant, Thompson Family Limited Partnership, is requesting to rezone a 38,558 
square foot area of land generally located east of the intersection of Southview Avenue and Alice 
Street. The parcel is currently zoned Farm Ranch (FR) which the applicant is proposing to change 
to the Low Density, Single Family Residential (R-1) Zone.  

 
Aerial of Subject Property 
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Aerial with Adjacent Indian Hills 9 Subdivision 

 
Site and Area Land Use: The subject property consists of a 38,558 square foot area of land located 
to the east of the Southview Avenue and Alice Street intersection, which was recently constructed 
as part of the Indian Hills 9th Subdivision. The subject property has historically been utilized for 
agricultural purposes and is currently being farmed.  
 
The property is surrounded primarily by single family residential development to the north, 
agricultural fields to the east and south, and single family lots to the west that were recently platted 
as part of the Indian Hills 9th Subdivision. Palouse Prairie Charter School is also in the process of 
being constructed to the west near the intersection of Nursery Street and Powers Avenue.  
 
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Designation:  
The entirety of the subject property is currently designated as Auto-Urban Residential (AU-R). 
According to the Comprehensive Plan, AU-R. designated areas are, 
 

“designated areas contain predominantly single-family detached homes on lots ranging from 
7,000 to 11,000 square feet in size and are more isolated from surrounding uses which may 
require residents to rely more on automobile transportation. This designation includes those 
areas generally anticipated to be developed for low- to moderate-density residential uses at 
densities between three to six units per acre which could include a mix of detached single-family, 
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twinhome, and townhome residential dwellings. Appropriate current zoning for Auto-Urban 
Residential designated areas include Low Density Residential (R-1), Moderate Density Single 
Family Residential (R-2) and Medium Density Residential (R-3) in order to include a mixture of 
attached and detached dwellings where appropriate.” 

 
All surrounding properties are also designated as Auto-Urban Residential (AU-R). 
 
The subject property has property frontage on Southview Avenue and Alice Street which are both 
designated as local neighborhood streets by the 2019 Comprehensive Plan.  

 
 

 
Current Comprehensive Plan Land Use Designation 

 
Zoning: The proposal is to rezone the subject property from its current designation of the Farm 
Ranch (FR) Zone to the Low Density, Single Family Residential (R-1) Zone. The R-1 zoning 
district is a low density residential zone appropriate where the following circumstances are present: 

1. Single family dwellings predominate in the area. 
2. The physical character of the area does not lend it to more intense development, either by 

virtue of irregular topography, restricted access, division of the land into subdivision lots of 
a size greater than the minimum lot size required by this zoning district, or the application 
of the Plan policies to the land in question. 

 
Uses permitted within the R-1 Zone include single family residential uses and wide variety of public 
and institutional uses.  
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Current Zoning 

 

 
Proposed Zoning 
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Water and Sewer: There are existing water and sewer mains within the recently constructed 
Southview Avenue which are of sufficient capacity to accommodate any future use that the R-1 
Zone would allow on the subject property.  
 
Access, Streets, Traffic: The subject property is located adjacent to the intersection of Southview 
Avenue and Alice Street, which are both designated within the Thoroughfare Plan as collector 
streets. Southview Avenue is developed as a 36 feet wide paved roadway with curb, gutter, and 
sidewalks both sides of the street. Southview Avenue also has on-street parking on both sides of 
the street.  
 
Other Issues:  The applicant conducted a neighborhood meeting with affected property owners 
within 600 feet of the subject property on April 8, 2019 to discuss the proposed rezone. All 
neighborhood meeting materials are attached.  
 
Input from Other Agencies:  None received. 
 
RELEVANT CRITERIA & STANDARDS: 
 
Rezone: 

1. The proposed rezone is consistent with Comprehensive Plan goals, objectives, and 
implementation actions.  

2. The proposed rezone would provide for the logical and orderly location of land uses and 
community services and facilities.  

3. The uses expected to occur as a result of the rezone will be compatible with the surrounding 
area.  

4. The size, type, and density of development expected to occur as a result of the rezone will 
not place an undue burden upon delivery of services provided by any political subdivision 
within the planning jurisdiction.  

5. The size, type, and density of development expected to occur as a result of the rezone can 
be adequately served by the existing transportation network, public facilities and services. 
 

RECOMMENDATIONS:   
 
After conducting the public hearing and consideration of testimony received, approve the proposed 
Zoning Ordinance under suspension of the rules requiring three complete and separate readings and 
that it be read by title and published by summary and adopt the Planning and Zoning Commission 
Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria. 
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CITY OF MOSCOW 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Ph: 208-883-7035
Fax: 208-883-7033
apeterson@ci.moscow.id.us

Date Received
PaidFeesDept Fee Type

a $850Application FeeCD
C I IV OfMOSCOW;

iWJ LUPtArt'OOltReceipt Number
/L)AH°

APPLICATION FOR ZONING AMENDMENT
(Please type or print plainly with blue ink.)

GENERAL INFORMATION

1. Applicant
509-330-0350Thompson Family Limited Partnership Telephone:Name:

c/o 1024 Pine Crest Rd., Moscow, ID 83843
(home address)

Relationship to affected property (please check one):

Owner 0 Purchaser Q Lessee Q Other Q (explain below)

2. Owner of Affected Property (if other than applicant) 

Name: _______________________________________ Telephone:

(home address)

East end of Southview Ave., Moscow, Idaho3. Location of Affected Property:
Legal Description: See Attached Legal Description

(subdivision) (lot)(block)

If described by Metes and Bounds, please attach deed on a separate sheet.

INFORMATION ON REQUESTED REZONE

4. Proposal: The applicant requests a rezone on the above-described property as follows:

t0- Single Family Residential (R-1)From: Farm/Ranch
(proposed zoning)(current zoning)

5. Reason: Applicant requests a rezone for the following reason(s): Applicant has requested a lot division 
of the subject property in order to create three new residential lots at the east end of Southview Ave.

The property is currently zoned FR and in order for it to be used for residential, a rezone is required.

Page 1 of3Rezone Application
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6. Before the Moscow Planning and Zoning Commission can approve a zoning amendment request, the 
Commission must first make findings of compliance with the following five Relevant Criteria and 
Standards. Please indicate in the spaces provided below what you believe to be justification showing 
compliance with each item:

A. The proposed rezone is consistent with Comprehensive Plan goals, objectives, and implementation 
actions.
This rezone request is consistent with the Comp Plan designation of Auto-Urban Residential which contains predominantly single family

homes on lots ranging from 7,000 SF to 11,000 SF. The location is on the outer limits of town so it does require auto transportation.

The R-1 zoning designation is consistent with the Comp Plan designation of Auto-Urban Residential. (See 2.6.2) The proposal

provides for areas of expansion of residential uses where extension of streets and utilities can be done fiscally prudently. (See 2.7.7)

B. The proposed rezone would provide for the logical and orderly location of land uses and community 
services and facilities.
The proposed rezone promotes the logical and orderly location of residential lots, consistent with those lots adjacent to the West and to the North.

The utilities already exist to the West from the development of the Indian Hills Ninth Addition and will be extended to provide for the

proposed three lots.

C. The uses expected to occur as a result of the rezone will be compatible with the surrounding area.

Again, the residential uses anticipated by this rezone are consistent with the uses directly to the West and to the North.

D. The size, type, and density of development expected to occur as a result of the rezone will not place 
an undue burden upon delivery of services provided by any political subdivision within the planning 
jurisdiction.

This rezone proposal is for three residential lots ranging in size from 9,600 SF to 11,273 SF; this does not place an undue burden

upon the delivery of services provided to the area.

E. The size, type, and density of development expected to occur as a result of the rezone can be 
adequately served by existing transportation network, public facilities and services.

The three additional residential lots can be adequately served by the existing transportation network and public facilities and services.

Notification: The Idaho Code requires that all property owners located within 300 feet of the affected 
property receive notification of the public hearing to be conducted by the Planning and Zoning Commission 
regarding any rezone request.

The Planning and Zoning Commission shall have the authority to require any additional information they 
consider necessary to render a fair decision and recommendation on a rezone request. The Commission 
may recommend and the City Council may require additional conditions and limitations as specified in 
Section 4-9-3C of the Moscow Code.

Rezone Application Page 2 of 3
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All questions addressed on this application and the application itself must be filed with the Moscow City 
Planner at least twenty-one (21) days prior to the hearing date. The applicant will be notified by the City as 
to the time and place of the hearing pertaining to this application. The applicant or his/her duly-appointed 
representative must be present at the public hearings held before both the Planning & Zoning Commission 
and the City Council.

The following materials must_be included with this application:

Application fee.
If a legal description of the affected property is given by Metes and Bounds, a separate sheet 
containing that description.

1.
2.

I understand this information is a public record and may be posted to a public website.

licant’s Signature"^
(t

Date

Property Owner’s Signature Date

Rezone Application Page 3 of3
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3-21-2019
Legal Description by Hodge & Associates 
For Garrett Thompson - Rezone Parcel

A legal description for a parcel of land located in the SE1/4 of the SW1/4 of Section 17, T39N, 
R5W, B.M., in the City of Moscow, Latah County, Idaho and being more particularly described 
as follows:

Commencing at the southeast comer of the SW1/4 of Section 17, Thence along the south line of 
said SW1/4, also the south line of Quitclaim Deed, Instrument #400472, N88°28’20"W, 495.00 
feet, to the southwest corner of said Quitclaim Deed, Thence leaving the south line of the 
SW1/4 of Section 17, N0°37’44”E, 294.31 feet along the west line of Quitclaim Deed Instrument 
#400472 to the Point of Beginning:

Thence continuing along said west line, N0°37’44’’E, 385.01 feet, to the northwest corner 
of Quitclaim Deed, Instrument #400472 also the southwest corner of Indian Hills Second 
Addition to the City of Moscow;
Thence leaving said west line, S65°44’54”E, 128.30 feet along the north line of said 
Quitclaim Deed and the south line of Indian Hills Second Addition;
Thence leaving said common line at a right angle, S24'15’06”W, 86.26 feet;
Thence, parallel to said common line S65°44’54"E, 40.00 feet;
Thence S5°44’54”E, 69.28 feet;
Thence S24°15’06,,W, 76.25 feet;
Thence parallel to the west line of Quitclaim Deed, Instrument #400472, S0°37’44”W, 
99.83 feet;
Thence, perpendicular to said west line, N89°22’16”W, 96.77 feet to the Point of 
Beginning

Parcel contains 38,559 Square Feet, more or less.
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Section 17, T39N, R5W, BM
Found Brass Cap C1/4-Q- 

Set By B. Anderson, RLS #969 '' '
Recorded By L. Hodge, PE/LS #3003 

CPF Instrument #396427
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Survey References
1. Indian Hills Second Addition to the City of Moscow,

Instrument #258594, surveyor not identified on plat.
2. Indian Hills Third Addition to the City of Moscow,

Instrument #284160, by J. Hammond, PE/LS #2102.
3. Quitclaim Deed, Instrument #400472, Eugene & JoAnn Thompson 

to Thompson Family Limited Partnership.
4. Indian Hills 7th Addition to the City of Moscow,

Instrument #413230, by J. Hammond, PE/LS #2102.
5. Indian Hills 9th Addition to the City of Moscow,

Instrument #595522, by J. Hammond, PE/LS #2102.
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Surveyor’s Certificate
I, Duane Priest, PLS #6449, State of Idaho, do hereby certify that the 
survey represented by this map was performed by me or under my 
supervision in accordance with the laws of the State of Idaho and at 
the request of Garrett Thompson in August 2018.
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Basis of Bearings
The Basis of Bearings for this survey is the south line of the SW1/4 
of Section 17, shown hereon as N89°28’20”W per GPS observation.
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To locate, and map the boundaries of the Thompson property, located 
in the SE1/4 of the SW1/4 of Section 17, as described in Quitclaim 
Deed Instrument #400472. Also to divide, monument and map the 
boundaries of two new parcels out of said property, as shown hereon.
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Susan R. Wilson Attorney At Law, PLLC
208 S. Main St. Ste 2, Moscow, ID 83843 

Ph: 208-882-8060 - Fx: (866) 221-9397 ~sw2@moscow.com

March 20, 2019

Rezone of Thompson Family Limited Partnership 
3 Parcels End of Southview Ave - Informational Meeting

RE:

Dear Neighbor:

I represent Thompson Family Limited Partnership who desires to rezone an approximately 38,600 square foot 
parcel located at the east end of Southview Avenue in the City of Moscow from Farm Ranch to Single Family 
Residential.

Mr. Thompson is seeking the rezone because he would like to complete a lot division creating three 
residential parcels ranging in size from 9,601 to 11,273 square feet. Rezoning the requested property would 
allow for the development of the three residential lots. The rezone of this lot is consistent and compatible with 
the surrounding uses. The Indian Hills 9,h Addition to the west was recently platted to residential and the 
property to the North is residential. This parcel is directly adjacent to those residential zones.

Pursuant to Section 10-7(B), Title 4 of the Moscow City Code, a neighborhood meeting must be held as a 
prerequisite to submittal of an application for rezone. The neighborhood meeting is intended to provide a 
forum which allows the landowner to present its application as well as neighbors an opportunity to comment 
on the application. The City of Moscow has provided us with your name and address as a property owner that 
is located within 600 feet of the property proposed to be rezoned and therefore require notification.

We invite you to learn more about this application at the neighborhood meeting, which will be held at the 
1912 Center at 412 East Third Street in Moscow in the Fiske Room, on April 8, 2019, from 6:00 p.m. to 
6:30 p.m. Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns in the meantime, or if you are 
unable to attend and want to include your comments. I can be reached at 208-882-8060 or via email at 
sw2@moscow.com.

Kind regards, OfTrS
I
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cSusan R. Wilson 
Attorney at Law
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ABENDROTH, LANCE R 

846 NYLAROL ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

ATWOOD, ETHAN K 

1715 ATSIRK 

MOSCOW ID 83843

BALDWIN, RONALD F 

1721 ATSIRK ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

BALLARD, BENJAMIN 

818 INDIAN HILLS DR 

MOSCOW ID 83843

BASHAW, ERIC C
858 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE
MOSCOW ID 83843

BENNETT 1978 FAMILY TRUST 

1020 E PALOUSE RIVER DR 

MOSCOW ID 83843

BLUE, DAVID D 

786 INDIAN HILLS DR 

MOSCOW ID 83843

BRISCOE, BRANDON 

787 INDIAN HILLS DR 

MOSCOW ID 83843

COURTRIGHT, LORI G 

207 W LATHEN ST APT D 

MOSCOW ID 83843

FLYNN, JASON A
813 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE
MOSCOW ID 83843

GAYLER, RICHARD J 

839 NYLAROL ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

GREGG, JOHN C 

1718 PINE CONERD 

MOSCOW ID 83843

HACKER, STEVEN 

776 INDIAN HILLS DR 

MOSCOW ID 83843

HELBLING, SAVANNAH 

805 INDIAN HILLS DR 

MOSCOW ID 83843

HENDRIX, BETH 

818 N NYLAROL ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

HOOBLER LIVING TRUST 

101 ARROW ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

JASINSKI, HOLLY A 

838 NYLAROL ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

KARL, JASON W
821 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE
MOSCOW ID 83843

KIBLEN, DAVID
844 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE
MOSCOW ID 83843

KOCHMAN, WILLIAM 

1832 PINE CONERD 

MOSCOW ID 83843

LECHTENBERG, SANDRA K 

819 NYLAROL ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

LINGG, AL J
839 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE 

MOSCOW ID 83843

MEYER, LENDL
828 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE
MOSCOW ID 83843

NELSON, JANICE M 

828 NYLAROL ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

NELSON, PATRICIA A 

806 INDIAN HILLS DR 

MOSCOW ID 83843

NEWMAN, BRENDAN 

829 NYLAROL ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

PERSINGER, NANCY 

829 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE 

MOSCOW ID 83843

POST LIVING TRUST 

838 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE 

MOSCOW ID 83843

REDINGER, DAVID R 

781 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE 

MOSCOW ID 83843

RHEINGANS, PHILIP T 

PO BOX 8986 

MOSCOW ID 83843
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Neighborhood Meeting — April 8, 2019

Application for Rezone by Thompson Family Limited Partnership - East of Southview Ave., MoscowRE:
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LUP2019-0015

Received 4-9-19

Neighborhood Meeting Minutes

April 8, 2019

Meeting called to order at 6:01 p.m.

Garrett Thompson of Thompson Family Limited Partnership, Applicant 
Susan R. Wilson, Attorney representing Applicant acting as Moderator 
Scott Becker, engineer representing Applicant 
Participants: See attached sign in sheet.

Moderator introduced the re-zone application and process, describing the three proposed residential 
lots. Moderator discussed the requirement for a neighborhood meeting to get input from the neighbors 
and answer any questions they may have or address any issues or concerns they may raise. This is a 
pretty straight forward application requesting a rezone from Farm Ranch to Single Family Residential for 
three proposed lots created via a lot division. (A handout showing the proposed three lots was 
available.)

Present:

One participant, who would share a property line with the north lot asked questions regarding the 
common boundary. She indicated her fence is 50 years old and she has two anxious dogs. The neighbor 
also asked if any of the land would be 'dug down' at all, stating the view will change.

Scott Becker responded that the fence appeared to be pretty much on the property line so that is 
something she can ask the buyer of the lot - if they wanted to share the costs of replacing the fence. A 
new buyer would not likely put in another fence parallel to the existing one. Mr. Becker also explained 
that the lot will be dug down a little and that the grade is set by the existing road.

Questions were raised on the timing of the development of the rest of the property. Mr. Thompson 
explained that it depends on the market and that there were other issues to consider for the remainder 
of that property, like utilities for instance. Mr. Becker also pointed out that there is another project that 
is pending and would be moving forward before any future development in the subject area.

As for the actual development of the three proposed lots, Mr. Thompson indicated it could be a year 
away. They have planted the ground, so it may be this fall at the earliest.

A neighbor asked when the lots may be on the market. Mr. Thompson indicated that it depends on 
when the infrastructure is in and they can be buildable.

It was asked if the neighbors would be given more opportunity to comment or be given notice regarding 
the development. Mr. Thompson noted that there would be two notices of a public hearing; one in front 
of Planning and Zoning Commission and one in front of the City Council.

The neighbors were advised they can contact the Applicant at any time with questions they may have 
about the application; they do not have to wait for the public hearings.

There were no further comments or questions. There did not appear to be any opposition to the 
proposal; just general questions.

Meeting was adjourned at 6:13 p.m.



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
Proposal for Rezone of a 38.558 square foot area generally located east of the intersection of Southview 

Avenue and Alice Street within the City of Moscow: LUP2019-0015.

A public hearing at which you may be present and speak will be conducted by the Moscow City Council 
at which time the following proposition will be discussed for land generally shown on the vicinity map 
below:

A proposal to rezone the subject property from its current designation of the Farm Ranch 
(FR) Zone to the Low Density Single Family Residential (R-l) Zone.

The City of Moscow Planning and Zoning Commission conducted a public hearing for the proposed 
rezone on May 8. 2019 and recommended approval with no conditions.

MEETING DATE: Monday, June 3, 2019

HEARING LOCATION: Council Chambers, Second Floor, Moscow City Hall 
206 East Third Street, Moscow, Idaho

MEETING TIME: 7:00 p.m.

Note: Meeting start time is not necessarily indicative of the start time for review of the application advertised in this notice. 
Multiple hearings and/or agenda items may make it difficult to determine start time for review of application advertised in 
this notice, which could occur late in the meeting.

The file containing information on this matter is available for public review (an appointment may be necessary) at the 
Community Development Department located in the Paul Mann Building, 221 East Second Street, Moscow, Idaho. You may 
also call 883-7035 to get a meeting agenda, further information about the application, the public meeting process and/or to 
request a meeting with City Staff. Public participants desiring to submit textual materials (excluding petitions) to the decision­
making board shall do so at least five (5) calendar working days in advance of the scheduled meeting to the Community 
Development Department. Additionally, you may obtain further information about the public hearing process and procedures 
on the City’s Website at: http://id-moscow.civicplus.com/593/Public-Hearing-Notices

Laurie M. Hopkins, Moscow City Clerk

to

o
j*.

hy\'No,
f*»USD

Anne Peterson, Deputy Clerk

Publish: Saturday, May 18. 2019Subject
Property
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ABENDROTH, LANCE R 

846 NYLAROL ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

ATWOOD, ETHAN K 

1715 ATSIRK 

MOSCOW ID 83843

BALDWIN, RONALD F 

1721 ATSIRK ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

BALLARD, BENJAMIN 

818 INDIAN HILLS DR 

MOSCOW ID 83843

BASHAW, ERIC C
858 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE
MOSCOW ID 83843

BENNETT 1978 FAMILY TRUST 

1020 E PALOUSE RIVER DR 

MOSCOW ID 83843

BLUE, DAVID D 

786 INDIAN HILLS DR 

MOSCOW ID 83843

BRISCOE, BRANDON 

787 INDIAN HILLS DR 

MOSCOW ID 83843

FLYNN, JASON A
813 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE
MOSCOW ID 83843

GAYLER, RICHARD J 

839 NYLAROL ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

GREGG, JOHN C 

1718 PINE CONE RD 

MOSCOW ID 83843

HACKER. STEVEN 

776 INDIAN HILLS DR 

MOSCOW ID 83843

HELBLING, SAVANNAH 

805 INDIAN HILLS DR 

MOSCOW ID 83843

HENDRIX, BETH 

818 N NYLAROL ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

HOOBLER LIVING TRUST 

101 ARROW ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

JASINSKI, HOLLY A 

838 NYLAROL ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

KARL, JASON W
821 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE
MOSCOW ID 83843

KIBLEN, DAVID
844 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE
MOSCOW ID 83843

KOCHMAN, WILLIAM 

1832 PINE CONE RD 

MOSCOW ID 83843

LECHTENBERG, SANDRA K 

819 NYLAROL ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

LINGG, AL J
839 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE 

MOSCOW ID 83843

MEYER, LENDL
828 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE
MOSCOW ID 83843

NELSON, JANICE M 

828 NYLAROL ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

NELSON, PATRICIA A 

806 INDIAN HILLS DR 

MOSCOW ID 83843

NEWMAN, BRENDAN 

829 NYLAROL ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

PERSINGER, NANCY 

829 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE 

MOSCOW ID 83843

POST LIVING TRUST 

838 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE 

MOSCOW ID 83843

REDINGER. DAVID R 

781 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE 

MOSCOW ID 83843

RHEINGANS, PHILIP T 

PO BOX 8986 

MOSCOW ID 83843

SAMPSON, WILLIAM R 

114 ARROW ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843
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SCHWARTZ, JOSEPH M 

799 INDIAN HILLS DR 

MOSCOW ID 83843

STOCKWELL HILLSIDE LLC 

252 IRONWOOD LANE
SUMMERS, DAVID A 

847 NYLAROL ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843REDDING CA 96003

SWEETON, CHRISTOPHER 

1833 PINE CONE 

MOSCOW ID 83843

THIGPEN, JENNIFER 

104 ARROW ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

THOMPSON FAMILY LTD 
PARTNERSHIP
1024 PINECREST ROAD
MOSCOW ID 83843
WEGMAN, JERRY
111 ARROW ST
MOSCOW ID 83843

TODD, JAMES E 

842 NYLAROL ST 

MOSCOW ID 83843

VORSE, CHAD A 

1735 ATSIRK 

MOSCOW ID 83843

WILLIAMS, JOSEPH D 

793 INDIAN HILLS DRIVE 

MOSCOW ID 83843
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BEFORE THE PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
oF THE CITY OF MOSCOW, COUNTY OF LATAH,

STATE OF IDAHO

REASONED STATEMENT OF RELEVANT CRITERIA AND STANDARDS

REASONED STATEMENT OF RELEVANT CRITERIA AND STANDARDS REGARDING A
REQUEST FOR THE REZONING A THIRTY-EIGHT THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED AND
FIFTY-EIGHT (38,558) SQUARE FOOT AREA OF LAND GENERALLY LOCATED EAST OF
THE INTERSECTION OF SOUTHVIEW AVENUE AND ALICE STREET IN THE CITY OF
MOSCOW, IDAHO.

WHEREAS, the applicant filed an application for Rezone on April 9,2019; and

WHEREAS, this matter came before the Moscow Planning and Zoning Commission during a duly
noticed public hearing on May 8,2019; and

WHEREAS, having reviewed the application, including all exhibits entered, and having considered
the issues presented by the applicant and the opponents:

THE PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO,
AFTER DUE DELIBERATION AND CONSIDERATION, HEREBY CONCLUDES:

I. RELEVANT FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS

The Planning and Zoning Commission considered the request pursuant to the City of Moscow
2009 Comprehensive Plan, City of Moscow Zoning Ordinance, the Local Land Use Planning
Act, and other applicable development regulations.

The subject property is a thirty-eight thousand five hundred and fifty-eight (38,558) square foot
area of land generally located east of the intersection of Southview Avenue and Alice Street.

The subject property is currently comprised of undeveloped property to the east of the lndian
Hills 9th Addition Subdivision which was recently developed and extended Southview Avenue
and Alice Street. The subject property has historically been utilized for agricultural purposes and
is currently being farmed.

4. The property is surrounded primarily by single family residential development to the north,
agricultural fields to the east and south, and single family lots to the west that were recently
platted as part of the Indian Hills 9s Subdivision. Palouse Prairie Charter School is also in the
process of being constructed to the west near the intersection of Nursery Street and Powers
Avenue.

The subject property is currently designated by the 2019 Comprehensive Plan as Auto-Urban
Residential (AU-R). According to the Comprehensive Plan, AU-R designated areas,

"contain predominantly single-family detached homes on lots rangingfrom 7,000 to I 1,000
square feet in size and are more isolatedfrom surcounding uses which may require residents
to rely more on automobile transportalion. This designation includes those areas generally
onticipqled to be developedfor low- to moderate-density residential uses at densities between
three to six units per acre which could include a mix of detached single-family, lwinhome,

Thompson Southview RZ PZ RCS
May 8.2019
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and lownhome residential dwellings. Appropriate curuenl zoningfor Auto-Urban Residential
designated areas include Low Density Residential (R-l), Moderate Density Single Family
Residential (R-2) and Medium Density Residential (R-3) in order to include a mixture of
attached and detached dwellings where appropriate."

6. All surrounding properties are also designated as Auto-Urban Residential (AU-R).

7. The subject property is currently designated Farm, Ranch, and Outdoor Recreation (FR).

8. The proposal is to rezone the subject property from its current designation of the Farm Ranch
(FR) Zone to the Low Density, Single Family Residential (R-l) Zone.

9. The propenies within Indian Hills 9th Subdivision to the west of the subject property are primarily
within the Moderate Density, Single Family Residential (R-2) Zone. All properties to the north
are within the Low Density, Single Family Residential (R-l) Zone and the remainder of the
agricultural land to the east is within the Farm Ranch (FR) Zone.

10. The R-l zoning district is a low density residential zone appropriate where the following
circumstances are present:

I. Single family dwellings predominate in the area.

2. The physical characler of the area does not lend il to more intense development, either by
virtue of iruegular topography, restricted access, division of the land into subdivision lots
of a size greater than the minimum lol size required by this zoning districl, or the application
of the PIan policies to the land in question.

I l. The minimum lot size for parcels within the R-l Zone is 9,600 square feet and the minimum lot
width is 80 feet.

12. Uses permitted within the R-l Zone include single family residential uses and wide variety of
public and institutional uses.

13. There are existing water and sewer mains within the recently constructed Southview Avenue
which are of sufficient capacity to accommodate any future use that the R-l Zone would allow
on the subject property.

14. The subject property is located adjacent to the intersection of Southview Avenue and Alice
Street, which are both designated within the Thoroughfare Plan as local neighborhood streets.
Southview Avenue is developed as a 36 feet wide paved roadway with curb, gutter, and sidewalks
both sides of the street. Southview Avenue also has on-street parking on both sides of the street.

15. The applicant conducted a neighborhood meeting with affected property owners within 600 feet
of the subject property on April 8,2019 to discuss the proposed rezone.

BASED ON THE ABOVE RELEVANT FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS, THE PLANNING AND
ZONING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF MOSCOW HEREBY FINDS THE FOLLOWING
RELEVANT CRITERIA AND STANDARDS:

II. RELEVANT CRITERIA AND STANDARDS

The proposed rezone is consistent with Comprehensive Plan goals, objectives, and
implementation actions. The proposed zoning disrict is consistent and in conformance with the
uses and densities designated within the 2019 Comprehensive Plan. The Auto-Urban Residential
(AU-R) Land Use Designation corresponds with the proposed Low Density, Single Family

Thompson Southview RZ PZ RCS
May 8.2019 Pagc 2 of3



Residential (R-l ). Therefore, the Commission finds that the proposed rezone is consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan.

2. The proposed rezone would provide for the logical and orderly location of land uses and
community services and facilities. The proposed R-l Zone provides for a logical transition from
the R-2 Zone to the west and a continuation of the R-l Zone to the north. The proposed zoning
and uses are consistent with the surrounding area and will not unduly burden the neighborhood of
public infrastructure. The proposed rezone meets the intent of the R-l Zone.

3. The uses expected to occur as a result of the rezone will be compatible with the surrounding
area. The proposed zoning is consistent with adjacent zoning districts and will create a logical
and orderly zoning configuration for the subject area. The adjacent properties in all directions are
all primarily residential except for Palouse Prairie Charter School which is adjacent to Nursery
Street.

4. The size, type, and density of development expected to occur as a result of the rezone will not
place an undue burden upon delivera of services provided by any political subdivision within
the planning jurisdiction. The proposed zoning and uses are suitable for the area and will not
unduly burden the neighborhood of public infrastructure.

5. The size, type, and density of development expected to occur as a result of the rezone can be
adequately served by the existing transportation network, public facilities and services. The
subject property has street access via Southview Avenue and Alice Street. There are currently
sufficient and available public utility services to meet the needs ofexisting and future development.

III. DECISION

Based on the above Reasoned Statement of Relevant Criteria, the Planning and Zoning Commission
of the City of Moscow recommends approval of the rezone request for the thirty-eight thousand five
hundred and fifty-eight (38,558) square foot property with no conditions.

PASSED BY THE PLANNINC AND ZONING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF MOSCOW this

Zfiltu, of 2019.

(-

Robb Vice Chair
Planning and Zoning Commission

Thompson Southview RZ PZ RCS
May 8. 2019 Pagc 3 of3



ORDINANCE 2019 -     THOMPSON SOUTHVIEW REZONE JUNE 3, 2019 PAGE 1 OF 3

ORDINANCE NO. 2019 -

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO; PROVIDING FOR THE ZONING OF AN APPROXIMATELY 
THIRTY-EIGHT THOUSAND, FIVE HUNDRED FIFTY-NINE (38,559) SQUARE FEET OF 
PROPERTY, DESCRIBED IN SECTION 1 OF THIS ORDINANCE, AS LOW DENSITY, 
SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL (R-1); PROVIDING THAT THE PROVISIONS OF THIS 
ORDINANCE BE DEEMED SEVERABLE; PROVIDING FOR THIS ORDINANCE TO BE IN 
FULL FORCE AND EFFECT FROM AND AFTER ITS PASSAGE, APPROVAL AND 
PUBLICATION ACCORDING TO LAW.

WHEREAS, the lands described in Section 1 of this Ordinance are currently zoned Farm, Ranch, 
and Outdoor Recreation (FR) within the City of Moscow; and

WHEREAS, the proposed change from Farm, Ranch, and Outdoor Recreation (FR) to Low 
Density, Single Family Residential (R-1) is consistent with the underlying 2019 Comprehensive 
Plan Land Use Designation for Auto-Urban Residential (AU-R) use; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed uses that would be allowed by the proposed zoning are consistent and 
compatible with the surrounding land uses, provide for the logical, orderly and efficient 
development of the subject property, and are consistent with the City of Moscow Comprehensive 
Plan; and

WHEREAS, on May 8, 2019, Moscow Planning and Zoning Commission held a duly noticed 
public hearing and recommended approval of zoning the subject property R-1; and

WHEREAS, the Moscow City Council conducted a duly noticed public hearing and passed a 
motion to approve this zoning on June 3, 2019;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF MOSCOW, IDAHO, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1:  LEGAL DESCRIPTION.

This Ordinance shall apply to the following described lands in Moscow, Latah County, Idaho, to-
wit:

A legal description for a parcel of land located in the SE1/4 of the SW1/4 of Section 17, 
T39N, R5W, B.M., in the City of Moscow, Latah County, Idaho and being more particularly 
described as follows:

Commencing at the southeast comer of the SW1/4 of Section 17, Thence along 
the south line of said SW1/4, also the south line of Quitclaim Deed, Instrument 
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#400472, N88°28’20"W, 495.00 feet, to the southwest corner of said Quitclaim 
Deed, Thence leaving the south line of the SW1/4 of Section 17, N0°37’44”E, 
294.31 feet along the west line of Quitclaim Deed Instrument #400472 to the 
Point of Beginning:

Thence continuing along said west line, N0°37’44’’E, 385.01 feet, to the 
northwest corner of Quitclaim Deed, Instrument #400472 also the southwest 
corner of Indian Hills Second Addition to the City of Moscow; Thence leaving 
said west line, S65°44’54”E, 128.30 feet along the north line of said Quitclaim 
Deed and the south line of Indian Hills Second Addition; Thence leaving said 
common line at a right angle, S24'15’06”W, 86.26 feet; Thence, parallel to said 
common line S65°44’54"E, 40.00 feet; Thence S5°44’54”E, 69.28 feet; Thence 
S24°15’06”W, 76.25 feet; Thence parallel to the west line of Quitclaim Deed, 
Instrument #400472, S0°37’44”W, 99.83 feet; Thence, perpendicular to said 
west line, N89°22’16”W, 96.77 feet to the Point of Beginning.

Parcel contains 38,559 Square Feet, more or less.

SECTION 2:  ZONING.  That the property described in Section 1 be and the same hereby is 
zoned Low Density, Single Family Residential (R-1); and, the City Engineer is hereby ordered to 
make the necessary amendments to the official maps of the City of Moscow which are on file at 
221 East 2nd Street.

SECTION 3:  SEVERABILITY.  Provisions of this Ordinance shall be deemed severable and 
the invalidity of any provision of this Ordinance shall not affect the validity of remaining 
provisions.

SECTION 4:  EFFECT ON OTHER ORDINANCES.  Where the definitions contained in this 
Ordinance are in conflict with relevant portions of City of Moscow, Idaho Municipal Code, the 
definition contained within those portions of the Moscow Code will be unaffected until such time, 
if any, as they are amended to be consistent with this Ordinance.

SECTION 5:  EFFECTIVE DATE.  This Ordinance shall be effective upon its passage, 
approval, and publication according to law.

PASSED by the City Council and APPROVED by the Mayor this ____ day of _____________, 
2019.

___________________________________
Bill Lambert, Mayor

ATTEST:

______________________________
Laurie M. Hopkins, City Clerk
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EXHIBIT  “A”



CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT

DATE: Monday, June 3, 2019

Page 1 of 1

RESPONSIBLE STAFF REVIEWED BY
Justin Goodwin Reviewed by the Administrative Committee. 
  

ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S) OTHER RESOURCES
N/A

  

AGENDA ITEM TITLE
Public Hearing:  Tiny Home Construction and Development Standards Ordinance (ACTION ITEM) - 
Justin Goodwin 
 

DESCRIPTION
In July of 2018 the Idaho State Building Code Board adopted a new appendix pertaining to tiny homes, 
Appendix R. A tiny home is defined as a dwelling that is 400 square feet or less in floor area. Appendix 
R allowed for certain building code exceptions for tiny homes. On November 27, 2018 the City of 
Moscow Building Code Advisory Committee conducted a meeting to review the proposed appendix and 
recommended approval with two amendments. The proposed ordinance would adopt Appendix R with 
the two modifications proposed by the Building Code Advisory Committee. The proposed ordinance has 
been scheduled for a public hearing before City Council at the Council’s upcoming June 3, 2019 
meeting. This was reviewed by the Administrative Committee on May 28, 2019. 
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Conduct public hearing and after considering testimony, approve the Ordinance under suspension of the 
rules requiring three complete and separate readings and that it be read by title and published by 
summary. 
 

PROPOSED ACTIONS
PROPOSED ACTIONS: Conduct public hearing and after considering testimony, approve the 
Ordinance under suspension of the rules requiring three complete and separate readings and that it be 
read by title and published by summary; or consider the Ordinance on first reading and that it be read by 
title; or reject the Ordinance; or take such other action deemed appropriate.
 

FISCAL IMPACT
N/A 
 

PERSONNEL IMPACT
N/A 
 

ATTACHMENTS
1. TinyHomesAppendix'R';mv
2. IDAPA Tiny Homes
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ORDINANCE NO. 2019 -

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO; PROVIDING FOR THE AMENDMENT OF MOSCOW CITY 
CODE TITLE 7, CHAPTER 16, PROVIDING FOR THE ADOPTION AND AMENDMENT OF 
2012 INTERNATIONAL RESIDENTIAL CODE APPENDIX R PERTAINING TO 
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR TINY HOMES; PROVIDING THAT THE 
PROVISIONS OF THIS ORDINANCE BE DEEMED SEVERABLE; APPROVING THE 
PUBLICATION OF A SUMMARY OF THE ORDINANCE WITH THE FULL TEXT 
AVAILABLE AT CITY HALL; PROVIDING FOR A WAIVER OF THE READING RULES; 
AND PROVIDING FOR THIS ORDINANCE TO BE IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT FROM 
THE DATE OF ITS PASSAGE, APPROVAL AND PUBLICATION ACCORDING TO LAW.

WHEREAS, the City of Moscow adopts building codes for City through the advice of the Building 
Code Advisory Committee; and

WHEREAS, when the State of Idaho Building Code Board amends/adds to the State adopted 
Codes, City will review the proposed amendment/addition with the Building Code Advisory 
Committee; and

WHEREAS, on the advice of the Building Code Advisory Committee, City wishes to add 
Appendix R, titled Tiny Homes, to the International Residential Code 2012 Addition, with local 
amendments;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF MOSCOW, IDAHO, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1:  That Moscow City Code Title 7, Chapter 16 be amended as follows:

Sec. 16-2. Amendments to the International Residential Code.
The following amendments to the adopted portions of the 2012 Edition of the International 

Residential Code are hereby made:
Section G2406.2 shall be amended by the deletion of exceptions 3 and 4.
Section G2408.2 shall be amended by the deletion of the exception.
Section G2427.4.3 shall be added and shall read as follows:  Testing:  All plastic pipe located 

within a dwelling used for venting flue gases shall be tested at five (5) psi for fifteen (15) minutes 
duration.

Section M1502.4.2 shall be amended by deleting the words “not to exceed twelve feet (12’)” 
and inserting the words “not to exceed four feet (4’) or every joint”.

Section M2101.10 shall be amended by replacing the words “fifteen (15 minutes” with the 
words “thirty (30) minutes”.

Creation of Enforcement Agency
Section R103.1.  There is hereby established in this jurisdiction a code enforcement agency 

which shall be under the administrative and operational control of the Building Official.  The 
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Building Official shall develop such rules, regulations and standards as are necessary for the 
efficient administration of this Chapter.

Section R302.5.4 shall be added:  Openings between the garage and the residence shall be 
equipped with a minimum of two (2) self closing hinges.

Section R302.6 shall be replaced with the following language:  The garage shall be separated 
from the residence and its attic area by not less than five eighths inch (5/8”) gypsum board applied 
to the garage side.  Where the separation is a floor-ceiling assembly, the structure supporting the 
separation and the ceiling shall be protected by not less than five eighths inch (5/8”) gypsum board 
or equivalent.  

Table R302.6, “Dwelling/garage Fire Separation” shall be amended to require that all gypsum 
board shall be five-eighths inch (5/8”) gypsum board or the equivalent and not one-half inch (1/2”) 
gypsum board.

Section R303.4 shall be replaced with the following language:
R303.4 Mechanical Ventilation.  Dwelling units shall be provided with whole house 

mechanical ventilation in accordance with Section M1507.3.
Exception:  Where the air infiltration rate of a dwelling unit is equal to five (5) air changes 

per hour or greater when tested with a blower door at a pressure of zero  point two inch (0.2) w.c. 
(50 Pa) in accordance with Section N1102.4.1.2.

Section R308.4 “Hazardous locations” For Glazing shall be amended by the deletion of 
exception 2 in R308.4.3.

Section R308.4.5 shall be amended by inserting the words “and horizontally” after the word 
“vertically” and before the word “above” and by the deletion of the exception in R308.4.7.

Section R311.3 shall have the following sentence deleted: “The width of each landing shall 
not be less than the door served.” The following sentence shall be added to Section R311.3:  “All 
landings shall have minimum width of thirty six inches (36”).”

Section R311.3.1. shall be amended by deleting the Exception.
Section R315.2 shall be amended by inserting the words ‘for additions, re-models, and/or 

gas/mechanical work’  after the word “permit” and before the word “occurs”, with deletions of 
exceptions 1 and 2 of 312.1.2.

Table R403.1 to be amended as follows:
When one (1) floor is supported by the foundation, thickness of the foundation wall shall be 

six inches (6”) if concrete, and eight inches (8”) if unit masonry when the foundation wall is forty 
eight inches (48”) or less in height.  When the foundation wall is forty eight inches (48”) or more 
in height and one (1) floor is supported by the foundation, thickness of the foundation shall be 
eight inches (8”) if concrete, and eight inches (8”) if unit masonry; width of footing shall be sixteen 
inches (16”); thickness of footing shall be eight inches (8”); depth below undisturbed ground 
surface shall be thirty inches (30”).

When two (2) floors are supported by the foundation, thickness of the foundation wall shall 
be eight inches (8”) if concrete, and eight inches (8”) if unit masonry; width of footing shall be 
sixteen inches (16”); thickness of footing shall be eight inches (8”); depth below undisturbed 
ground surface shall be thirty inches (30”)

When three (3) floors are supported by the foundation, thickness of the foundation wall shall 
be ten inches (10”) if concrete; and ten inches (10”) if unit masonry; width of footing shall be 
twenty inches (20”); thickness of footing shall be ten inches (10”); depth below undisturbed ground 
surface shall be thirty inches (30”).
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1. Where unusual conditions or frost conditions are found, footings and foundations shall 
be required to be engineered.

2. The ground under the floor may be excavated to the elevation of the top of the footing.
3. Foundations may support a roof in addition to the stipulated number of floors.  

Foundations supporting roofs only shall be as required for supporting one (1) floor. 
Amend table 404.1.2(2), 404.1.2.(3) to say all foundation walls four feet (4’) or less #4 bar 

twenty four inch (24”) on center vertical and horizontal.  Foundation walls more than four feet (4’) 
but less than ten feet ((10’) #4 bar eighteen inch (18”) on center vertical and horizontal.  More than 
ten feet (10’) wall shall be designed by a design professional.

Section R406.1 shall be amended by deletion, in the first sentence, of the words “that retain 
earth and enclose interior spaces and floors below grade”.

Section R408.2 shall be amended by the deletion of exceptions 1, 2, 3, and 5.
Section R501.3 Fire Protection of Floors, shall be deleted in its entirety.
Table R602.3.1 of the 2012 IRC shall be replaced with Table 602.3.1 of the 2009 IRC.
Section R602.3.2 Top Plates shall be amended by deletion of the sentence “Joints in plates 

need not occur over studs.” and replacing that sentence with “Joints in plates shall occur over 
studs.”

Section R703.2 shall be amended by the deletion of exceptions 2 and 3.
Section M2101.10 shall be amended by replacing the words “fifteen (15) minutes” with the 

words “thirty (30) minutes”.
Appendix M shall be amended at Section AM103.1.3.1 by deletion in the first sentence of the 

words “…and be at least six feet (6’) (1,529 mm) tall...”; and by deletion in the second sentence 
of the words “…to be installed at a minimum of five feet (5’) (1,528 mm) above the ground”.

Appendix R of the International Residential Code, 2012 Edition, titled “Tiny Homes”, shall 
be added.

Section AR104.1.1 shall be amended to say “ . . . Lofts shall have a floor area of not less than 
thirty-five (35) square feet (3.25 m), and a maximum of two hundred (200) square feet.”

Section AR104.1.3 shall be amended by the deletion of the exception:  “Under gable roofs 
with a minimum slope of 6:12, portions of a loft with a sloping ceiling measuring less than 16 
inches (406 mm) from the finished floor to the finished ceiling shall not be considered as 
contributing to the minimum required area for the loft.”

SECTION 2:  SEVERABILITY.  Provisions of this Ordinance shall be deemed severable and 
the invalidity of any provision of this Ordinance shall not affect the validity of remaining 
provisions.  The remaining sections of Title 7 shall be in full force and effect.

SECTION 3:  EFFECT ON OTHER ORDINANCES.  Where the definitions contained in this 
Ordinance are in conflict with relevant portions of the City of Moscow, Idaho, Municipal Code, 
the definitions contained within those portions of the Moscow Municipal Code will be unaffected 
until such time, if any, as they are amended to be consistent with this Ordinance.

SECTION 4:  EFFECTIVE DATE.  This Ordinance shall be effective upon its passage, 
approval, and publication according to law.
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PASSED by the City Council and APPROVED by the Mayor this _____ day of 
___________________, 2019.

_____________________________________
Bill Lambert, Mayor

ATTEST:

___________________________
Laurie M. Hopkins, City Clerk
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i. Section AR101 Scope. This appendix shall be applicable to tiny houses used as single dwelling 
units. Tiny houses shall comply with this code except as otherwise stated in this appendix. (3-28-18)

ii. Section AR102 Definitions. The following words and terms shall, for the purposes of this appendix, 
have the meanings shown herein. Refer to Chapter 2 of this code for general definitions. (3-28-18)

(1) Tiny House. A dwelling that is four hundred (400) square feet (thirty-seven (37) m) or less in floor 
area excluding lofts. (3-28-18)

(2) Escape and Rescue Roof Access Window. A skylight or roof window designed and installed to  
satisfy the emergency escape and rescue opening requirements in Section R310. (3-28-18)

(3) Landing Platform.  A landing provided as the top step of a stairway accessing a loft. (3-28-18)

(4) Loft. A floor level located more than thirty (30) inches (762 mm) above the main floor and open to 
it on at least one (1) side with a ceiling height of less than six (6) feet eight (8) inches (2032 mm), used as a living or 
sleeping space. (3-28-18)

(iii) Section AR103 Minimum Ceiling Height. Habitable space and hallways in tiny houses shall have a 
ceiling height of not less than six (6) feet eight (8) inches (2032 mm). Bathrooms, toilet rooms, and kitchens shall 
have a ceiling height of not less than six (6) feet four (4) inches (1930 mm). Obstructions shall not extend below these 
minimum ceiling heights including beams, girders, ducts, lighting and other obstructions. Exception: Ceiling heights 
in lofts are permitted to be less than six (6) feet eight (8) inches (2032 mm) (3-28-18)

iv. Section AR104 Lofts. (3-28-18)

(1) AR104.1 Minimum loft area and dimensions.  Lofts used as a sleeping or living space shall meet the 
minimum area and dimension requirements of Sections AR104.1.1 through AR104.1.3. (3-28-18)

(a) AR104.1.1 Minimum area. Lofts shall have a floor area of not less than thirty-five (35) square feet 
(3.25 m ). (3-28-18)

(b) AR104.1.2 Minimum dimensions.  Lofts shall be not less than five (5) feet (1524 mm) in any 
horizontal dimension. (3-28-18)

(c) AR104.1.3 Height effect on loft area.  Portions of a loft with a sloping ceiling measuring less than 
three (3) feet (914 mm) from the finished floor to the finished ceiling shall not be considered as contributing to the 
minimum required area for the loft. Exception: Under gable roofs with a minimum slope of 6:12, portions of a loft 
with a  sloping ceiling measuring less than 16 inches (406 mm) from the finished floor to the finished ceiling shall not 
be considered as contributing to the minimum required area for the loft. (3-28-18)

(2) AR104.2 Loft Access.  The access to and primary egress from lofts shall be any type described in 
Sections AR104.3 through AR104.6. (3-28-18)

(3) AR104.3. Stairways.  Stairways accessing lofts shall comply with this code or with Sections 
AR104.3.1 through AR104.3.5. (3-28-18)

(a) AR104.3.1 Width.  Stairways accessing a loft shall not be less than seventeen (17) inches (432 mm) 
in clear width at or above the handrail. The minimum width below the handrail shall be not less than twenty (20) 
inches (508 mm). (3-28-18)

(b) AR104.3.2 Headroom.  The headroom in stairways accessing a loft shall be not less than six (6) feet 
two (2) inches (1880 mm), as measured vertically, from a sloped line connecting the tread or landing platform nosings 
in the middle of their width. Exception:  The headroom for a landing platform, where stairways access lofts, shall be 
not less than four (4) feet six (6) inches (1372 mm). (3-28-18)
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(c) AR104.3.3 Treads and Risers.  Risers for stairs accessing a loft shall be not less than seven (7) 
inches (178 mm) and not more than twelve (12) inches (305 mm) in height. Tread depth and riser height shall be 
calculated in accordance with one of the following formulas: (3-28-18)

(i) The tread depth shall be twenty (20) inches (508 mm) minus 4/3 of the riser height, or (3-28-18)

(ii) The riser height shall be fifteen (15) inches (381 mm) minus 3/4 of the tread depth. (3-28-18)

(d) AR104.3.4 Landing Platforms.  The top tread and riser of stairways accessing lofts shall be 
constructed as a landing platform where the loft ceiling height is less than six (6) feet two (2) inches (1880 mm) 
where the stairway meets the loft. The landing platform shall be eighteen (18) inches to twenty-two (22) inches (457 
to 559 mm) in depth measured from the nosing of the landing platform to the edge of the loft, and sixteen (16) to 
eighteen (18) inches (406 to 457 mm) in height measured from the landing platform to the loft floor. (3-28-18)

(e) AR104.3.5 Stairway Handrails.  Handrails shall comply with Section R311.7.8. (3-28-18)

(f) AR104.3.6 Stairway Guards.  Guards at open sides of stairways shall comply with Section R312.1.
(3-28-18)

(4) AR104.4 Ladders.  Ladders accessing lofts shall comply with Sections AR104.4.1 and AR104.4.2.
(3-28-18)

(a) AR104.4.1 Ladder Size and Capacity. Ladders accessing lofts shall have a rung width of not less 
than twelve  (12) inches (305 mm) and ten (10) inches (254 mm) to fourteen (14) inches (356 mm) spacing between 
rungs. Ladders shall be capable of supporting a two hundred (200) pound (75 kg) load on any rung. Rung spacing 
shall be uniform within 3/8-inch (9.5 mm). (3-28-18)

(b) AR104.4.2 Ladder Incline.  Ladders shall be installed at seventy (70) to eighty (80) degrees from 
horizontal. (3-28-18)

(5) AR104.5 Alternating Tread Devices. Alternating tread devices accessing lofts, and handrails of 
alternating tread devices shall comply  with sections 1011.14.1 and 1011.14.2 of the International Building Code, 
excluding the exception. The clear width at and below the handrails shall be not less than twenty (20) inches (508 
mm). (3-28-18)

(6) AR104.6. Ships Ladders.  Ships ladders accessing lofts, and treads and handrails of ships ladders 
shall comply with sections 1011.15.1 and 1011.15.2 of the International Building Code. The clear width at and below 
handrails shall be not less than twenty (20) inches (508 mm). (3-28-18)

(7) AR104.7 Loft Guards.  Loft guards shall be located along the open side of lofts. Loft guards shall 
not be less than thirty-six (36) inches (914 mm) in height or one (1)-half of the clear height to the ceiling, whichever 
is less. (3-28-18)

v. SECTION AR105. Emergency Escape and Rescue Openings. Tiny houses shall meet the 
requirements of Section R310 for emergency  escape and rescue openings. Exception: Escape and rescue roof access 
windows in lofts used as sleeping rooms shall be deemed  to meet three (3) requirements of Section R310 where 
installed such that the bottom of the opening is not more than forty-four (44) inches (1118 mm) above the loft floor, 
provided the escape and rescue roof access window complies with the minimum opening area requirements of 
Section R310. (3-28-18)

03. International Existing Building Code. 2015 Edition. (3-29-17)

04. International Energy Conservation Code. 2015 Edition with the following amendments:
(3-29-17)

a. Delete the Residential Provisions of the 2015 International Energy Conservation Code (IECC) set 
forth in chapters 1 [RE] through 6 [RE], including Appendix RA (pages R-1 through R-57), and replace with the 
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RESPONSIBLE STAFF REVIEWED BY
Dwight Curtis, Parks & Recreation Director Administrative Committee 
  

ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S) OTHER RESOURCES

  

AGENDA ITEM TITLE
Beer Garden Request for Corn Hole Extravaganza (ACTION ITEM) -Dwight Curtis 
 

DESCRIPTION
A local business, Tapped, is requesting approval to have a beer garden at their new community event, the 
Moscow Annual Corn Hole Extravaganza. The event is open to the public and is scheduled to take place 
on June 22, 2019 (see attached letter and event map from Tapped). 

The event involves a corn hole tournament, other games, food trucks and music. All revenue from the 
tournament will be donated to Palouse Cares Network.

The beer garden is small, similar to the Renaissance Fair event's beer garden, with security by Moscow 
Police officers, time paid for by Tapped. The Police Chief has reviewed the request, as well as safety 
requirements addressed in the agreement, and had no issue with this request.

This item was reviewed by the Administrative Committee on May 28, 2019, and recommended for 
approval. 
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
No recommendation. 
 

PROPOSED ACTIONS
PROPOSED ACTIONS:  Approve Beer Garden Request by Tapped for the Moscow Annual Corn Hole 
Extravaganza event to be held on June 22, 2019 in East City Park, or take such other action deemed 
appropriate.
 

FISCAL IMPACT

 

PERSONNEL IMPACT

 

ATTACHMENTS
1. Corn Hole Letter 5-20-19
2. Moscow Annual Corn Hole Extravaganza 2019 Beer-Wine Resolution 5-28-19;mv(clean)
3. HOLD HARMLESS Moscow Annual Corn Hole Extravaganza 2019;mv(clean)
 



Brandon Allen 
May 18th, 2019 
To: Dr. Dwight Curtis 

Moscow Annual Corn Hole 
Extravaganza  

The City of  Moscow is showcased best through its longstanding commitment to building 

community. Whether it be our nationally recognized Farmer’s Market or the countless non-profit 

organizations that fill the gaps for those in need, Moscow is truly an incubator for strongly rooted 

community residence to thrive. The first Moscow Annual Corn Hole Extravaganza is an event 

aimed at providing yet another family friendly event where Moscow residents are able to come 

together and enjoy a summer day in fellowship. It is our request to have resolution passed 

allowing Beer and Wine to be served at this event.  

The event will be taking place on June 22nd in East City Park where there will be a Corn 

Hole Tournament and other festivities for families to enjoy. Offerings include: Corn Hole, Spike 

Ball, Volley Ball, Face Painting, a Bounce House, Food Trucks, Frisbees, Live Music, and a 

handful of  other events. The event itself  is going to act as a fundraiser for a local non-profit 

organization where all proceeds from the tournament will be directed. Additionally, Moscow 

Building Supply will be hosting a youth educational event, prior to the tournament, where youth 

will be invited to learn how to construct Corn Hole boards and the importance of  skill and safety 

when practicing woodworking. Specific details pertaining to the event are as follows: 

*	Sponsors: Summit Funding Inc., Story Real Estate, Jon Kimberling with Farmer’s 	 

	 Insurance, Moscow Building Supply, Tapped, Mad Greek, Hahn Rental, Latah County 	  

	 Title Company. 



* Alcohol Sponser: Tapped including insurance requirement where City of  Moscow is 

listed as additional insured. 

* Fencing will be provided to ensure closure of  designated Beer/Wine garden 

* Corn Hole Tournament entry fee: $50 per team (two people per team) 

* Free admittance for non-competitors  

* Estimated number of  participants: 200 

* Two food trucks will be on site 

* Trash will be collected and Recycling available  

* Hours of  event: 10:00 am - 6:00 pm 

* Beer Garden Hours: 12:00 pm - 6:00 pm on June 22nd ONLY 

* Map of  event lay out provided below 

* 100% of  all revenue will be donated to Palouse Care Network (with exception to food 

trucks and alcohol who will be donating portion of  revenue to PCN 

* Private Security will be provided unless otherwise directed from Moscow City Police.  

* Gate Keeper’s will be provided by Tapped to ensure Beer/Wine Garden is only accessed 

by those 21 years of  age and older, and also to ensure alcohol is consumed only within 

designated area.  

* Catering Permit to be requested from City of  Moscow Clerk 

* Map of  event: **Please note, all locations can change at City’s request 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2019 - 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF MOSCOW, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, TO ALLOW FOR THE TEMPORARY VENDING OF BEER AND/OR WINE IN EAST 
CITY PARK UNDER SPECIFIC REGULATIONS AND UNDER CERTAIN LIMITED 
CONDITIONS PURSUANT TO MOSCOW CITY CODE 5-13-4.B.; PROVIDING THIS 
RESOLUTION TO BE EFFECTIVE UPON ITS PASSAGE AND APPROVAL.

WHEREAS, Moscow City Code 5-13-4.B. prohibits the possession of alcoholic beverages while 
present in a public park in the City of Moscow, Idaho (hereinafter “City” or “the City”) except in 
accordance with specific regulations adopted by Council by Resolution; and

WHEREAS, East City Park in Moscow is a City park as defined at Moscow City Code 5-13-3.D. 
(hereinafter “the Park”); and

WHEREAS, Moscow Annual Corn Hole Extravaganza (hereinafter “the Permitted Event(s)”) is an 
event or series of events sponsored by Tapped (hereinafter “the Event Sponsor”), intended to promote 
family and community fellowship; and

WHEREAS, Council wishes to allow for the vending and responsible consumption of beer and/or wine 
under certain conditions, contained herein and during limited hours during the Permitted Event(s); and

WHEREAS, the Event Sponsor has paid the fee associated with the consideration of this Resolution; 
and

WHEREAS, Council wishes to prohibit the sale and/or consumption of liquor during the Permitted 
Event(s); and

WHEREAS, Council believes the regulations contained herein are appropriate; and

WHEREAS, Council believes that the specific regulations contained herein balance health and safety 
concerns of citizens, with the desire to promote responsible use of beer and wine; and

WHEREAS, nothing contained in this Resolution is intended to waive other laws and regulations 
applicable to the sale and consumption of alcohol within City limits; and

WHEREAS, nothing contained within this Resolution is intended to endorse or support any particular 
belief, philosophy, or political position of the Event Sponsor or of the Permitted Event(s), and/or its 
affiliates, associations, contributors, supporters, participants, etc.;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Moscow, 
Idaho as follows:

SPECIFIC REGULATIONS ON THE SALE AND/OR CONSUMPTION OF BEER AND/OR 
WINE DURING MOSCOW ANNUAL CORN HOLE EXTRAVAGANZA, 2019:
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Intent:

This Resolution is intended to allow the sale and consumption of beer and wine only (and not liquor), 
pursuant to these specific regulations and is not intended to amend or expand the Moscow City Code 
or any other applicable law or regulation beyond the scope of the particulars of this Resolution or 
beyond the hours of the Permitted Event(s).  Other than as specifically provided herein, park, sanitary, 
health, litter, police, fire, sidewalk café, alcohol vending, and other laws and regulations shall be 
unaffected by this Resolution.  This Resolution shall not establish precedent nor shall it apply to any 
event other than the Permitted Event(s) held on the 22nd day of June 2019 from 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. 
local time.  

Liability, Insurance and Safety:

1. No less than ten (10) days prior to the Permitted Event(s) at which the licensed vendor will sell 
beer and wine, the Event Sponsor shall deliver to the City Clerk one (1) copy of written proof 
that the licensed vendor has current, paid up, off-premise alcoholic beverage liability insurance 
or special event insurance in an amount not less than One Million Dollars ($1,000,000) combined 
single limits.

2. No less than ten (10) days prior to the Permitted Event(s) herein described, the Event Sponsor 
shall deliver to the City Clerk one (1) copy of written proof that the Permitted Event(s) has 
obtained current, paid up, general liability insurance or special event insurance in an amount not 
less than One Million Dollars ($1,000,000) combined single limits.  Such general liability 
insurance or special event insurance policy shall be primary to any other insurance related to 
these events and to that of any potential party subject to a claim related to the Permitted Event(s).

3. City shall be named as an additional insured on the insurance policy of the licensed vendor.
4. No less than ten (10) days prior to the Permitted Event(s), the Event Sponsor shall deliver to the 

City Clerk the signed original of the agreement, attached as Exhibit “A”, with City to defend, 
hold harmless and indemnify City of Moscow, Idaho, its agents, servants, employees, officers 
and contractors from any and all claims, causes of action or damages which may arise from the 
Event Sponsor use of the Park premises.

5. The Moscow Police Chief or designee is hereby empowered to order the immediate cessation of 
all activities allowed under this Resolution at any time he/she reasonably determines that it is in 
the best interest of City to do so.  There shall be no appeal from a determination by the Moscow 
Police Chief or his/her designee to terminate all or part of the Permitted Event(s).

6. The Permitted Event(s) is required to have 2 City of Moscow Police Officers at the Beer Garden 
area at a rate of $65 per hour per officer for the duration of the beer service. The Event(s) Sponsor 
is required to pay the City of Moscow Police Department upon receipt of invoice the week 
following Permitted Event(s).

Vendor:

1. There shall be only one (1) licensed vendor of beer and/or wine at the Permitted Event(s);
2. All alcoholic beverages shall be sold only by a licensed vendor;
3. Every licensed vendor shall comply with all alcohol related laws and regulations, including, but 

not limited to, the City requirement of a catering permit;
4. The name, address, telephone number, alcohol license permit number of every licensed vendor, 

and proof of insurance covering the vendor's activities (as required herein) shall be provided to 
the City Clerk no less than ten (10) days prior to the Permitted Event(s) at which such licensed 
vendor shall sell alcoholic beverages;

5. The City shall play no role in determining which vendor shall be selected to sell beer and/or wine 
beverages in the Park during the Permitted Event(s); described herein
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6. The vendor shall provide at least two (2) persons to check proper identification for those who 
shall be sold beer and/or wine during the Permitted Event(s).  These persons shall be clearly 
identified and shall be stationed at the entrance to the designated sales and consumption area and 
no less than ten feet (10’) from any sales or dispensing counter;

Sales and Consumption:

1. No less than ten (10) days prior to the Permitted Event(s) at which the licensed vendor will sell 
beer and/or wine, the Event Sponsor shall deliver to the City Clerk three (3) copies of a site map 
which shall be drawn to show the locations, dimensions of, and relative distances between the 
following:  (a) the beer and/or wine garden within the Park; (b) the barricade, sales and/or 
dispensing area, consumption area, entry and exit points; (c) identification checking station; and 
(d) food sales and service areas.  Said site design and any subsequent alterations shall be 
approved in writing by Moscow City Parks and Recreation Director or his/her designee, and by 
the Moscow Chief of Police prior to the Permitted Event(s).   

2. All beer and/or wine sales and consumption shall take place within the area designated by the 
Event Sponsor and as shown on the site map required by this Resolution;

3. The designated sales and service area(s) shall be physically separated from the rest of the Park 
by a barricade which is no less than four feet (4’) tall and which is constructed so no person can 
pass under, over, or through it except at established entry and exit points located, as shown, on 
the site map required by this Resolution.  All sales, dispensing, service, and consumption shall 
take place inside the approved barricade;

4. All food sales and service shall be located outside the approved barricade and have a space of no 
less than ten feet (10’) between the approved barricade and food sales or service area;

5. No person shall be allowed to purchase, consume or possess alcohol other than within the area 
designated for beer and/or wine sales and consumption as shown on the map required by this 
Resolution;

6. There shall be no more than one (1) entrance and one (1) exit to each area designated for beer 
and/or wine consumption, as shown on the map required by this Resolution;

7. All beer and/or wine shall be dispensed in and consumed from its original container.  Such 
container shall be a readily identifiable container not more than sixteen ounces (16 oz.) in size 
which shall not bear a logo for a non-alcoholic beverage;

8. Every occupant within the area(s) designated for beer and/or wine consumption shall provide 
identification to law enforcement officers or City employees who request it.

9. No person under twenty one (21) years of age shall be present in the area(s) designated for beer 
and wine sales or consumption at any time beer and/or wine is being served.

10. A sign shall be prominently posted at or near the entrance and exit to each area designated for 
beer/wine sales or consumption stating that entrance by persons under twenty one (21) years of 
age is prohibited.

11. Beer and wine shall be sold only within the designated areas at the Park only between the hours 
of 12:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. local time on the 22nd day of June, 2019, local time.

12. Beer and wine shall be consumed only within the designated area at the Park only between the 
hours of 12:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. local time on the 22nd day of June, 2019, local time, during 
the Permitted Event(s);

13. No person shall carry or consume an alcoholic beverage within the Park which is not purchased 
or dispensed from the licensed vendor at the Permitted Event(s) and consumed within the 
approved consumption area.  Consumption of alcohol within the Park and outside of the approved 
consumption area shall be considered a violation of the City’s open container ordinance.

Failure To Comply:
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Failure to comply with this Resolution shall expose any such person to all relevant civil and criminal 
consequences and may result in denial of subsequent applications for alcohol permits in public parks 
for a period of no less than five (5) years.

PASSED AND APPROVED by the Mayor of the City of Moscow, Idaho, this ____ day of 
__________, 2019.

__________________________________
Bill Lambert, Mayor

ATTEST:

___________________________
Laurie M. Hopkins, City Clerk

Signature of Authorized Representative:

I, _______________________, as the authorized representative of the Event Sponsor have read, 
understood, and agree to fulfill all of the conditions and obligations set forth in this Resolution. 

____________________________________ ______________________________
Signature Date

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

STATE OF IDAHO )
) ss.

COUNTY OF LATAH )

On this _______ day of ___________________, 2019, before me, a Notary Public in and for said State, 
appeared Joel Cohen, known to me to be the person named above and acknowledged that she executed 
the foregoing document as the duly authorized representative for the MOSCOW ANNUAL CORN 
HOLE EXTRAVAGANZA.

____________________________________

Notary Public for the State of Idaho
Residing at___________________________
My commission expires_________________

Attachment:  Hold Harmless Agreement
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Moscow Annual Corn Hole Extravaganza, 2019
Beer Garden Map
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AGREEMENT TO DEFEND, TO HOLD HARMLESS AND TO INDEMNIFY
BETWEEN CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO AND

TAPPED
FOR THE MOSCOW ANNUAL CORN HOLE EXTRAVAGANZA

THIS AGREEMENT TO DEFEND, TO HOLD HARMLESS AND TO INDEMNIFY, 
between City of Moscow, Idaho (hereinafter “CITY”) and the sponsor of the event, Tapped 
(hereinafter “TAPPED”), is made and entered into this ______ day of _______________, 2019.

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 2019-______ of the City of Moscow, Idaho passed and approved 
on the _____ day of ________________, 2019 provides, in part, for the person(s) and or group 
holding the approved event to enter into an agreement with CITY to defend, hold harmless and 
indemnify CITY, its agents, servants, employees, officers and contractors from any and all 
claims, causes of action, or damages which may arise from the sponsor’s use of CITY Park 
premises for the approved event; and

WHEREAS, this Agreement meets such requirement;

NOW, THEREFORE, CITY and TAPPED agree as follows:

AGREEMENT TO DEFEND, HOLD HARMLESS, AND INDEMNIFY;

TAPPED, through its duly and specifically authorized agents, hereby releases CITY and agrees, 
contracts and covenants not to bring suit and agrees to defend, hold harmless, and indemnify 
CITY, its officers, employees, agents and representatives from any and all claims, costs, 
judgments, awards, or liability to any person, including claims by TAPPED’s own agents, 
officers, employees and representatives to which TAPPED might otherwise be immune, arising 
from the Moscow Annual Corn Hole Extravaganza event scheduled to occur June 22, 2019, 
permitted under the terms of Resolution No. 2019-_____, except for claims based upon the sole 
negligent, intentional acts of CITY. 

TAPPED expressly agrees that this indemnity provision extends to any and all claims for injury, 
sickness, or death of any person, including officers, employees, agents and representatives 
arising out of, related to, or caused by the presence, dispensing, sale, gift, or ingestion of alcohol 
by TAPPED or its officers, employees, agents and representatives including, but not limited to, 
the caterer and/or vendor of alcohol during the Moscow Annual Corn Hole Extravaganza event.

Inspection, review and/or acceptance by CITY of any activity performed by or during Moscow 
Annual Corn Hole Extravaganza or any activity or non-activity by CITY police officers or other 
officers, employees, agents or representatives of CITY shall not be grounds for avoidance of 
any of the covenants of defense, indemnification or hold harmless by TAPPED on behalf of 
CITY contained in this Agreement.



AGREEMENT TO DEFEND, HOLD HARMLESS, AND INDEMNIFY 
MOSCOW ANNUAL CORN HOLE EXTRAVAGANZA 2019 PAGE 2 OF 2

TAPPED agrees that she/he (i) has read the foregoing Agreement, understands it, and agrees 
with its contents and conditions; (ii) has had an opportunity to speak with legal counsel prior to 
signing this Agreement; and (iii) understands that the terms of this Agreement are contractually 
and legally binding and that no verbal statement to the contrary, by any person, can void or alter 
the terms of this Agreement.

I, Joel Cohen, Owner, certify under penalty of perjury pursuant to the law of the State of Idaho, 
that the foregoing is true and correct.

SIGNED this _____ day of ____________, 2019.

TAPPED CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

______________________________ _________________________________
Joel Cohen, Owner Bill Lambert, Mayor

ATTEST:
 

________________________________
Laurie M. Hopkins, City Clerk
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Dwight Curtis, Parks & Recreation Director 
  

ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S) OTHER RESOURCES

  

AGENDA ITEM TITLE
1912 Center 2nd Floor Development Plan Proposal / Authorization to apply for BOA (ACTION ITEM) – 
Dwight Curtis/Jenny Kostroff 
 

DESCRIPTION

Heart of the Arts, Inc. (HAI) fundraising for renovations to the 1912 Center continues and the next step 
in floor renovations are ready to move forward. HAI is requesting City Council acceptance of the 
proposed 2nd floor renovation design concept, so that formal floor planning can begin.  HAI is also 
requesting City Council authorization to apply for a variance to the parking space requirements. Physical 
limitations associated with the 1912 Center’s location and limited options for parking will require a 
variance if further renovations are to continue.  Additional floor renovations would bring the estimated 
parking space requirements to 182. HAI’s facility use management strategy of the additional floors 
would limit the number of people using the entire 1912 Center facility at any given time, leaving the 
existing parking spaces as adequate. The facility use plan addresses exceptions as outlined, such as a 
large conference, including the use of bussing from area hotels, etc.

These items were reviewed by the Public Works/Finance Committee on May 28, 2019. The Committee 
recommended City Council accept the second floor design concept, and to authorize HAI to apply for a 
parking variance through the Board of Adjustment.
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
(1) Accept the proposed 1912 Center 2nd Floor renovation design concept; reject the proposed 
renovation concept; or take such other action deemed appropriate. (2) If City Council approves the 
renovation design concept, authorize the Heart of the Arts, Inc. to apply for a parking space variance 
through the Board of Adjustment. 
 

PROPOSED ACTIONS
PROPOSED ACTIONS:  (1) Accept the proposed 1912 Center 2nd Floor renovation design concept; 
reject the proposed renovation concept; or take such other action deemed appropriate. (2) If City Council 
approves the renovation design concept, authorize the Heart of the Arts, Inc. to apply for a parking space 
variance through the Board of Adjustment; or take such other action deemed appropriate.
 

FISCAL IMPACT

 

PERSONNEL IMPACT
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ATTACHMENTS
1. 1912 Center Second Floor Plan Document 5-21-19
2. 1912 Center Parking Requirements - Community Neighborhood Center (002)
 



1912 Center Second 
Floor Planning Memo 
To: City Council for the City of Moscow 

From: Jenny Kostroff, Executive Director of Heart of the Arts, Inc. 

Date: May 20, 2019 

Re: Planning for the Second Floor of the 1912 Center 

Heart of the Arts, Inc. (HAI) managers of the 1912 Center for the greater Moscow community, are 
pleased to present a plan for the development of the second floor of the 1912 Center, located at 412 
E. Third Street in Moscow.  With all the exterior work on the facility completed, including finishing 
the onsite parking lot (making 34 parking spaces available), installation of 121 windows, exterior 
tuck pointing and the installation of 5 new skylights during the roof replacement in 2018, it is now 
time to address the renovation of the second floor of the facility.  This renovation will create another 
10,000 square feet of usable space in the 1912 Center.  

The second floor will offer 6 new spaces for the community to use in complimentary ways to the 
spaces that are currently available in the community and those that are already at the 1912 Center.  
Fundraising has been ongoing and to date HAI has secured almost one million dollars in funds to be 
able to begin this project in early 2020, provided the plans meet with council approval and the 
concerns with regards to parking in a General Business district can be addressed.  HAI plans to 
approach this project with a core base plan and alternates so that based on the current bidding climate 
and material costs, additional funds can be raised as needed to complete each of the 6 spaces in turn. 

This packet includes drawings put together by our architect, Design West Architects in Pullman, 
Washington, to show the proposed ideas for each space, a write up of all the new spaces created by 
proceeding with this renovation, parking requirements as presented to HAI from the Building 
Department based on the proposed uses by floor, and HAI’s plan to address the parking needs 
created by the renovation of the upper floors.  HAI will be asking for council’s permission to apply 
for a variance with the Board of Adjustments in regard to the parking requirements needed for the 
whole building, provided that the council is agreeable to this idea. 

Please contact Jenny Kostroff, at the 1912 Center at 1912Center@gmail.com or by phone at (208) 
669-2249 if there are any questions about the project or this packet.  Thank you in advance for your 
consideration of this proposal. 
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Flex Classroom West (Nickname: The ZOOM Room)   
Amenities:  Provides sink and modest storage, similar to the Fiske Room. Located near west 
end of the parking lot. Views to the west. 
Potential Uses:  Game room, classroom, tenant space, rental for meetings, presentations, small 
conferences, recording sessions.  Potential partnership with the City of Moscow’s IT Department 
for a meeting space with higher end technology.  
 
Historic Classroom   
Amenities:  Furnished as a turn of the 20th century historic elementary school classroom. 
Potential Uses:  Would be available for educational programming for students to go back in time 
for a day in a 1913 classroom with curiculum created in partnership with the Historical Society. 
 
Auditorium 
Amenities:  Wonderful natural acoustics, raised stage, flexible seating, and under stage storage. 
Views to the north.  Lift to allow for accessible stage level from hallway. 
Potential Uses:  Allows for lecture style seating for performances (music, literary, theatre), 
presentations, movies or events. Could also potentially be utilized as exhibit space, low impact 
wellness or dance classes requiring more room than the classrooms allow, bazaars, faires. 
(Approximately 120 seats shown in drawing but planned 100 person seated capacity) 
 
Reception Gallery (Nickname: The Parlor) 
Amenities: Large wood sliding pocket doors allow for events to flow into hallway, kitchenette 
area at the west end with movable bar front.  Adjacent to storage. Views to the south. 
Potential Uses: Small banquets and receptions, support space for auditorium events, flexible set 
up.  

 
Flex Classroom East (Nickname: The Green Dragon Club House)   
Amenities:  Provides sink and modest under counter storage, similar to the Fiske Room. 
Located near east end of the parking lot. Views to the east. 
Potential Uses:  Game room for cards, bunco, bingo and mah jongg, classroom, rental for 
meetings and small celebrations. 
 
Community Living Room   
Amenities:  Provides sink and kitchenette with full fridge and furnished w/ comfortable furniture. 
Potential Uses:  Small retreats, book clubs, small catered dinners or luncheons, intimate 
receptions and gatherings.  Will serve as the green room for performers using the Auditorium.  
 
Hallway gallery space (like the first floor) 
Women’s Restroom 
3 WC, 2 Lav 
Men’s Restroom 
1 WC, 1 Urinal, 1 Lav 
Family Restroom (two) 
1 WC, 1 Lav, Changing Tables in both 
Janitorial Closet combined with Storage Area 
 



Thoughts: 
While several of the rooms on the second floor are defined the second floor as a whole could be 
utilized by a single entity or multiple parties, depending on the needs and functions. One could 
image a small conference where an entity has rented the Auditorium, Reception Gallery, both 
Flex Classrooms and the Community Living Room in order to facilitate their event. Alternately 
we could see the Flex Classrooms being used simultaneously throughout the day, the 
Auditorium and Reception Gallery serving an afternoon presentation or community forum, and 
the community living room holding a dinner party in the evening. The 1912 Center staff will have 
a large task at hand in coordinating and facilitating the scheduling of these events. The 
underlying point is that the planning committee has attempted to keep an open mind and 
provide for spaces that may serve the many current and potential needs of our community.   
 
This floor will have access to the lower levels of the building by elevator, east and west 
stairwells as well as outside access at the east and west ends of the building directly to the 
parking lot.  The third floor will be closed off until a later renovation would connect that space by 
the east and west stairwells.  Both sides will have access doors included to reach the third floor 
if needed. 



Floor Use SF or Occupancy Parking Req Spaces
Ground Great Room (assembly) 2,200 sf 1 per 100 sf 22.00

First Senior Center 30 1 per 4 seats 7.50
First Friendship Hall 30 1 per 4 seats 7.50
First Fiske Room 30 1 per 4 seats 7.50
First Arts Workshop 42 1 per 4 seats 10.50

Second Flex Classroom 32 1 per 4 seats 8.00
Second Community Living Room 20 1 per 4 seats 5.00
Second Historic Classroom 30 1 per 4 seats 7.50
Second Flex Classroom 32 1 per 4 seats 8.00
Second Auditorium (assembly) 1,870 sf 1 per 100 sf 18.7
Second Reception Gallary (assembly) 1,585 sf 1 per 100 sf 15.85

Third Flex Classroom 32 1 per 4 seats 8.00
Third Flex Classroom 32 1 per 4 seats 8.00
Third Flex Classroom 32 1 per 4 seats 8.00
Third Open Event Space (assembly) 3,958 sf 1 per 100 sf 39.58

TOTAL 181.63

Neighborhood & Community Center



As the Heart of the Arts Inc makes plans to renovate the upper floors of the 1912 Center we 
would like to demonstrate how we plan to provide the required parking for the building users. 
The 1912 Center currently provides 34 parking spaces on-site. There are 30 parking spaces 
available off-site at 204 S. Jefferson. This comes to a total of 64 parking spaces.  
 
The current uses of the building require the following parking counts: 
 

Floor Use SF or Occupancy Parking Req. Spaces 

Ground Great Room (assembly) 2200 sf 1 per 100sf 22 

First Senior Center 30 1 per 4 seats 7.5 

First Friendship Hall 30 1 per 4 seats 7.5 

First Fiske Room 30 1 per 4 seats 7.5 

First Arts Workshop 42 1 per 4 seats 10.5 

TOTAL 55 

 
As the building use stands today the required parking is provided, should all of the rooms be in 
use at the same time.  
 
The Heart of the Arts, Inc. wishes to begin renovating the Second Floor, adding on the following 
usable spaces with required parking loads. With the addition of the Second Floor rooms there 
may be some changes to the existing uses of rooms on the First Floor, particularly the Senior 
Center. For the purposes of this study we present the current uses. 
 

Floor Use SF or Occupancy Parking Req. Spaces 

Second Auditorium (Assembly) 1870 sf 1 per 100sf 18.7 

Second Reception Hall (Assembly) 1585 sf 1 per 100sf 15.85 

Second Flex Classroom East 32 1 per 4 seats 8 

Second Flex Classroom West 32 1 per 4 seats 8 

Second Historic Classroom 30 1 per 4 seats 7.5 

Second Community Living Room 20 1 per 4 seats 5 

TOTAL 63.05 

 
If the Second floor were to be fully utilized in every room at the same time, and no events were 
taking place on the lower floors, the required parking would be provided.  



 
However, when this additional space becomes available, HAI intends to manage bookings so 
that the occupancy load does not exceed the required parking. It is expected that the 1912 
Center will not have staffing to allow events to take place consecutively in every room of the 
building.  
 
We could see a multitude of scenarios where spaces are in use on the Ground and Upper 
floors. For your consideration are a few examples where the parking limits would be tested. 
 

Example 1 

Floor Use SF or Occupancy Parking Req. Spaces 

Ground Great Room (assembly) 2200 sf 1 per 100sf 22 

First Senior Center 30 1 per 4 seats 7.5 

Second Reception Hall (Assembly) 1585 sf 1 per 100sf 15.85 

Second Flex Classroom East 32 1 per 4 seats 8 

Second Community Living Room 20 1 per 4 seats 5 

TOTAL 61.35 

 

Example 2 

Floor Use SF or Occupancy Parking Req. Spaces 

Ground Great Room (assembly) 2200 sf 1 per 100sf 22 

First Senior Center 30 1 per 4 seats 7.5 

Second Flex Classroom East 32 1 per 4 seats 8 

Second Flex Classroom West 32 1 per 4 seats 8 

Second Historic Classroom 30 1 per 4 seats 7.5 

TOTAL 63.5 

 
 
 
 



Example 3 - EXCEEDS PROVIDED PARKING 

Floor Use SF or Occupancy Parking Req. Spaces 

First Senior Center 30 1 per 4 seats 7.5 

Second Auditorium (Assembly) 1870 sf 1 per 100sf 18.7 

Second Reception Hall (Assembly) 1585 sf 1 per 100sf 15.85 

Second Flex Classroom East 32 1 per 4 seats 8 

Second Flex Classroom West 32 1 per 4 seats 8 

Second Historic Classroom 30 1 per 4 seats 7.5 

TOTAL 65.55 

 
This study does not take into account several variables such as available neighborhood street 
parking, time of day, time of year, events taking place at the high school, or worship facilities 
near by.  
 
Heart of the Arts, Inc. proposes to closely control our bookings at the 1912 Center. Should there 
be a demand for events in the building where we would have insufficient parking then we would 
work with the customers to provide alternate parking locations. These solutions may include: 
 

Property and Location Distance to 
1912 Center 

Available Times of 
Use 

Additional 
Spaces 

Latah County District Court 
522 S Adams St 

0.2 mi 
3 min walk 

M-F: After 5pm 
Sa-Su: anytime 

 

First Presbyterian Church 
405 S. Van Buren St. 

0.1 mi 
2 min walk 

  

Moscow City Hall  
206 E. 3rd St. 

0.1 mi 
3 min walk 

  

Eureka! Palouse Tinkering and Tutoring 
Center, 509 S Howard St 

0.3 mi 
6 min walk 

  

Monarch Motel Would shuttle   

Fairfield Inn Would shuttle   

 
 



Floor Use SF or Occupancy Parking Req Spaces
Ground Great Room (assembly) 2,200 sf 1 per 100 sf 22.00
First Senior Center 30 1 per 4 seats 7.50
First Friendship Hall 30 1 per 4 seats 7.50
First Fiske Room 30 1 per 4 seats 7.50
First Arts Workshop 42 1 per 4 seats 10.50
Second Flex Classroom 32 1 per 4 seats 8.00
Second Community Living Room 20 1 per 4 seats 5.00
Second Historic Classroom 30 1 per 4 seats 7.50
Second Flex Classroom 32 1 per 4 seats 8.00
Second Auditorium (assembly) 1,870 sf 1 per 100 sf 18.7
Second Reception Gallary (assembly) 1,585 sf 1 per 100 sf 15.85
Third Flex Classroom 32 1 per 4 seats 8.00
Third Flex Classroom 32 1 per 4 seats 8.00
Third Flex Classroom 32 1 per 4 seats 8.00
Third Open Event Space (assembly) 3,958 sf 1 per 100 sf 39.58

TOTAL 181.63

Neighborhood & Community Center
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Dwight Curtis, Parks & Recreation Director Administrative Committee 
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AGENDA ITEM TITLE
Request Adoption of Parks and Recreation Master Plan Update 2019 (ACTION ITEM) – Dwight Curtis 
 

DESCRIPTION
Work began on the Parks and Recreation Master Update 2019 in early 2018. Through numerous 
Commission meetings, two public workshops, and a citizen survey, fourteen (14) Actionable Items were 
identified, and are the focus of Update 2019. The Actionable Item subjects are from across the spectrum. 
Attached is a memorandum from the Parks and Recreation Director, Dwight Curtis, a quick reference 
summary sheet of the Actionable Items, and the draft Master Plan Update 2019. 

Update 2019 Actionable Items are meant to be thorough, common-sense and most importantly, "doable."

The next Master Plan update is scheduled for 2025.

This item was reviewed by the Administrative Committee on May 28, 2019, and recommended for 
approval. 
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Adopt the City of Moscow Parks and Recreation Master Plan Update 2019. 
 

PROPOSED ACTIONS
PROPOSED ACTIONS:  Adopt the City of Moscow Parks and Recreation Master Plan Update 2019, 
or take such further action deemed appropriate.
 

FISCAL IMPACT

 

PERSONNEL IMPACT

 

ATTACHMENTS
1. Memo from Director 5-21-19
2. Quick Reference Guide to Update 2019 Actionable Items
3. Master Plan Update 2019 - Draft 6-3-19 with maps
4. ltr-MCC-pesticide reduction in P&R Master Plan support 0519
 





QUICK REFERENCE GUIDE TO THE PARKS AND RECREATION MASTER PLAN UPDATE 2019, 
ACTIONABLE ITEMS

1. Continue park property development efforts to meet the needs of underserved areas of Moscow.

2.   Develop a policy and process to reduce pesticide usage within the City’s public parks, properties, 
and urban forestry program.

3.   Develop a policy and process for water conservation measures within the City’s public parks and 
properties.

4.   Develop an Accessibility Master Plan for the City’s public parks, facilities and recreational programs. 

5.   Assess the City’s parks and facilities for alternative energy sources and savings.

6.   Assess and revise the City’s Parkland Dedication valuation structure

7.   Assess and develop parks and facilities standards to match Moscow’s uniqueness and guide the 
Parks and Recreation Department operations into the future.

8.   Explore the possibilities of the following items: covered or indoor playground; bubble the aquatics 
facility for year round use.

9.   A comprehensive network of paths and linear parks connecting all parts of the community.

10.   Broaden development of the community’s cultural infrastructure and its integration into park sites 
and recreational programs. 

11.   Even and equal distribution of park spaces, activities, and facilities to meet the diversity of local 
areas.

12.   Maximum availability and utilization of recreational programming.

13.   Maximize the efficient use of resources to develop and maintain a first-class system of parks, public 
spaces, and recreational facilities and improvements.

14.   Explore designation of City’s parks and properties as nicotine-free.

 



  

DRAFT 
6/3/19 
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The City of Moscow Parks and Recreation Department is dedicated to inspiring individuals to 

imagine and pursue greatness by building community and enriching life through parks, pro-

grams and play. Taking in our community's changing needs and demographics, the Parks and 

Recreation Master Plan Update 2019 represents the culmination of the master planning pro-

cess and will provide guidance for parks, recreation, open space, and trails in Moscow through 

2025 and beyond.  

The most important part of the Parks and Recreation Master Plan Update 2019 is 

you! Hundreds of community members let us know what they want to see from their Parks 

and Recreation Department through face to face conversations, online surveys and public 

meetings.  The discussion of the public survey results and the recommended Actionable Items 

are located in Section 3. The actual survey with results and comments are located in Appendix 

A. There are fourteen proposed Actionable Items listed below, and these will be discussed lat-

er in this Master Plan Update. 

The fourteen Actionable Items at a glance are: 

1) Continue developing existing undeveloped park properties 

2) Develop a policy and process to reduce pesticide usage within the City’s public parks 

and properties 

3) Develop a policy and process for water conservation measures within the City’s pub-

lic parks and properties 

4) Develop an Accessibility Master Plan for the City’s public parks, facilities, and recre-

ational programs 

5) Assess the City’s parks and facilities for alternative energy sources and savings 

6) Assess and revise the Parkland Dedication Fee In Lieu Of valuation structure  

7) Overhaul the City’s Parks and Facilities Standards  

8) Explore possibilities for a covered pool and covered playground 

9) Develop a comprehensive network of pathways throughout the community 

10) Broaden cultural infrastructure and its integration into park sites and programs 

11) Even and  equal distribution of parks and facilities to meet diversity of local areas 

12) Maximum availability and utilization of recreational programming 

13) Maximize efficient use of resources to develop and maintain parks and facilities 

14) Explore designation of City’s parks and properties as nicotine-free 

 

SECTION 1:  ABOUT THE PARKS & RECREATION MASTER PLAN UPDATE 
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1.1   THE NEED FOR A MASTER PLAN 

This Master Plan Update is important as it is a means for the community to evaluate its parks 

and recreation system to determine both current and future needs. It offers an opportunity 

for different entities within the City to review feedback provided by citizens and work together 

to prepare a prioritized action agenda. It also provides an adopted guide to systematically ac-

complish the prioritized actions. 

There are a number of published studies that quantify the impact parks have on a community. 

These generally echo the community’s stated desires, including: 

 Investing in the community’s livability and quality of life contributes to its economic 

development and attractiveness as a place to live and conduct business; 

 Inclusion for all as a primary ideology for its parks, facilities and recreational program-

ming; 

 Improving the quality and appearance of public spaces forms a positive, desirable im-

age of Moscow; 

 Contributing to a healthful community life through provision of opportunities for sport 

and exercise; 

 Providing facilities for athletic events and social festivities for local recreation leagues 

and activity groups; 

 Establishing systemized criteria for the development of new parks, including their type, 

design, location, possible phasing, and methods of financing; 

 Providing diverse areas and facilities in close proximity to all citizens to meet their indi-

vidual needs; and, 

 Preserving valued open spaces and sensitive lands to promote good stewardship and 

contribute to the enjoyment of future generations. 

 

Steps to address these and other Actionable Items will include developing objectives and strat-

egies, which will be included into the Parks and Recreation section of the City’s Strategic Plan. 

Staff will also solicit appropriate City Commissions for annual reviews and feedback of applica-

ble issues.  

It is understood that although Actionable Items have been identified and strategic plans will 

be developed to address them, Mayor and City Council approval as well as funding is required.  
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1.2  MASTER PLAN UPDATE CONSIDERATIONS 

Decisions as to the type of areas and facilities needed, as well as their geographic placement, 

are of utmost importance.  As identified by the community survey, there are a variety of rea-

sons leading to the use or non-use of facilities, including, but not limited to, the type of area 

and facilities available; convenience and proximity; ease and safety of access; physical barri-

ers; handicap accessibility; resident lifestyles; and a broad range of other factors. Each is a val-

id consideration and was evaluated during the condition assessment as well as in the alterna-

tives analysis and recommendations of this plan. 

The following factors were analyzed and evaluated: 

 Existing and future land use and the related distribution of population; 

 Major investments and capital improvements; 

 Availability of resources; 

 Potential barriers to use; 

 Unrealized opportunities for joint use; 

 Demographic characteristics and recreational use trends; and,  

 Coordination with other plans and programs. 

1.3  GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

Moscow is located in Latah County in Western Idaho, on the state line between Idaho 

and Washington. The County is 1,077 

square miles with a 2015 population 

of 38,339 persons, which represents 

a 2.94 percent increase from the 

2010 Census. The City is now 6.86 

square miles and had a 2015 popula-

tion of 25,060 persons, reflecting an 

increase of 5.29% since 2010. Latah 

County is bordered by the counties of 

Benewah, Shoshone, Clearwater, 

Lewis, and Nez Perce, which together 

comprise the North Central Region of 

Idaho, as depicted in Figure 1.1, Mos-

cow, Idaho. This region of the state 

is rich in natural resources and espe-

cially proud of its heritage as the location where Lewis and Clark sought access to the 

Pacific Ocean. 

 

Figure 1.1 Location of Moscow 
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1.4   HISTORY 

After settlers arrived in 1871, the town became known as “Paradise Valley.”  In 1877, Samuel 

Neff filed for a postal permit under the name of Moscow because the area reminded him of 

his hometown of Moscow, Pennsylvania.  In 1875, the City’s first store was opened on what is 

now Main Street.  Moscow grew with the arrival of the railroad in 1885.  The town became 

incorporated in 1887 and was later chosen as the site for a land-grant institution, the Universi-

ty of Idaho. Idaho achieved statehood in 1890. 

1.5   POPULATION 

The population of persons living within Moscow and Latah County is shown in Table 

1.2, Historical Population, 

1970 to 2015. Moscow’s 

population in 1970 was 

14,146 and 25,060 in 

2015. The data points to 

moderate growth in Mos-

cow with the community’s 

population growing at an 

average rate of 14% per 

decade since 1970. Latah 

County’s population 

growth averaged 10.5% 

per decade since 1970.  

Table 1.2, Historical Population, 1970 to 2015 

 

Year Moscow 
Percent  

Change 

Latah 

County 

Percent  

Change 

1970 14,146   25,179   

1980 16,513 17% 28,834 15% 

1990 18,398 11% 30,714 7% 

2000 21,291 16% 34,858 13% 

2010 23,800 12% 37,244 7% 

2015 25,060 5.29% 38,339 2.94% 

1.6  POPULATION PROJECTIONS FOR MOSCOW & LATAH COUNTY 

There are several 

methods to project the 

population, which were 

used to evaluate a like-

ly population of Mos-

cow in 2030. The alter-

nate scenarios are re-

flected in Table 1.3, 

Moscow Population 

Trend. The 2030 popu-

lation projection is 

28,760.   

Table 1.3, Population Projections 
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The 2010 U.S. Census shows the median age in Moscow to be 24.4 years.  The 20 to 44 

age cohort represents the largest segment of Moscow’s population, which is expected 

in a university town. Persons aged 5 to 19 years represent the next largest cohort, as 

displayed in Figure 1.2, Age Distribution.  Therefore, 27 percent of the population is 

considered to be minors - under the age of 18 years old.  Following the 20 to 44 age 

cohorts, there is a sharp decline in the number of persons aged 45 years and older.  

Only eight 

percent of 

the popula-

tion is 65 

years and 

older. 

Diversity of 

the park sys-

tem is essen-

tial in order 

to meet the 

diverse, indi-

vidual needs 

of all popula-

tion groups.  

The age of persons is significant as it relates to the design of parks and the types of fa-

cilities. As an example, some university towns have made wireless internet access 

available in their parks to attract young and college-age students. In Moscow, the Parks 

and Recreation Department receives a number of requests each year to develop pick-

leball courts, which is a popular sport for senior citizens. The youth require active rec-

reation facilities such as courts and playing fields while active adults desire these facili-

ties as well as leisure activities such as picnic facilities, walking paths, and ornamental 

gardens. The above findings are integrated into this plan to respond to the future 

needs for parks and recreation facilities.1.6 

1.7   AGE AND GENDER 

Figure 1.2, Age Distribution 
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SECTION 2:  PLANNING PROCESS 

Goals state the desires of the community and express needs and priorities through 

broad statements of policy. Without goals, it may be difficult for Moscow, a communi-

ty with a diversity of backgrounds and interests, to agree on a common direction to 

achieve its desired outcome. Goals also enhance awareness as to broad interests, and 

encourage communication and collaboration toward successful implementation. 

Objectives are actionable strategies to attain the envisioned outcomes that are repre-

sented by the vision and goals. Some of these strategies are action steps and some are 

merely to provide direction as to “how” to achieve the stated ends. 

2.1   DEFINITION AND PURPOSE 

2.2   PLANNING AND COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT 

Citizens partake daily in both passive and active forms of recreation. This may involve 

direct use, such as organized athletics, or indirect use like overlooking the pleasant 

view of a park or nature area. These experiences equip all residents to contribute to 

the community’s vision for its parks and recreation system. Their involvement may be 

to identify broad or individual needs, offer suggestions as to desirable enhancements, 

or respond to improvement plans and proposed initiatives. This input helps to deter-

mine the goals and objectives for which the needs and corresponding implementation 

priorities are based. 

Citizens, community interest groups, civic clubs and organizations, and businesses were 

engaged in this master planning process to: 

 Ensure consideration of diverse, individual views in planning and decision-

making; 

 Create a mutually accepted vision for the future of the parks, recreation, and 

pathway system that balances consideration of community interests;  

 Solicit direct resident input to form the plan’s objectives, identify needs and de-

sires, and establish implementation directions; 

 Protect natural resources and green spaces as the community continues to de-

velop; and  

 Identify the methods and means for financing additional park improvements. 
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Above all, public involvement is intended to inspire people to take an active role in en-

riching the livability of the community. Doing so will help strengthen the ability to work 

together for a healthier and more vibrant community. 

The key stakeholder groups involved in the development of this plan includes City staff, 

members of the City Council, the Commissions (Parks and Recreation Commission, 

Pathways Commission and Tree Commission) and the general public. The latter three 

underscore the emphasis on public involvement as part of the plan development pro-

cess. As elected officials, City Council members represent the interests of their constit-

uents. As such, their involvement was important to ensure that community interests 

are met. The City’s citizen Commissions advise the Mayor and City Council on matters 

pertaining to their particular areas of focus to include the authority to make recom-

mendations regarding policies, programs, personnel and budget. 

The general public represents a multi-layered, diverse mix of people with different in-

terests, levels of knowledge, and desires in participating in the public process. As such, 

different techniques were used including a community-wide survey, on-going program 

surveys and an on-going citywide citizens’ dialog to obtain public input. 

The following describes the public participation process: 

City Council 

The City Council was engaged in the development of this plan from its outset, as 

demonstrated by their support of the surveys, commitment to the process and past 

support for funding of Actionable Items. The Council, through the Council Liaisons, as-

signed to the various Commissions, was given regular updates on the status of the 

plan.  

After two public review and comment solicitation meetings inviting public comment 

on the draft Parks and Recreation Master Plan Update and a 22-day public comment 

period, the final draft plan was presented to the Administrative Committee on May 

28, 2019 and forwarded on to the City Council to consider the Master Plan Update for 

adoption on June 3, 2019, which was approved unanimously. [Still in progress] 

Parks and Recreation Commission 

The Parks and Recreation Commission is comprised of nine members, eight of whom 

are required to be from within the City limits. Members are appointed by the Mayor 

with the advice and consent of the City Council. Each member of the Commission 

serves a three-year term, which is staggered with the terms of other members to as-

sure that not more than three members expire in any year. One Council member 

serves as a non-voting, ex-officio member of the Commission. 
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Tree Commission 

The Tree Commission is comprised of seven members, all of whom must be residents of 

the City of Moscow. Members are appointed by the Mayor with the advice and consent 

of the City Council. Each member of the Commission serves a three-year term, which is 

staggered with the terms of other members to assure that not more than three mem-

bers expire in any year. One Council member serves as a non-voting, ex-officio member 

of the Commission. 

Pathways Commission 

The Pathways Commission is comprised of seven members, of whom six must reside 

within the Moscow city limits. Members are appointed by the Mayor with the advice 

and consent of the City Council. Each member of the Commission serves a three-year 

term, which is staggered with the terms of other members to assure that not more than 

three members expire in any year. One Council member serves as a non-voting, ex-

officio member of the Commission. 

Public Meeting Process 

During the course of developing this plan, there were several Commission meetings to 

review and discuss the individual plan elements. These meetings were advertised to the 

public. The meetings included the following: 

Meeting No. 1 (February 22, 2018) – The Parks and Recreation Commission was given a 

Master Plan Update progress report. Information on Sections 1-3, was presented to the 

Commission. Information from the previous questionnaires had been extrapolated and 

amended and/or enhanced for inclusion in the new public questionnaires; Commission 

members volunteered to preview the questions prior to being presented to the commis-

sioners for their review and approval.  The Arts, Pathways, and Tree Commissions would 

be invited to submit any questions they would like to have included, and Moscow High 

School Special Education teacher Cory Voss had volunteered to be a resource for any 

questions pertaining to the Americans with Disabilities Act.  

Meeting No. 2 (March 22, 2018) – The Parks and Recreation Commission was given a 

Master Plan Update progress report. Staff reported that the questions for the citizen 

survey were nearing completion.  

Meeting No. 3 (April 26, 2018) – The Parks and Recreation Commission was given a 

Master Plan Update progress report. Staff reported that the draft survey questions had 

been sent to the two Commission volunteers responsible for reviewing the questions.  

Meeting No. 4 (May 24, 2018) – The Parks and Recreation Commission was given a Mas-

ter Plan Update progress report. Staff reported that the draft survey questions were still 

being reviewed and the draft survey would be presented to the Commission once com-

pleted.  
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Meeting No. 5 (August 23, 2018) – The Parks and Recreation Commission was given a 

Master Plan Update progress report. All suggested changes to the survey had been made 

and the next step was to open the survey for the public. The primary method of com-

pleting the survey would be on-line using SurveyMonkey. Hard copies were also available 

to the public by request. Advertising for the survey effort was through the local newspa-

per, the City website, and social media outlets.  

Meeting No. 6 (October 25, 2018)  The Parks and Recreation Commission was given a 

Master Plan Update progress report. The Commission received a presentation on the ini-

tial results of the survey returns. Going into the holidays, the Commission would receive 

more information and decide on the remaining schedule after the new year.  

Meeting No. 7 (January 24, 2019) The Parks and Recreation Commission was given a 

Master Plan Update progress report.  The Commission scheduled the February 28, 2019 

Commission meeting to include the Public Workshop for receiving/reviewing the draft 

Parks and Recreation Master Plan Update. This would be followed by a 22-day public re-

view/comment period, closing on March 22, 2019. The Commission would receive a draft 

Plan Update from City staff along with the public comments received. A recommendation 

from the Commission would follow regarding whether to present to City Council or to 

send it back for further editing.   

Meeting No 8  (February 28, 2019)  The Commission received a presentation on the 

draft Master Plan Update and held an open meeting/Workshop for public input and com-

ment. After discussion, the Commission directed that with any prescribed edits, the Up-

date would go out for public review and comment. Public review was scheduled through 

March 22, 2019.   

Meeting No. 9 (March 28, 2019) The Commission received a presentation on the draft 

Master Plan Update with public comments and proposed edits. The Commission made 

recommended edits and scheduled April 25, 2019 as the review of the final draft and to 

make their recommendation to the City Council.  

Meeting No 10. (April 25, 2019) The Parks and Recreation Commission reviewed the 

final draft Update with edits, and recommended City Council adoption. 

Meeting No. 11 ( May 28, 2019) The Parks and Recreation Master Plan Update was re-

viewed by the Administrative Committee  and recommended for approval. 

Meeting No. 12 (June 3, 2019). The City Council will receive the Master Plan Update for 

approval, or direct staff as deemed appropriate.  
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SECTION 3:  SURVEY RESULTS AND ACTIONABLE ITEMS 

3.1   SURVEY ELEMENTS 

The Parks and Recreation Master Plan Update survey is composed of several elements 

as well as the allowance for comments. There were a few questions that had technical 

errors when posted on-line and those were identified in the results. Overall, the results 

were clear and provide useful data. The primary elements of the survey were: 

 Demographics 

 Publicizing services  

 Usages 

 Accessibility 

 Parks/amenities 

 Recreational facilities 

 Recreation programming 

 Safety 

 Environment/conservation 

There were 558 responses to the survey. This is a very small percentage of the Moscow 

population (approximately 4%, if the university student population is subtracted).  This 

is fairly typical of a survey of this nature, unless there is a community-wide divisive sub-

ject drawing more attention and desire to make comments known. Based on com-

ments received by City staff from citizens throughout the year, the results of the survey 

appear to be in line with what is re-

ported. 
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3.2   ACTIONABLE ITEMS AND OBJECTIVES 

The following Actionable Items and objectives represent the input from the above de-

scribed participation, and direct guidance of the Parks and Recreation Commission. 

They are intended to guide future decisions regarding the provision and improvement 

of parks and recreation areas, public open spaces, pathways, and recreational pro-

grams, and to identify the priorities for ongoing development of the parks and recrea-

tion system.  

It is important to note that the goals (Actionable Items) and objectives stated in the 

2013 Parks and Recreation Master Plan are still in effect; this Master Plan Update adds 

to those. 

3.2.1  Park Development 

For years the City of Moscow has obtained properties through outright purchases and 

parkland dedications, without a solid plan for developing those properties. A primary 

obstacle in developing park properties, as one would imagine, was a means to fund 

those developments. Bringing new undeveloped properties into the park inventory is 

important, as is having those properties developed for public use.  In May, 2017, the 

Moscow City Council approved the use of $1.9MM remaining Bob Hamilton Estate 

funds to specifically be used for the purchase and installation of playgrounds and path-

ways to those playgrounds as a catalyst for the initial development of the City’s unde-

veloped park properties. In 2017-2018, initial efforts under this new plan resulted in 

the development of Indian Hills Park, Morgan’s Orchard Park and the installation of a 

wheelchair swing (called the “iSwing”) in East City Park.  Results from the Parks and 

Recreation Master Plan Update survey clearly show that the citizens desire the devel-

opment of parks in those underserved areas, and that they consider parks important to 

the livability of this community. 

GOAL:  Complete the development of park properties 

ACTIONABLE ITEM 1:  Continue park property development efforts to meet the needs 

of underserved areas of Moscow. 

Objectives to consider: 

 Accomplish the initial development of at least one undeveloped park property each 

year, using the Hamilton Estate funds. 

 Bring additional park improvements and amenities to the new parks as other fund-

ing allows. 
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 Include forecasting park maintenance and operational needs and costs in the annu-

al budgeting process. 

 When and where feasible, locate future parks adjacent to linear greenways and 

planned extensions of the pathway system so as to maximize their accessibility. 

 Improve way-finding to parks and public spaces by installing unique directional 

signage along roadways and at every park entrance so that users and passers-by 

can easily identify public facilities. 

 Conduct an inventory of surplus government-owned (City, County, State, and Uni-

versity) property and consider it for parks and/or open space use, particularly if it is 

within an identified “need area.”  

 Conduct an inventory of vacant lots for possible public uses such as neighborhood 

gardens or public park space.  

 Consider establishing a theme for each park to broaden the range of activity types 

throughout the community. Ideas may include parks for special events, arts and 

culture, heritage, eco-tourism, x-generation, bird watching, mature adults, and 

boomers, among others. 

 Consider exploration of north/south pathways development. 

 

3.2.2  Environment 

Moscow has a long history of environmental activism and stewardship. One particular 

area requiring attention is the City’s use of pesticides in its parks, properties and urban 

forestry operations. For years, the chemicals used by the Parks and Recreation Depart-

ment have been reviewed for acceptable use by the Sustainable Environment Commis-

sion (SEC), along with any recommended changes. However, recently the overwhelm-

ing conclusion by the SEC, Parks and Recreation Commission and City staff is that con-

siderably more can and should be done to drastically reduce pesticide use as much as 

possible. Collaboration on developing a pesticide reduction plan began in 2018. Results 

from the Parks and Recreation Master Plan Update survey clearly show that the citi-

zens consider this a high priority and desire action. 

Moscow is also rich with environmental resources including Paradise Creek, Palouse 

River, ponds and wetlands, prairie areas, prime agricultural lands, and hillsides and 

steep slopes. These natural features contribute to the character of the community and 

are a source of recreation and pride. Preservation and protection of these areas is of 

utmost importance for the purposes of conservation, education, and sustainability. 

Parks and recreation planning should include the National Pollutant Discharge Elimina-

tion System (NPDES) Phase II Permit as part of the process. 
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ACTIONABLE ITEM 2:  Develop a policy and process to reduce pesticide usage within 

the City’s public parks, properties, and urban forestry program. 

GOAL:  Reduce pesticide use in public parks and properties 

Objectives to consider: 

 Continue collaboration efforts to develop a City process to reduce pesticide usage 

within the City’s public parks, properties and urban forestry program. 

 Develop a City pesticide reduction policy to ensure the initiation and on-going pro-

cess to reduce pesticide usage within the City’s public parks, properties and urban 

forestry program. 

 Include an on-going review and evaluation of the City’s pesticide reduction pro-

gram. 

 Consider initiating City pesticide reduction program utilizing pilot test areas 

(presently, Otness Park is being considered as a test area). 

 Consider developing maps showing relative locations of parkland Wisescapes. 

 Consider developing maps showing collection/disposal sites through parks system. 

Environmental conservation, preservation, and other sensitive planning from Parks and 

Recreation Master Plan 2013 

 Incorporate interpretive signage within parks and along pathways to acknowledge 

natural features and to educate the public about the local ecosystems. 

 Coordinate with the Idaho Department of Natural Resources (IDNR) as well as the 

Palouse-Clearwater Environmental Institute (PCEI) and others to inventory and 

map sensitive resource sites and features throughout the City and its area of im-

pact. 

 Amend park development standards to include provisions for low impact develop-

ment including natural storm water management systems and avoidance, non-

structural best management practices (BMPs) such as constructed wetlands and 

bio-swales, and mitigation of impacts. 

 Explore collaborative possibilities with the local master gardener program and so-

licit their volunteer assistance in designing, creating, and managing eco-gardens 

and outdoor environmental classrooms, similar to that at Lena Whitmore Elemen-

tary School. 

 Create expanded opportunities for environmental outings by offering facilities and 

programs to promote nature education, habitat observance, and eco-tourism. The 

outdoor environmental classroom at Lena Whitmore Elementary School is an excel-

lent example, which may be used as a prototype for expansion elsewhere in the 
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3.2.3  Water conservation 

In the Moscow domestic area, water is a precious resource. Research to protect the 

quality water in our aquifer systems is an ongoing venture. While more is learned eve-

ry day, there are still many unknowns. The City utilizes this precious resource to irri-

gate its parks, landscaped properties, and fill and maintain water levels in the aquatics 

center pools. The topic of water conservation in the Parks and Recreation Department 

has been discussed for years, with public pressure to maintain some emerald-green 

turf areas as well as to drastically reduce irrigation usage, but no solid plan is in place 

to aggressively address the issues. Responses to the issue in the Parks and Recreation 

Master Plan Update survey reveal the public’s strong desire that water conservation in 

the City’s parks and properties be a priority.  Additional local educational resources on 

these matters is PBAC, UI Extension, and Latah County. 

GOAL: Reduce water usage in public parks and properties 

ACTIONABLE ITEM 3:  Develop a policy and process for water conservation measures 

within the City’s public parks and properties. 

Objectives to consider: 

 Utilize collaboration efforts with the Water Department, Sustainable Environment 

Commission and others to develop a City process to reduce water usage within the 

City’s public parks and properties.  

 Develop a City water usage reduction policy to ensure the initiation and on-going 

process to reduce water usage within the City’s public parks and properties. 

 Consider strategic browning of certain parks, specific areas within parks, and other 

properties.  

 Consider developing an aggressive xeriscape/Wisescape development plan.   

 Consider initiating a City water reduction program utilizing pilot test areas within 

the parks system. 
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3.2.4  Accessibility 

 

Moscow’s parks are a tangible reflection of the quality of life in our community. They 

provide identity for our citizens and are a major factor in the perception of the quality 

of life in any given community. Parks and recreation services are often cited as one of 

the most important factors in surveys of how livable communities are. Parks provide 

gathering places for families and social groups, as well as for individuals of all ages and 

economic status. Parks and recreation facilities and programs are supposed to provide 

places for health and well-being that are accessible by persons of all ages and abilities, 

especially for those with disabilities. Moscow has been making steady progress for 

years to ensure its parks, facilities and programs are accessible; however, there is a 

need for an updated accessibility assessment and strategy plan to upgrade any defi-

ciencies.   

GOAL:  Provide access in all City parks and facilities 

ACTIONABLE ITEM 4: Develop an Accessibility Master Plan for the City’s public parks, 

facilities and recreational programs.  

Objectives to consider: 

 Inventory existing City parks and facilities for 

accessibility. Note: pathways are considered 

parks, and “facilities” includes all City-owned 

buildings. 

 Evaluate all recreational programs for accessi-

bility 

 In collaboration with the City’s ADA Coordina-

tor and local professional accessibility-

specialty organizations, develop an Accessibil-

ity Master Plan for the City’s parks, facilities, 

and recreational programs. 

 Consider including an annual review for com-

pliance. 

 Consider specialty training for recreation pro-

gramming staff. 
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3.2.5  Alternative/renewable energy resources and savings 

 

The City of Moscow has a long history of conservation and supporting sustainable ener-

gy practices. There are a multitude of park and recreational facilities in Moscow that 

require electricity and gas for lighting and heating, air conditioning, and heating water.  

In the past there have been some in-house assessments on alternative energy sources 

which have shown that the cost savings didn’t justify the investments in alternative en-

ergy. The primary target of these assessments is the Hamilton-Lowe Aquatics Center, a 

major consumer of gas for heating the pools. However, there are multiple smaller facil-

ities and amenities throughout the City’s parks system that utilize electricity which 

could possibly utilize alternative power sources, helping to offset the larger users such 

as the aquatics facilities.  Examples of these could be park shelters, restrooms, pathway 

lighting, parking lot lighting, etc.  With advances in technology, a professional assess-

ment of alternative energy uses is needed. Responses in the Parks and Recreation Mas-

ter Plan Update survey clearly show a strong desire by the community to explore this 

issue and take action. 

GOAL: Reduce dependency on fossil fuels  

ACTIONABLE ITEM 5:  Assess the City’s parks and facilities for alternative energy 

sources and savings. 

Objectives to consider: 

 Inventory all parks and facilities energy users. 

 Have inventory professionally assessed for power alternatives to include cost re-

covery projections. 

 Collaborate with applicable City staff, Commissions, and local energy experts to de-

velop an investment/implementation plan based on assessment report. 

 Produce annual cost/savings analysis report. 

 Consider mandatory energy assessment of all future City parks and facility develop-

ments. 
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3.2.6  Parkland Dedication Evaluation 

New housing developments are necessary to keep up as the City of Moscow grows. 

The increase in new housing increases the impact on existing parks and recreational 

resources. To assist in offsetting this impact, the City implemented a Parkland Dedica-

tion Code requiring that developers provide compensation toward that offset. The 

compensation comes in the form of either dedication of parkland, a fee in lieu of that 

parkland, or a combination of the two.  The process itself has been working well for 

several years. However, the actual formula for determining the fee in lieu of parkland 

has been a topic of discussion and confusion for about the same amount of years that 

program has been established in Moscow.  Though this topic was not in the Parks and 

Recreation Master Plan Update survey, it is a topic that continues to fester and needs 

to be examined and addressed.   

GOAL:  Establish a fair and equitable parkland dedication structure 

ACTIONABLE ITEM 6: Assess and revise the City’s Parkland Dedication valuation 

structure 

Objectives to consider: 

 Review undeveloped land valuation formula and process. 

 Review “Fee in Lieu Of” land formula and process. 

 Consider an analysis team to include City staff, elected officials and local develop-

ers to determine any changes. 

 Recommend City Code changes for City Council consideration. 

 Consider a review of the formulas on a 5-year cycle. 

 

3.2.7  Overhaul of City’s Parks and facilities standards 

The City of Moscow Parks and Recreation Department follows the National Recreation 

and Parks Association (NRPA) Parks and Facilities Standards to guide its own standards. 

The  NRPA has now adopted a more generalized approach to parks and facility stand-

ards. There is now a clear understanding that one standard does not fit all communi-

ties. The NRPA has now adopted the approach that each community should develop its 

own unique standards, using the NRPA’s old standards as a reference. The City of Mos-

cow needs to reevaluate its own needs and produce a set of parks and facilities stand-

ards to match. 

GOAL: Establish parks and facilities standards unique to Moscow  

ACTIONABLE ITEM 7: Assess and develop parks and facilities standards to match 

Moscow’s uniqueness and guide the Parks and Recreation Department operations 

into the future. 
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Objectives to consider: 

 Produce an updated inventory of Moscow’s parks and recreational facilities. 

 Using community stakeholders, review and compare the NRPA standards to Mos-

cow’s inventory. 

 Produce a parks and recreational facilities standards master document for Council 

adoption. 

 The parks and facility standards overhaul should begin immediately and be com-

pleted within one year. A Needs Assessment and Implementation Plan cannot be 

developed until after the new parks and facility standards are adopted.  

 The Needs Assessment should be completed within one year of the adoption of the 

parks and facilities standards. 

 The Implementation Plan should be developed within one year of completing the  

Needs Assessment, followed by the systematic implementation of operations based 

on the new standards and needs assessment. 

 Review and update every five years.   

 

3.2.8  Other areas of needed action 

The previous six Actionable Items were of issues of possibly higher visibility, but there 

were also other issues illuminated via the Parks and Recreation Master Plan Update 

survey that deserves attention in this Master Plan Update. 

 

ACTIONABLE ITEM 8:  Explore the possibilities of the following items: covered or in-

door playground; bubble the aquatics facility for year round use. 

Objectives to consider: 

Covered or indoor playground- 

 Explore options for a covered or indoor playground.  

 Parks and Recreation Commission consider community desire, need and cost and 

make recommendation. 

Bubble the aquatics facility for year round use- 

 Explore options. 

 Parks and Recreation Commission consider community desire, need, feasibility and 

cost, and make recommendation to City Council. 
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still Viable Actionable Items from 2013 Parks and Recreation Master Plan  

 

3.2.9  Pathways, greenways, and linear connections 

Paradise Path, Bill Chipman Palouse Trail and the Latah Trail exemplify the City’s pro-

activeness and commitment to creating a livable and healthy community. These linear 

pathways offer the benefits of recreation, exercise, nature observance, environmental 

education, community mobility, and neighborhood cohesiveness. Collaboration be-

tween regional agencies should remain strong. Continued development of linear parks 

and greenways, pathways, and pedestrian connections are of great value, as evidenced 

by their use and popularity. Therefore, it should be considered that each new develop-

ment must contribute to the community’s connectivity through dedicated open space, 

greenway development, and provision of access to pathways, which could possibly be 

accomplished through the dedication of open space and public access easements. 

GOAL: A comprehensive network of paths and linear parks connecting all parts of 

Moscow 

ACTIONABLE ITEM 9:  A comprehensive network of paths and linear parks connecting 

all parts of the community. 

Objectives to consider: 

 Continue to acquire necessary rights-of-way or easements for construction of the 

primary pathway network. 

 Seek to complete the secondary pathway system by constructing pathway and 

sidewalk connectors in order to maximize accessibility to the citywide system. 

 Amend the subdivision regulations to require pedestrian easements where appro-

priate to provide direct connections to the primary and secondary pathway net-

works. 

 Integrate cyclist- and pedestrian-sensitive planning guidelines into all street im-

provement projects, such as minimum clearances, obstruction avoidance, signage, 

and maintenance. 

 Place appropriate lighting along existing segments of the paths and at the time of 

constructing new paths. 

 Establish policies and design standards for pedestrian tunnels beneath significant 

barriers (where possible) such as S.H. 8, U.S. 95, the railroad, and other major road-

ways, as well as the proposed greenbelt roadway corridor around the perimeter of 

the City. 

 Consider planning for strategically placed public drinking fountains along trails that 

include water bottle-refilling and dog bowls. 
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 Continue to seek state and federal funding assistance for trail development, such as 

Rivers, Trails, and Conservation Assistance (RTCA), Recreational Trails Program 

(originally authorized by the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century), and 

transportation enhancements through Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Trans-

portation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). 

 Repurpose pathway corridors as multi-functional linear parks with activity areas 

such as exercise circuits, playscapes, and eco-destinations. 

 Identify possible access linkages to the existing pathway system, which may include 

a sidewalk, bike lane, and/or path for all new publicly dedicated parks. 

3.2.10  Cultural enhancement 

The City has been recognized as one of the “100 Best Small Art Towns in America” by 

John Villani. The strength of the arts community is a source of pride and should have 

an increased presence in the park system. A benefit of being a university town is the 

availability of cultural events and activities. As such, the community is cognizant of its 

history and both values and supports development of the arts. A cultural venue for vis-

ual art displays, performances, demonstrations, and exhibits is the City’s parks and 

public spaces. The current formulated program serves to enliven the park experience 

while giving an opportunity for creative expression to local, regional, and statewide 

talents. 

GOAL: Broadened development of Moscow’s cultural infrastructure and its integration 

into park sites and recreational programs 

ACTIONABLE ITEM 10: Broaden development of the community’s cultural infrastruc-

ture and its integration into park sites and recreational programs.  

Objectives to consider: 

 Adapt unused or underutilized spaces to create neighborhood gardens, plazas, 

landscape malls, and common open spaces for the beautification and enjoyment of 

residents and visitors. 

 Explore the possibilities of incorporating museums, monuments, and markers as 

park amenities and destinations for tourists and visitors. 

 Build historic and cultural value into parks and public open spaces through pro-

grams, festivals, and activities held within the parks. 

 Provide a place in each park for the display of public art and/or notices of sched-

uled performances. 

 Work with the Arts Department/Commission to develop a public art walking tour 

for viewing of pieces on display in parks, open spaces, and along community path-

ways. 
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 Expand the educational interpretation program, like that along the Chipman Trail,  

Paradise Path, and Latah Trail through signage, kiosks, monuments, and expressive 

way-finding. 

 Work with the Art Department/Commission to utilize the “art-in-the-park” program 

to attract heritage tourists, which, together with eco-tourism, is the fastest growing 

national tourism economy. 

 Partner with the Arts Department/Commission to expand arts programming, such 

as a summer arts program, to complement recreational activities. 

 Enhance interpretation to highlight historic figures and events, including a heritage 

walk and living history displays at each park. 

 Continue to support and expand the Farmers Market and other festivities in and 

around Main Street and Friendship Square. 

 Consider integration of a public stage/amphitheater near the Downtown Urban Re-

newal area for showing independent films and other live performances. Also, con-

sider a public art plaza for rotating art displays (similar to that in City Hall) with a 

highly unique space design. 

 Consider developing map showing artful elements around town. 

 Consider the idea of artistic elements that can be integrated into functional pieces, 

such as artful benches, etc. 

3.2.11  Convenience and Accessibility of Public Parks, Recreational Areas, and 
Public Open Spaces 

Other than the University of Idaho’s fields, most of which are not open for everyday 

public use, a majority of the City’s parks are on the east side. Also, due to the require-

ment of land dedication only (not including park development), many of the parks in-

tended to serve the newer neighborhoods are undeveloped. As a result, there are large 

areas of town that are not within close proximity to public park space. Therefore, the 

fully developed parks, such as East City Park, are heavily utilized, bordering on overuse 

at certain times. In addition to park spaces, there is also a need to diversify the types of 

activities and facilities available, helping to meet the needs of the adult and senior pop-

ulations. 

GOAL: Even and equal distribution of park spaces, activities, and facilities to meet the 

diversity of Moscow. 

ACTIONABLE ITEM 11:  Even and equal distribution of park spaces, activities, and fa-
cilities to meet the diversity of local areas. 

Actionable Objectives to consider: 
 
 When and where feasible, locate future parks adjacent to linear greenways and 

planned extensions of the pathway system so as to maximize their accessibility. 
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 Adopt a practice of neighborhood design charrettes to gather resident input on the 

design of nearby parks and the types of facilities and equipment desired to serve its 

users.  

 Continue to utilize the newly adopted policy requiring a development “plan” for 

each park property within 2 years of new acquisitions and all existing undeveloped 

park properties within 5 years of adoption of this Master Plan. Each park property 

development plan will include at a minimum a design plan, development and fund-

ing strategy plan, and ongoing maintenance and operations plan. The development 

plans should include, if necessary, phasing elements such as adjacent street im-

provements, to allow development to begin sooner and still assure the public of 

future improvements. This would increase the likelihood of ensuring a systematic 

and timely development of existing and new park properties.  

 Adopt prototypical park development standards to identify minimum improve-

ments within all parks, with unique consideration of the location relevant to user 

population characteristics. 

 Adopt National Recreation and Park Association (NRPA) standards for establishing 

park service areas.  

 Improve way-finding to parks and public spaces by installing unique directional 

signage along roadways and at every park entrance so that users and passers-by 

can easily identify public facilities. 

 Conduct an inventory of surplus government-owned (City, County, State, and Uni-

versity) property and consider it for parks and/or open space use, particularly if it is 

within an identified “need area.”  

 Conduct an inventory of vacant lots for possible public uses such as neighborhood 

gardens or public park space.  

 Amend the City’s leash ordinance to allow off-leash time periods in suitable existing 

parks other than the Dog Park. 

 The Parks and Recreation Department recently completed a draft City Parks, Facili-

ties and Lands Historic Guide. This document, once officially accepted, should be 

updated annually and made accessible to the public. 

 Review the City’s interpretation of accessible play structures and equipment in eve-

ry park.  
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3.2.12  Diversity and Availability of Recreational Programs and Activities 

In addition to providing outdoor park areas and facilities, the Parks and Recreation De-

partment is also responsible for the community’s recreational programming. A broad 

variety of programs is available to the residents of Moscow, which may be further ex-

panded to include programming for nature/outdoors, culture, and added sports. Con-

tinued development of the City’s recreational programming is necessary to provide in-

door opportunities, and to supplement the outdoor facilities and spaces. 

GOAL: Maximum availability and utilization of recreation programming 

ACTIONABLE ITEM 12: Maximum availability and utilization of recreational program-
ming. 

Objectives to consider: 
 

 Expand the number and hours of activities available for the participation of youth 

and teens. 

 Emphasize program values for healthy active lifestyles, implementing the newly 

focused programs within two years of adoption of this Master Plan.  

 Increase emphasis on recreational programs for both young and mature adults, in-

cluding fitness and exercise classes, visual and performing arts, etc. 

 Conduct a comparative analysis of recreational program fees and revenues gener-

ated by comparable cities throughout the region and the state, and make adjust-

ments as warranted. 

 Conduct an advertising campaign to solicit programmatic participation by resi-

dents. 

 Explore expanding, renovating and providing new facilities that are available for 

recreational programs so as to increase the type and numbers of activities and to 

attract new users. 

 In an effort to expand and strengthen the performing arts, work closely with the 

Arts Department/Commission to offer additional programs that cater to and solicit 

the involvement of residents in performing arts, including theater, motion pictures, 

music, dance, opera, magic, and the marching arts, such as brass bands. 

 Expand upon the recreation and sports programs already offered with varying lev-

els of training and new, supplemental program offerings. 
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3.2.13  Effective Management, Administration, and Partnerships 

Generally, the Parks and Recreation Department is heralded for its efforts to acquire, 

develop, manage, and maintain a good system of parks and recreational facilities. 

However, there are growing funding pressures and fewer sources of outside funds 

than in years past. Presently, there are 339.87 acres of City parkland, which includes 

160 acres for the Virgil Phillips Farm Park outside the City. Shared maintenance cost 

agreements have worked well for the Latah Trail, the Chipman Trail and Virgil Phillips 

Farm Park. 

GOAL: Maximize the efficient use of resources to develop and maintain a first-class 
system of parks, public open spaces, and recreational facilities and improvements 
 
ACTIONABLE ITEM 13:  Maximize the efficient use of resources to develop and main-
tain a first-class system of parks, public spaces, and recreational facilities and im-
provements. 

 
Objectives to consider: 
 
 Explore the feasibility and value of contracting for some park maintenance activi-

ties that may be handled more cost effectively by the private sector. 

 Explore organization of an adopt-a-park program to solicit the participation of local 

clubs and groups to undertake park improvement projects under the guidance of 

the City. 

 Continue to submit applications for state and federal grants-in-aid programs, as 

well as to private foundations, to maximize the leverage of the City’s financial re-

sources. 

 Explore the formation of mutually beneficial relationships with other area commu-

nities, public and semi-public agencies, groups, and organizations for combining 

resources to acquire, develop, and maintain public land and other significant capi-

tal investments. The collaborative efforts between Pullman and Moscow in the de-

velopment of the Chipman Trail are a highly visible and successful example of what 

can be accomplished. 

 Explore the feasibility of establishing programs for lease/purchase, tax incentives, 

and public maintenance to entice private sector participation in park system devel-

opment. 

 A facilities/staffing needs assessment was approved in 2015.   
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3.2.14  DESIGNATION OF CITY PARKS AND  PROPERTIES AS NICOTINE-FREE 

Moscow’s City parks and open spaces improve our physical and psychological health, 

strengthen our community, and make our city and neighborhoods more attractive 

places to live and work. They are the jewels of our community.  Nicotine-free parks en-

hance visitor enjoyment of clean air, natural beauty and healthy activities.  These poli-

cies protect all park visitors from the harmful effects of exposed secondhand smoke, 

reduce tobacco product litter, and sends a positive message to the community that nic-

otine product use is not compatible with active, healthy lifestyles, and can help steer 

youth away from their use. These policies also reduce maintenance costs and fire risks. 

There are currently 1,260 U.S. municipalities that have smoke-free parks, and it is esti-

mated that annual cleanup costs for tobacco–related litter is between $3MM-$16MM 

with 175 million pounds per year for cigarette butts alone.   

 

GOAL: Maximize health benefits of nicotine-free public outdoor recreational spaces 
and reduction of nicotine product litter in City parks and properties 
 
ACTIONABLE ITEM 14:  Explore designation of City’s parks and properties as nicotine- 
free. 

 
Objectives to consider: 
 
 Explore development of a nicotine-free City park and property policy for considera-

tion. 

 Implement red-flags project to identify severity of tobacco-product litter in Mos-

cow’s parks. 

 Consider options such as all City parks and properties, certain ones, or zones within 

particular parks. 

 Consider aggressive educational campaign 

 Explore successes of other municipalities 

with  nicotine-free parks and properties. 

 Consider whether to make this enforceable 

or not.  
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SECTION 4:  PARK INVENTORY 

 

4.1  Inventory of parks and recreation areas and facilities 

 

The City offers an assortment of parks and facilities that provide opportunities for a 

variety of uses and recreation activities. The City of Moscow owns and manages 200.21 

acres of properties, including parks, special use areas, open space, and linear pathways 

(our parks system). The City also manages and maintains 36.5 acres of Moscow School 

District outdoor recreational/sport properties.  The City owns the 160 acre Philips Farm 

Park located north of Moscow, but contracts management and maintenance of that 

park with the Latah County Parks and Recreation Department. The Moscow School Dis-

trict also has approximately 13.71 acres of outdoor play area that is open for public use 

when school is not in session and/or not in use by the schools. A detail classification 

and acreage of each City (and school) park, property and facility is listed in Table 4.1, 

Park & Facility Classification & Acreage, and their map locations are located in Ap-

pendix B—MAPS.  

City staff and volunteer commission members undertook a significant effort to invento-

ry each park site and provide a written history of the site and description of the facili-

ties and amenities available. This report is provided in its entirety in the Historical 

Guide, which is posted on the city’s website. Photographs and maps document the 

improvements and visually depict the characteristics and physical conditions of each 

park, public facility, and open space area.   

 

4.2  Park Classification 

For the purposes of this Master Plan Update, the parks and public spaces are classified 

as follows: 

 

 Pocket Parks   Special Use Parks & Facilities  

 Neighborhood Parks   Open Spaces  

 Community Parks   Linear Parks/Pathways  

 Regional Parks   Semi-public Parks and play areas 

(School grounds)  
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Pocket Parks (Less than 3 Acres) 

Since the primary service area for a pocket park is one-quarter mile – generally two to 

four blocks - it is intended to serve the needs of people living or working in the imme-

diate area. Therefore, the number of persons that benefit from these public spaces is 

relatively small. The City of Moscow size-classification of a pocket park is any park less 

than three acres. There are fifteen (15) pocket parks within the community that to-

gether provide 19.27 acres, as shown in Table 4.1, Park & Facility Classification & Acre-

age. It is important to note however, that some of these properties are not yet devel-

oped and some are not intended for general play, but rather a landmark, etc.  

 

Neighborhood Parks (3-4 Acres)  

The size of neighborhood parks varies according to the availability of property, method 

and timing of acquisition, and the intended use. The City of Moscow size-classification 

of a neighborhood park is between 3-4 acres. They typically draw usage from residents 

within one-half mile though it is not uncommon, especially in a smaller city the size of 

Moscow, for certain neighborhood parks to draw usage from further away. Although 

an 8-acre park may accommodate a ball field and larger recreation and open space ar-

eas, two parks that are 3-4 acres in size may equally - and perhaps better - serve the 

neighborhood needs while ensuring a good spatial distribution. Presently, there are 

five (5) neighborhood parks that total 20.33 acres, as shown in Table 4.1, Park & Facili-

ty Classification & Acreage. It is important to note, however, that some of these 

parks are not yet developed. Lola Clyde Park is scheduled for initial development in the 

summer of 2019. Milton Arthur Park has maintained open space, but no amenities as 

of yet.  

 

Community Parks (5-25 Acres) 

Community parks provide for the needs of the community at-large and, therefore, are 

the largest parks within the municipal system. The City of Moscow size-classification of 

Community Parks is between 5-25 acres. These larger areas have a broad variety of fa-

cilities and intended uses including both passive and active recreation, such as walking 

and jogging paths, athletic courts, ball fields, picnic areas, activity centers, and swim-

ming pools that draw residents primarily within a distance of one mile, but it is certain-

ly not uncommon for usage to draw from across a mid-sized city such as Moscow.   

Based on the size and types of facilities and improvements available, there are four (4) 

parks that are classified as community parks that total 41.57 acres, as shown in Table 

4.1, Park & Facility Classification & Acreage. 



32 

Regional Parks (Large Scale) 

There is one regional park facility in the City’s inventory: Virgil Phillips Farm Park. This 

property consists of 160 acres, as shown by Table 4.1, Park & Facility Classification & 

Acreage. However, due to its location and proximity to the City, it is leased to the 

Latah County Parks and Recreation Department for operations and management. The 

City of Moscow contributes funding to Latah County for the partial maintenance of the 

park property. 

 

Special Use Parks & Facilities 

Special use parks and facilities serve the entire community and, depending on their na-

ture and scale, sometimes appeal to the region or state. These facilities provide for 

specialized and multi-purpose recreation activities.  They contribute unique additions 

to the parks and recreation system and supplement the traditional indoor and outdoor 

recreation opportunities. 

Special use facilities commonly include civic centers, museums, aquatics facilities, dog 

parks, skate parks, and gymnasiums. The presence of the University of Idaho greatly 

expands the list of these facilities. Those that are subject to this plan include the spac-

es and facilities listed in Table 4.1, Park & Facility Classification & Acreage. Together, 

these areas provide 15.07 acres to the City’s inventory, although their contributions to 

the park system and community are not measured by size but by the variety of activi-

ties provided and the attraction of residents and visitors.   

 

Open Space 

There are several open spaces that are dedicated for such purpose and maintained by 

the City. They are intended to contribute to the general openness of the community 

and protect sensitive resources.  As an open space they are intended for their passive 

contribution to the visual environment rather than for any means of organized activity. 

In some cases, though, such as the Bridge Street property, the open space may be used 

as an informal playing field by neighborhood children and residents. There six (6) City-

owned open space areas consisting of 66.02 acres, as listed in Table 4.1, Park & Facility 

Classification & Acreage. These include those described above as well as excess rights

-of-way as in the case of the C Street and Virginia Avenue triangles and the White Ave-

nue roundabout. 
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Linear Parks/Pathways 

A linear park, such as Paradise Path, is developed for one or more modes of recreation-

al travel, such as hiking, biking, walking, and, in some cases, horseback riding, as well as 

a formal source of local destination travel such as to and from work or the store. Path-

ways may be used for active use, such as running or rollerblading, or for passive pur-

poses. The growing system of pathways is expanding its reach within the community 

and increasingly improving access throughout the City and to adjacent cities. Its contin-

ued progression will greatly enhance the overall parks and pathways system, eventual-

ly providing linear linkage to each of the parks, schools, neighborhoods, and business-

es. Furthermore, the Latah Trail, extending eastward to Troy, and the Chipman Trail, 

extending to Pullman, creates a regional spine from which lateral trails may be extend-

ed. 

Displayed in Table 4.1, Park & Facility Classification & Acreage, are the seven (7) ex-

isting path segments, which together contribute 38.23 acres and 4.97 miles of pathway 

to the City’s inventory of parks and recreational areas (note: Heron’s Hideout is includ-

ed in the number of pathway segments, but its acreage is counted in the Pocket Park 

classification). There the merit of linear parks and pathways is not on a basis of acreage 

but rather, its interconnectivity. For service area planning purposes, the primary path-

ways in Moscow (Paradise Path, Latah Trail, Chipman Trail) are considered to service 

the entire Moscow area. Any lateral pathway or linear park service areas extend gener-

ally one-quarter mile on each side, similar to a pocket park.  

Semi-Public Parks 

Together, the Moscow School District (MSD) campuses contribute 50.21 acres of semi-

public open space and recreational areas.  This acreage (approximated) includes only 

those outdoor areas used for play and activities by the schools, and is reflected in Table 

4.1, Park & Facility Classification & Acreage.  It’s important to note the large contribu-

tion the school district outdoor properties add to the overall playability of the Moscow 

community. All of the four elementary schools have playground structures that are 

open to the public when the schools are not in session. School District properties also 

include the new MSD Community Playfields and Oylear Field. The Moscow School Dis-

trict and the City share (50/50) the annual maintenance and operational costs of the 

MSD Community Playfields. 

A collaborative approach to parks and recreation planning requires communication and 

coordination among interested parties. Through joint agreements created between 

public agencies, as well as partnerships with the private sector, the parks and recrea-

tion system benefits in its quality and affordability. Joint acquisition, construction, and 

ongoing operation and maintenance allow efficient use of public dollars, while ensuring 

that facilities are coordinated and connected. Funding major improvements,  
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particularly to overcome the current deficiencies, is a significant challenge confronting 

this community. A good example of this is the joint development/usage agreement of 

the Moscow School District Community Playfields. Funds provided by both the City and 

MSD were bundled for the ball field project development constructed in 2014. 

The City should consider formalizing their existing relationship with MSD through im-

plementation of a reciprocal agreement. Currently, the City and MSD do not have a 

formal agreement for the City’s use and maintenance of six MSD campuses or MSD’s 

use of Ghormley Park, Mountain View Park and the Hamilton Indoor Recreation Cen-

ter. A written agreement could prove beneficial in terms of ensuring efficiency, sus-

tained facility use, and, most certainly, cost savings for both parties.  

While the University of Idaho is a remarkable asset to the community, their acreage is 

not included in this plan because it is within the sole authority and jurisdiction of the 

State as to its use and availability, and the land is not fully accessible and open for pub-

lic use. 
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SECTION 5:  FACILITY STANDARDS 

The City of Moscow Parks and Recreation Department follows the National Recreation 

and Parks Association (NRPA)  Parks and Facilities Standards to guide its own stand-

ards. The NRPA has adopted a more generalized approach to parks and facility stand-

ards. There is an accepted understanding that one standard does not fit all communi-

ties. The NRPA has adopted the approach that each community should develop its own 

unique standards, using the NRPA’s old standards as a reference. The City of Moscow 

needs to reevaluate its own needs and develop a set of parks and facilities standards to 

match. This is included in Section 3, as an Actionable Item. 

Until an overhaul of the City’s parks and facilities standards is completed and adopted, 

the City will continue to follow the NRPA standards. 

 

SECTION 6:  NEEDS ASSESSMENT 

Once there is an adopted Parks and Facilities Standards master document in place, the 

next step will be to conduct a needs assessment. The needs assessment primarily es-

tablishes what types and numbers of facilities and amenities the City should have in its 

inventory. 

 

SECTION 7:  IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 

The final step in the Master Planning pro-

cess is implementing the plan. Once there 

is an adopted needs assessment, then an 

implementation plan will be developed and 

the process of implementing it will begin.  

The City will not necessarily wait on the 

revised needs assessment to begin under-

taking tasks to accomplish the Actionable 

Items already identified in Section 3.   
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APPENDIX:  A  

 

MAPS 

 

A-1   Existing Parks 

A-2   Pocket Park Service Areas 

A-3   Neighborhood Park Service Areas 

A-4   Community Park Service Areas 

A-5   Pathway System 
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SURVEY RESULTS AND PUBLIC COMMENTS 

APPENDIX:  B  
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APPENDIX B:   SURVEY RESULTS AND COMMENTS 

Q1.  Please indicate the number of individuals in each age group living in your 
household: 

 

Q2  From the following list, please check ALL the ways in which you learn about 
Moscow Parks and Recreation programs, classes, and/or events: 

 
 

 
Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. At the HIRC (4) 
2. Websites, social media (3) 
3. School resources (5) 
4. drive by mostly  
5. city meetings and commissions  
6. Bulletin boards/coffee shops  
7. Chamber of Commerce  
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Q3.  How many times in the last 12 months did members of your household visit a 

City parks and/or recreation facility in Moscow? (check the appropriate box for 
each): 

 

Q4  From the following list, please check reasons that have discouraged household 
members from using a City Parks and Recreation FACILITY, i.e., Hamilton In-
door Recreation Center, Eggan Youth Center, East City Park, MSD Community 
Ball Fields, Paradise Pathway System, etc. (select all that apply): 
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q4): 
 

1. Sidewalks non-existent to a particular feature.  
2. not safe for toddlers--located beside streets or bodies of water  
3. There is a lack of indoor facilities to use during winter for clubs, parties. 
4. Don't know  
5. I use UI facilities quite a bit.  
6. Not sure what and where facilities are available  
7. I would love it if all the parks had some kind of bathroom or portable toilet. Espe-

cially Triangle or East Gate Park.  
8. Programs seem limited to youth or special interests  
9. Just can't handle chlorine; but we have a great pool!  
10. I use on-campus facilities instead if an alternative, cost-effective one exists.  
11. time available  
12. It's hard to know what you can use some of the facilities for, and they are all pretty 

much on the opposite side of town than where I live.  
13. Sometimes there are people sleeping in the public parks.  
14. Sometimes hours of operation of pool were not what I would've liked.  
15. This is a very confusing question! I feel safe in Moscow City parks.  
16. Mostly the kids go and use facilities. It would be great to have an indoor pool that 

the kids can use year round. For the adults, mainly it's a time issue.  
17. I work at the Pullman Aquatic Fitness Center. I would love to see a "warm pool" in 

Moscow.  
18. Dogs running wild  
19. The question is hard to understand, accessibility is a challenge at many parks, in-

cluding Indian Hill new park (wheelchair up/down that hill) no benches, no shade - I 
have never not felt safe at park, but never been after dark  

20. Moscow Bike Park needs some love!  
21. Lack of parking can be annoying  
22. Trail light in and out of Berman not working  
23. I don't have kids.  
24. I'm strictly on foot & very busy, so time & distance affects my usage; I use what 

works for me & is free  
25. Time/Schedule  
26. Lack of vault toilets in smaller parks  
27. Lap swim times are inadequate at Aquatic Center  
28. We need an ice rink!  
29. Little or no parking at many parks (e.g. East City where parking is used for residents 

across the street)  
30. Pricing  
31. Weird question. Not quite sure how to answer it.  
32. Timing of programs & overseas travel  
33. Price of Aquatics Center/cannot afford it  
34. We have pets but no longer use dog park because people bring dogs there that are 

aggressive and/or otherwise unfit to be there. It was unsafe for our pets  
35. HIRC closed Sunday mornings.  
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Q5.  How many members of your household have a disability as defined by the 

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)? 

Technical error with survey. No results. 

Q6.   If you have household members with disabilities, what type of program sup-
ports are needed to serve their recreational needs (select all that apply): 

 
 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 
1. Accessibility ramps, etc.  

2. My child has autism. We have only had one issue with Parks and Rec programming 
and that was with swim lessons and the staff being unwilling to change their ap-
proach to accommodate my child. We did swim lessons at the U of I instead.  

3. Walker/cane - Mobility issues  
4. Would like pool access without public swim  
5. wheelchair tennis accessible tennis courts (wide gate entrance)  
6. Our household requires both adaptive equipment and safe ADA access and sup-

port.  
7. Parking, firm pathways  
8. Adult swing with seatbelts and backs, adult sized exercise/play equipment  
9. Access to resources to address hypoglycemia (e.g. soda machine)  
10. very easy, low impact exercise  
11. Transportation and programs  
12. autism  
13. My son would need supports with sometimes adaptive equipment but definitely 

staff that would have some knowledge and the ability to work one on one  
14. the assistance he needs does not apply to the use of parks.  
15. Lower cost due to fixed incomes maybe a scholarship program like the one for low 

income kids. More shade, more places to sit, more bathrooms and drinking foun-
tains, hand rails on hills, special seating at Hamilton Indoor during sport games.  

16. cushioned floor surface  
17. He is adjusting so I don’t know.  
18. 3 need wheel chair accessibility for their fiscal disabilities  
19. Trained staff and programs, like basketball, just for people with disabilities. When 

disabled youth age out of P&R and school sports, there are few options for joining 
teams. Other programs like skiing, dancing, rafting, etc., would be great!  

20. Adaptive equipment, programs, trained staff needed for individuals to participate. 
Please make programs inclusive.  
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q6) Continued: 
 

21.   I'm older/creakier ...trained staff would be nice  
22.   Public transportation  

Q7.  If you have household members with disabilities, check what programs would 
be of most interest (select all that apply): 

 
 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. Warmer pool water  
2. I checked aquatics, social activities, outdoor adventure programs and arts and 

crafts.  
3. Aquatics, social activities, arts&crafts  
4. Our household would be interested in social activities, educational activities, and 

travel.  
5. Ability to use public sidewalks for exercise & recreation (i.e. have them in good re-

pair and clear of ice, snow, and debris.  
6. Adaptive park equipment  
7. Our son would like aquatics, social activities and arts and crafts  
8. More activities for mentally ill adults  
9. All 
10. Aquatics, low impact exercise, bingo,  
11. There are limited programs for kids with special needs in the area and I would love 

to sign my son up for organized sports but he would need one support and coaches 
with patience  

12. Aquatics, social activities and outdoor adventure programs  
13. Choices 2,3,4  
14. All the above  
15. I would choose all of the above.  
16. Arts and crafts, aquatics, organized activities  
17. Nothing special—same needs as any other kid. If my kids (disabled or not) need 

some kind of assistance, either I can provide it or they can go without.  
18. Check all boxes.  
19. Aquatics, social, outdoor  
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Q8.  How many members of your household have participated in a Moscow Parks 
and Recreation program in the last 12 months? 
 
Technical error in survey program. Invalid results 

Q9.  From the following list, please check reasons that have discouraged household 
members from participating in Moscow Parks and Recreation ACTIVITIES (select 
all that apply): 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. Moscow 1/2 marathon is WAY too expensive!  
2. Child care is the huge one for me  
3. Sometimes poor coaching/goals for the program  
4. Would like some shorter programs of just a few weeks for a sample to see if kids 

like it. We can also make a program work for a few weeks but not longer as other 
child would have to come but is too young to participate.  

5. Your programs are not too expensive, but we have a lack of disposable income 
with 6 children.  

6. We often find that sports or classes that are of interest are not open to the age of 
the individual who is interested.  
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7.   Lack of female sports, i.e. just a women's basketball league  
8. no free time  
9. I just haven't made the time to do them.  
10. Mostly regarding the Ice Rink...  
11. No programs for teens  
12. I have participated in city league softball for several years. There are a number of frus-

trations that I have experienced while participating. First of all, the charge to play is 
ridiculous. Nearly $900 for 16 games is crazy. Equally ridiculous is the $500 for the 10 
game coed season. We are basically paying to supplement other programs. The softball 
league is also not ran well. On multiple occasions each year we will show up and the 
field won't be groomed, there won't be an umpire, or any number of other preventable 
issues will arise. We have been without working scoreboards for over 2 years now. As 
tax payers and someone that pays $1400 between the two leagues each year, that 
seems like something that could be fixed. The level of service for the amount of $ spent 
is continues to disappoint year after year.  

13. Serious lack of organization.  
14. Needs are already filled in other ways  
15. painting/drawing has consistently not been offered yet I have a child who has repeat-

edly requested this option  
16. want to take classes like art, music, outdoor activity with teenage daughter and many 

classes are either or and I have to leave her home tho daycare not necessary  
17. Children are too young for most activities at this time (under 4 yrs old). However there 

are a number of free mommy and me programs that we go to that are offered by pri-
vate businesses or the library, so I haven’t needed more either.  

18. Micro soccer is ridiculously late this fall. I can't have my first grader finishing soccer at 
7:30 PM - that's when she usually goes to bed!  

19. Too many things on my plate to accommodate programs now  
20. Time/Schedule  
21. We need an ice rink  
22. I've said it every year - I would participate in the Rolling Hills half-marathon, but the 

application fee is ridiculous.  
23. All grad students, 2 of 3 are uninterested in most organized physical activity and we are 

unable to afford a dog (yet).  
24. The outdoor pool facility is very dirty and moldy.  
25. exercise class is a little to vigorous for me so go to hosp osteo class instead  
26. no time :(  
27. Very poorly run sports programs, particularly softball - very low quality program.  
28. recovering from surgery and not ready to participate  
29. more preschool swim classes needed. all full  
30. Parent meetings involve someone rudely asking for parent support to help. I wish 

coaches were provided and not talked down to.  
31. Would like Zumba for seniors, yoga for seniors, aerobics for seniors in the evening so I 

can go after work  
32. The sports programs are not well managed because the way it is handled not everyone 

is a winner and snacks are not required to make everyone feel better. Sports are too 
learn the sport not everyone is equal and a winner. Its a sport not everyone is good but 
it should be a learning experience not a coombi ya for the parents.  
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33. Just haven't taken time to participate  
34. poor planning on my part  
35. No pickleball courts  
36. Simply a matter of busy schedules at this point. No fault of P&R  
37. Time for sports games for the parks and rec are inconvenient for working parents. 

To have a game start at 5pm it is hard to make it on time and to get the kids there 
on time.  

38. tried to volunteer too help with beginners basketball with basics but told not need-
ed  

39. Simply involvement in volunteering and other activities, no time  
40. Not interested in city programs. Enjoy private programs.  
41. Brochures need to be distributed more widely.  
42. My physical condition has deteriorated - can't do the fun stuff!  
43. Lack of time  
44. Lack of time due to work/parenting  
45. We’ve been doing other organized sports  
46. Complete disorganization-i.e. Micro soccer  
47. Always unorganized  
48. Again. Unfriendly and unkind man who works at the HIRC.  
49. Age restriction  
50. Nothing new.  
51. Questionable management (soccer)  
52. Tired of having to coach a parks and rec activity so my children can play. We might 

not be playing next year because of this. Consider coordinating with the U of I Rec 
program to see if there are student able to coach for credit.  

53. Lack of time, not around during summer  

Additional comments from survey participants (Q9) Continued: 
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Q10.  From the following list, please check what types of recreation programs you 
and members of your household would be most interested in participating in (select 
all that apply): 
 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. Moscow needs a Turkey Trot event - morning of Thanksgiving!  
2. A class that introduced several sports or activities would be nice.  
3. I like the programs Tone and Stretch and HL pool for swimming  
4. Biking is our main sport.  
5. More cooking classes, etc. Something for those of older to have a place to meet 

adults  
6. Outdoor exercise equipment stations on Chipman trail/Paradise Path would be 

great!  
7. More pickle ball!  
8. HOCKEY!!!  
9. Plant identification; mountain biking  
10. volunteer activities, community service and outreach for the needy  
11. Ice hockey  
12. Does Moscow Parks and Rec have fitness facilities?  
13. Ice Hockey  
14. This community loves hockey!  
15. martial arts--especially hopkido or taekwondo (both members of household took 

taekwondo from Parks and Rec with Mike Devich [I think he's still living in Pullman] 
in the late 90s and early 00s and miss it greatly)  
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16. Ice hockey  
17. Most of these questions are too limited to respond.  
18. Yoga, Stability exercise, Bone strengthening exercise classes on weekends or eve-

nings.  
19. tennis  
20. Art, Nature, website business  
21. If any, I'd lean toward crafts & writing & not physical activities; some interest 

though in landscaping facets & computers. Not a big draw at this time.  
22. Craft classes - stain glass, quilting, sewing, knitting  
23. We need an ice rink  
24. Need movement activities for creaky old folks  
25. Cultural/ethnic gatherings or classes  
26. parkour for kids  
27. Aquatics Tai Chi, social, cribbage tournaments, limited mobility activities, educa-

tional,  
28. Support New Ice Hockey Rink  
29. Pickleball  
30. Art classes  
31. robotics programs  
32. Ice Hockey  
33. Zumba for seniors aerobics yoga for seniors group activities for seniors and in the 

evening so I can go after work  
34. Environmental classes  
35. Would love to see more after school programs for kids at the HIRC. (3 p.m.- 6 p.m.)  
36. Can the Hamilton outdoor pool get an outdoor cover so that it can be used all year 

round?  
37. pickle ball if they had a court  
38. Would love to see more dog related activities i  
39. Arts and crafts, educational and social activities for adults. Concerts, group sing-

alongs.  
40. Dog classes  
41. Ice rink please  
42. Adult water aerobics would be great!  
43. Gaming parties  
44. Disc golf  
45. Senior sports such as pickleball, volleyball, baseball/kickball, bingo, dance lessons, 

card games.  
46. middle age mixers  
47. more pickleball courts would be great  
48. Ice skating  
49. Adult tech classes, ethnic cooking, lectures on broadening perspectives, adult 

STEAM projects, basic far maintenance geared toward women.  
50. I would participate in a competitive volleyball league  
51. arts  
52. ART.  
53. Pickleball courts!  
54. art classes  
55. Adaptive sports (ie goalball)  
56. Kayak roll?  

Additional comments from survey participants (Q10) Continued: 



53 

53. Pickleball courts!  
54. art classes  
55. Adaptive sports (ie goalball)  
56. Kayak roll?  
57. Rugby  
58. rock climbing, mountain biking  
59. You should have had separate categories for youth and adult sports. I'm tired of 

paying taxes for all the kid stuff, but I'd be interested in adult outdoor stuff like 
snowshoeing groups and so forth. Same with "family activities." I'm tired of all the 
kid-centric and family-centric stuff.  

60. Hockey, curling, ice skating  
61. Classes to learn and try new things, I’d enjoy baking and cooking classes, etc  
62. Disc golf  

Additional comments from survey participants (Q10) Continued: 

Q11.  Please rate the following factors that could encourage your household to use 
the Hamilton-Lowe Aquatics Center more often: 
 
 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. Very hard to find info on swim lessons if there even are any?  
2. I'm not really for forcing swim diaper use, but the fecal matter in the pool dilemma 

seemed to get out of hand this year.  
3. Could the aquatics center be open more hours - open pool more freq. for "seniors" 

only  
4. Don't swim. Wouldn't use not matter what changes.  
5. I’m very thankful they no longer charge admission if you are just chaperoning your 

kids. Thank you!  
6. disgusted by reports of feces in the pool last year  
7. The lifeguards are not confidence-building, that is, I don't trust my or my family's 

life to them.  
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8. Would be nice to have more time for lap swim on weekdays. How about offering a 
water aerobics class?  

9. More shade.  
10. karate  
11. More regular lap swim hours, including having 1-2 lanes open for longer hours  
12. My kids love it, but there is not much for an adult and it discourages use by mem-

bers of the community who do not have children.  
13. Better quality concessions options, not just another excuse to feed junk to kids.  
14. Add another pool or two PLEASE!!!! Would love to see a year round pool and more 

times to use the pool. For the kids, swim classes would be great, but also open 
swim in the evenings. For the adults, I would love to have an opportunity to have 
lap swim times or water sports with other adults in the evenings.  

15. the last selection is ONLY if the diapers would then keep the pool from being shut 
down when a "floater" is found. If not, then total opposite answer-- very UNim-
portant. :)  

16. None  
17. A warm pool for arthritis/young children.  
18. More for the middle age groups - to big for little moose slide to small for big slides, 

would be helpful, we missed the slide from the play structure a lot this year, also 
the lifeguards were really inconsistent with rules which made it difficult (eg less 
than 4 on moose slide, or jumping off side into lazy river)  

19. More lanes for lap swimming - and more hours just for designated lap swimming. I 
enjoy the adult lap swim but it gets very crowded and it's difficult to swim at your 
own pace without a collision.  

20. The pool needs to crack down on hygiene issues w/ visitors.  
21. Bathrooms always felt so dirty to me...I hate having to change kids in there. Also, 

beginner/toddler swim lessons were always at 9am...when kids get too cold. I sug-
gest putting the older kids first in the morning (since they have a higher cold toler-
ance usually) and the younger kids after 10am.  

22. A splash pad in town would be amazing -- wouldn't it be cool to have a splash pad 
downtown for kids to play? Perhaps in lieu of the fountain on Main street. :) My 
niece and nephew would love that!  

23. I don't swim  
24. We need an ice rink  
25. Inconsistency with age appropriate activities. Lack of communication regarding the 

child slide that was removed.  
26. The "breaks" the pool does are inconvenient. The pool should be checked all day 

long...with people in it.  
27. That concession stand is poorly run.  
28. Heat pool water more  
29. Our child was unable to participate in Swim lessons this year as he was "too old" for 

his skill ability due to his disability  
30. cleanliness of the pool water (our daughter was sick 2x from the pool this year)  
31. I would love a dedicated lap pool. Spoke too many this summer who agree.  

Additional comments from survey participants (Q11) Continued: 
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q11) Continued: 

32. Time to put in high quality security cameras and parking lot security to keep out 
crime. Be proactive not reactive before someone is mugged or injured  

33. lap swim for adults year round at lots of times throughout day  
34. YEAR ROUND POOL  
35. offer Senior rates  
36. preschool swim classes fill-up. crowded pool during free swim  
37. I would like less crowding during lap swim  
38. We don’t buy the food there because the line isn’t very, very, very long. Well, line 

may be short, but the wait is LONG.  
39. offer a punch card for lap swims at a reduced rate?  
40. Warmer water on any days it is not hot  
41. Expanded lap swim times. (I feel very strongly about this.)  
42. It seems a shame on the hottest days and the pool isn't open yet at the beginning 

of the season or doesn't stay open at the end of the season. I wish the pool hours 
were more weather dependent  

43. now that kids are older, pool is not a preferred recreation opportunity for our fami-
ly, but glad it's there for others  

44. Clean the lap pool. By the end of the summer, there are large clumps of hair and 
other small objects floating in the pool.  

45. Lap swims during the noon hour are very inconvenient. An earlier time on Saturday 
and Sunday would be very helpful. The current Saturday time is inconvenient, it 
would be nice to be able to swim before the Saturday market. Sunday morning lap 
swim is right during church time, I have also heard this from many other communi-
ty people.  

46. Offer days or times with NO SPRAYING WATER. One of my children is extremely 
upset by the fountains, buckets, and splashing kids. She often wants to go to the 
pool, but then spends most of the time ducking and dodging splashes. If there 
were a sensory-sensitive time available to visit the pool, we would definitely go!  

47. Clean and maintain pool  
48. Warmer water temps  
49. PLEASE!!!!!!! Year round pool would be AMAZING!!  
50. Allow children in life jackets on the slides I do not think they can cause any damage 

to the slides as we have been told. It is unfair to children needing the comfort of 
life jackets to play in water not to be a loud on the slides because of them.  

51. convert to saline for water treatment  
52. More days open during the year, especially when the weather warms.  
53. You are doing a great job.  
54. I haven't swam laps for a few years because my experience is of it being crowded 

and frustrating. I would love to see some other classes for adults -- perhaps incor-
porating some cardio classes (sprints, swimming with weight etc) fro those more 
fit. Also would love to see an introductory SCUBA class.  

55. Require children under 5 to wear life vest  
56. Better showers/dressing rooms  
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q11) Continued: 

57. Please put a bubble over it. The facility is only open for a short period of 
time each year, from a cost and maintenance perspective it makes no sense 
to only have it open for 3 months.  

58. Outdoor pool highly preferable to Memorial Gym pool  
59. a larger lazy river would be great!  
60. Cleanliness, crowding  
61. We go for the dog day  
62. The thought of those kids in the pool w/out diapers is creepy!!  
63. I love the idea of a year round pool  
64. Have lap pool open a few weeks before and after the rest of the season; 

would require less staffing.  
65. Dogs swimming in the pool increases wear and tear on facilities/pool filter 

system/overall grounds. The wear and tear from animals in a pool designed 
for humans increases costs for community members.  

66. Swim class size was insanely large  
67. You guys do a great job. A covered pool for year round use would be awe-

some! Swim diapers for 2 and under would be better.  
68. Kayak roll class?  
69. more lifeguards, and allowing life jackets in pool  
70. Gender specific changing rooms  
71. Locker rooms are yucky. There is always standing water on the floor, as the 

drains either don’t drain well or the concrete is not sloped correctly.  
72. The pool needs to be longer for lap-swimming.  
73. Lanes for faster swimmers. Masters level.  
74. The diaper rule is absolute crap! The people causing issues in the pool are 

not toddlers it’s older kids. My daughter has been potty trained since 2 and 
there is sufficient studies to show putting a potty trained child is diapers 
causes regression.  

75. Having an indoor pool would be great. It would also be nice if there were 
more options for swim lessons and adult fitness activities.  

76. You need an indoor pool option and adult swim times  
77. A covered year-round pool would be awesome, but I imagine VERY expen-

sive!  
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Q12.  Please rate the importance of adding these new INDOOR park and recrea-
tional facilities in Moscow: 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. Covered playground equipment!!  
2. Soft indoor play area would be nice especially as tree is now gone from Eastside 

Mall. There is a great community sourced free art space in the bridge mall in 
Sandpoint- I wonder if there would be space for something like that in Moscow.  

3. There is a lack of public space to go to in the winter.  
4. Don't use City indoor facilities very much. Mostly use UI facilities.  
5. Moscow has way too many athletic fields. Hardly ever used.  
6. more bike paths  
7. commercial kitchen for cooking classes and prepping meals for needy  
8. Half the year there is very little one can do outside. Also meeting rooms for non-

profits are difficult to find. Our girl scout group is an example.  
9. Many of these amenities are already available at UI and seem unnecessary.  
10. Splash pad!  
11. Financial support for an ice rink which receives tenfold more people/children than 

I've ever seen in the HIRC which Moscow spent millions on. With tourneys, this fa-
cility would actually MAKE money unlike the HIRC and bring even more to the local 
businesses in town. This is the biggest issue for my family and many others who use 
the current rink and know from first hand experience how much it's used.  

12. dance space? parks and rec has dance classes, but no wood or laminate floors to 
protect our joints.  

13. Need more free indoor play places for kids 1-10...the winter months here get so 
long! We use the HIRC open gym regularly during the winter but the kids get bored. 
The Eastside marketplace play place is a GERM fest, so if an indoor park was creat-
ed it would need DAILY cleaning in the winter time or we will all just spread the 
colds and flus everywhere.  

14. [additional] Indoor "squish"parks for 5 yr under in Moscow would be a much wel-
comed thing to entertain during wintertime, even just temporarily covered play-
grounds.  
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q12) Continued: 

1. We need an ice rink  
2. Many of these facilities are offered at U of I and I don’t think it makes sense for 

the city to duplicate facilities (i.e. Climbing wall)  
3. We don't have any children in our household, but I would support programs 

identified by parents as needed for the success and health of children in the 
Moscow community.  

4. There is just not enough for people to do recreation wise in the winter.  
5. I would like it if there was a class that could accommodate cooking classes  
6. Year round pool facilities and transportation.  
7. A new ice rink can be the largest impact parks and recs can make on the Mos-

cow community (businesses & individuals)  
8. I would love to see a true "maker space" in Moscow.  
9. a new ice rink would be used by many many people!  
10. I would love to see more options and room for our kids to play. Many times 

when I take my son to the gymnasium it is full with older kids and it is hard for 
him to run and play  

11. Add an indoor carousel  
12. Ice rink full ice can bring Money into community and is a HUGE NEEDED ITEM  
13. If the aquatic pool wasn’t so freaking cold even on a 90 degree day, we would 

buy a season pass. We only go if it is at least 90 so we don’t freeze. An indoor 
playground is very much needed. But it would need to be huge otherwise it’d 
be too crowded-that’s how bad it’s needed. Options for after school care with a 
bus system would be super. I always enroll my son in Pullman Parks Rec sports 
since Moscow hardly has anything. He is 5. Next month we are taking ice hock-
ey through Pullman...for which we paid out of state tuition even tho it’s down 
the street from our house :/  

14. Full sheet ice rink please  
15. Indoor dog park would be HIGHLY used in the winter!  
16. Indoor soccer would be great  
17. I think the ice rink is important but the cost is too high for many families who 

want to use it. It would be really nice to have a place to roller skate also it could 
be a dual purpose building like they have in Pomeroy Wa. They have a commu-
nity hall with a floor for skating/dancing, kitchen facility and bathrooms, pool 
tables, chairs and folding tables. They have free skating on some days, rent the 
place for birthdays, receptions, reunions and host pool tournaments. It does 
really well in the small town and I think one in this town would do extremely 
well. I rented the one in Pomeroy for my grandsons birthday it cost $100.00 
for4 hrs the kids brought their own skates skated, we used the tables and chairs 
to eat at and the kitchen to serve food and cake. It was a blast. I lived across the 
street from the building and it was always busy with wedding receptions, anni-
versary, reunion and birthday parties, celebrations, dances it paid for its self 
and the low cost made it accessible to most families.  

18. Anything to give youth a place to be should be a priority.  
19. more tennis courts  
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q12) Continued: 

20. Year round pool facilities and transportation.  
21. A new ice rink can be the largest impact parks and recs can make on the Mos-

cow community (businesses & individuals)  
22. I would love to see a true "maker space" in Moscow.  
23. a new ice rink would be used by many many people!  
24. I would love to see more options and room for our kids to play. Many times 

when I take my son to the gymnasium it is full with older kids and it is hard for 
him to run and play  

25. Add an indoor carousel  
26. Ice rink full ice can bring Money into community and is a HUGE NEEDED ITEM  
27. If the aquatic pool wasn’t so freaking cold even on a 90 degree day, we would 

buy a season pass. We only go if it is at least 90 so we don’t freeze. An indoor 
playground is very much needed. But it would need to be huge otherwise it’d 
be too crowded-that’s how bad it’s needed. Options for after school care with a 
bus system would be super. I always enroll my son in Pullman Parks Rec sports 
since Moscow hardly has anything. He is 5. Next month we are taking ice hock-
ey through Pullman...for which we paid out of state tuition even tho it’s down 
the street from our house :/  

28. Full sheet ice rink please  
29. Indoor dog park would be HIGHLY used in the winter!  
30. Indoor soccer would be great  
31. I think the ice rink is important but the cost is too high for many families who 

want to use it. It would be really nice to have a place to roller skate also it could 
be a dual purpose building like they have in Pomeroy Wa. They have a commu-
nity hall with a floor for skating/dancing, kitchen facility and bathrooms, pool 
tables, chairs and folding tables. They have free skating on some days, rent the 
place for birthdays, receptions, reunions and host pool tournaments. It does 
really well in the small town and I think one in this town would do extremely 
well. I rented the one in Pomeroy for my grandsons birthday it cost $100.00 
for4 hrs the kids brought their own skates skated, we used the tables and chairs 
to eat at and the kitchen to serve food and cake. It was a blast. I lived across the 
street from the building and it was always busy with wedding receptions, anni-
versary, reunion and birthday parties, celebrations, dances it paid for its self 
and the low cost made it accessible to most families.  

32. Anything to give youth a place to be should be a priority.  
33. more tennis courts  
34. An indoor playground would be amazing! There are very few active options for 

moms with little kids during the winter months. The one at Eastside is a cess-
pool for horrible sickness during the winter too.  

35. Expand gym space so uses can be expanded and the 3xusting locker rooms 
could actually get used  

36. Curling lanes for ice rink 
37. Very very important for the ice rink  
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q12) Continued: 

38. We need more gym space!!!  
39. An ice rink would keep kids busy all winter, help our growing hockey league and 

generate so much revenue for Moscow! Please consider!!!  
40. Very very important for the ice rink  
41. A full sheet ice rink is most important to me above any other improvements on 

the survey  
42. Splash pad!  
43. We'd be likely to use just about anything new!  
44. Please an indoor playground that’s free or cheap!!!  

Q13.  Please rate the importance of adding these new OUTDOOR park and recrea-
tional facilities in Moscow: 

1. Would love to see more natural playgrounds built with things like logs, also splash 
pads would be amazing  

2. Adventure playground would be really fun!  
3. Dirt trail bike park  
4. All good here!  
5. We need a bicycle park! BMX track and bike park would be huge addition to com-

munity. The city course on West Palouse River Drive is a great start. Why not take 
the additional acres and build a bike park? Lifetime sport, cheap (no turf, no irriga-
tion, no lights), no need to move a lot of soil.  

6. please repave path from Hordeman's pond to Mountainview Park. Too bumpy to 
use my bike trailer with toddler.  

7. Bocce ball courts  
8. more bike trails  
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q13) Continued: 

9. A section at the skate park for younger riders  
10. Splash pad!  
11. picnic tables very important, but covering them makes them feel like they are 

inside when the point is to be outside  
12. We DESPERATELY need parking at ghormley park!! It looks like the University 

of Idaho took over what used to be diagonal parking. Street parking is ALWAYS 
full during the daytime from students looking for free parking but there isn’t 
simply nowhere to park between 9am-3pm until West Park Elementary gets 
out. It is my family’s favorite park because of the extensive shade in the sum-
mer but we can’t go because we can’t find parking!  

13. Awesome ideas! The more activities for free play during the winter is always a 
win.  

14. What's fitness stations on paths? If water, yes to that. Benches. Challenged 
folks would walk a lot more if there's benches along the way!  

15. The existing parks in Moscow are great  
16. We need an ice rink  
17. Add public sidewalks as a city wide "park". Start by enforcing codes that keep 

them free of debris, snow, ice and in good repair. Many people already use 
sidewalks for exercise/recreation and should be able to do so safely.  

18. ice rink  
19. For expanded skate park services, would be interested in seeing something 

covered with a track that can be used by the area roller derby leagues.  
20. Provide lighting and security. Really like the adventure playgrounds some for 

younger kids and older. Disabled features at play grounds  
21. I prefer walking and hiking paths and trails.  
22. Covered bike racks  
23. Current Ghormley fields are an embarrassment. Poor condition and poor 

maintenance.  
24. Moscow needs a large (eg. 40 acre) park for walking, dog walking, natural area, 

picnics, etc. Other cities of similar size in Idaho have this.  
25. Moscow’s needs a bigger dog park, or a second location for another dog park. 

We would love this!  
26. Splash pad at one or more city park!  
27. it is hard when you try to take your child to the park in the summer and it 

there is no or limited shade. The equipment gets too hot and can burn their 
legs. I would love to see more shaded areas around the park to help keep the 
equipment cooler  

28. We could use more or better/rehabilitated basketball courts at our parks 
(many surfaces are cracked).  

29. Competitive bocce court  
30. The biggest need in Moscow is for unpaved trails appropriate for running and 

walking. There may not be a parcel currently that would allow for a three mile 
loop, but this kind of thing should be a priority for planning in the future.  

31. Outdoor splash pad at one of the city parks. Big dinosaur structures to climb on 
at a city park.  
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q13) Continued: 

32. Competitive bocce court  
33. The biggest need in Moscow is for unpaved trails appropriate for running and 

walking. There may not be a parcel currently that would allow for a three mile 
loop, but this kind of thing should be a priority for planning in the future.  

34. Outdoor splash pad at one of the city parks. Big dinosaur structures to climb on 
at a city park.  

35. Free Splash Pad or Spray Pool in a Park  
36. Moscow really needs a splash park! Forbes those with kids too small Forbes go-

ing to the pool and have multiple small children, going to the pool is not really 
an option.  

37. Ice rink full sheet covered in a building  
38. full sized ice rink very important  
39. Water should be available all year round at parks where Dogs are allowed off 

leash. I have been having to bring my own water in the winter when the water 
is shut off.  

40. Sled and ski hill with safe parking.  
41. Expanded bicycle courses  
42. More lights on Paradise Path between I95 and S Blain St  
43. unfenced off-leash dog areas  
44. Bocce Ball courts and dog friendly pathways  
45. Light joseph  
46. Bocce ball courts  
47. Shade trees need planted on the south and west sides of parks before or during 

the park establishment. Parks get hot and children need relief from UV expo-
sure during playing. They take years to mature which is why they need planted 
early. Sun exposure is heaviest from the south and west.  

48. We need a rollerskating rink for the winter  
49. We really need a splash pad at one of the parks.  
50. Bigger skatepark for sure!  
51. Moscow lacks a lovely, large, developed park with places to park and eat while 

watching the scenery, water features, pathways, and so forth like most cities 
have. And, yes to more sports fields if it means Mountain View can be used for 
all non-sports activities (free time, off leash dogs, running, lounging, without 
the organized sports. Fenced dog parks are bad news...only people with uncon-
trollable dogs use them, making them dangerous. Keep mountain view an off 
leash park, and keep the organized sports on the new ball fields we all just paid 
for.  

52. PLEASE BUILD NEW ICE RINK!!!!!!!  
53. Benches are needed at the parks near the playgrounds for parents to watch 

their kids”  
54. Please please please add an adventure playground! Or at least a playground 

that's a little different and unusual!  



63 

Q14.  How would you rate the fees that Moscow Parks and Recreation charges for 
its programs and services? 
 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. 1/2 marathon is way too high.  
2. Hard to say what "reasonable" is, and we understand that these things to cost 

money, but for lower class families, we tend to opt for as many free things as possi-
ble.  

3. Like I said, the softball fees are ridiculous and do not reflect the level of service pro-
vided.  

4. Have not yet used youth programs/camps. Was unaware of them and plan to now 
look at them.  

5. Youth programs coordinated by parks & rec but provided by 3rd parties are very 
expensive. Very interested in specialty summer and school break programs when 
they are affordable.  

6. I and my husband have counted us lucky to be in a community that can offer us the 
HLAC and what it affords at these prices.  

7. I am not familiar with the fee structure.  
8. All I see is the mailed seasonal brochure listing everything. They look fairly priced to 

me.  
9. We don't participate in these programs, so our 1st hand knowledge is missing  
10. We need an ice rink  
11. Some of these services I do not know the charges for. This section is difficult for me 

to answer  
12. haven't paid attention to prices  
13. Kids prices are good, adult sports is way too high for what we receive in service, like 

fields, umps, disorganized programs  
14. Each payer should get a credit for the next year when pool is closed for other than 

WX i.e. when guards fail to show up  
15. Need extended family passes especially during summer. Monthly family member-

ships.  
16. Not using them enough to have an opinion on the fees  
17. I don't know the fees for most of these  
18. Price paid for softball is criminal. I have been in three other cities and played in city 

leagues. Less cost / better services / officiating/ field conditions/responsiveness 
from central staff. Seem that anyone who brings a concern to the central office is a 
noted as a nuisance. Poor service.  

19. The Skyhawks summer camp cost more than the value of it.  
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q14) Continued: 

20. I think some of the summer camps are expensive so what the kids do and for 
families with limited funds  

21. The aquatic center rates are reasonable, but the fact that adults pay more than 
children even though the facility is set up for youth (with severely restricted lap 
swim opportunities) can be frustrating.  

22. Prices for adult softball if you break it down per-game are insanely high!  
23. Prices seem to be set for high income families which discriminate against lower 

income families leaving hundreds of children that want to participate unable to. 
Although the scholarship program is greatly appreciated and well used it only 
covers a few activities depending on the cost of each. Maybe a reduced cost to 
those participating in the program would allow the kids to enjoy and benefit 
from more of the offered activities. you guys have the best program I have ever 
seen for the youth in Moscow and we are very fortunate they exist. I would like 
to see it expand to youth in all of Latah county not just to kids in the city limits.  

24. don't know  
25. cards that parents could put money on for vending machines and concessions 

would be great  
26. Aquatic center fee is too high for resident, discouraging its use and eventually 

reducing the city's revenue because less of people purchase the seasonal pass-
es.  

27. I think prices are fine across the board for our family. But many families who 
would benefit from programming can't afford it. More scholarships/sliding scale  

28. for families with children most usage should be free as much as possible  
29. Don't participate so I don't know what the costs are.  
30. Picnic shelter rentals are ridiculously expensive. $25 up from $10? Not worth it 

when you can just grab a table outside the shelter at many of the bigger parks.  
31. Have not used  
32. I don't know for a couple of these.  
33. Not unreasonable as cities go, but still hard to afford  
34. As a single mom, I can't afford any of these programs  
35. Classes and amenities are a great value  
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Q15.  Rate how important these proposed recreation programs and facilities are 
toward enhancing the overall quality of life for the people of Moscow: 
 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. Park near Itani please!  
2. The ice ring's current program doesn't allow for much free/open skate and there-

fore don't support.  
3. instead of a 3rd street bridge, put money toward ice rink! that would sow peace, 

foster strong families, provide healthy support for kids; a huge benefit for the com-
munity- and I don't even ice skate.  

4. Hockey rink  
5. New ice rink immediately please  
6. A full sized ice rink will expand the hockey community, while also bringing in ever 

more people from the Lewiston and Pullman area  
7. Worth saying again FULL SIZE RINK!!!!! We live in the north folks!!! Not more base-

ball fields-- just one full size ice rink!  
8. Cut available sports. If you have too many you don't have adequate funding for any 

of them.  
9. Note that the senior population is growing; Moscow may become a retirement hub 

so appropriate activities are important in choosing to retirement here.  
10. Put AstroTurf on baseball fields, reduce water use  
11. Moscow has many great things going for it already; don't see any need for im-

provement!  
12. We need an ice rink   
13. I think there is a need for more middle school aged activities in Moscow. There are 

good services for young kids, but we have a gap in the older than daycare aged, but 
not quiet old enough to stay home alone group  

14. Support Ice Rink - Largest impact to community  
15. we need a large park for hiking, dog walking, picnicking, etc.  
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q15) Continued: 

16. I know it is hard but I would love to see more options offered for classes and 
sports. And We would love more opportunities to do things in the commu-
nity that are family friendly but also think about people with disabilities  

17. Trails and lap swim opportunities are the biggest priorities/opportunities I 
see. It seems that Parks and Rec is already very attentive to youth and sen-
ior citizens.  

18. If Moscow is planning on making any additions to the parks, a splash park is 
next! We love how've many parks there's are in this town to choose from 
and we visit different one a each week. Could also use another indoor park. 
Especially since the Eastside Market took out a huge portion of theirs.  

19. Full sheet ice in building  
20. I have found the dog training classes to be VERY helpful, not only to my dog 

and I but in building community relationships with other dog owners.  
21. The more community activities the less youth becoming unruly juvenile de-

linquents.  
22. develop the already established parks. consider a new way to get them de-

veloped with the land around it  
23. programs at Eggan for youth and adults with disabilities  
24. Pumpkin Derby with common hardware/wheel kits--ask Stafford County, 

Virginia parks and rec  
25. More non-competitive youth sports  
26. Lights for ball field!! And take better care of new fields  
27. Kayaking roll class?  
28. Ice Rink would be amazing for winter activities  
29. "Neighborhood Parks" it depends. All kid/family centric, heavy on play-

ground? No. Beautifully developed for walking, visual beauty, space, quiet? 
Yes.  

30. Hockey and skating are huge in our community; it is so sad that our high 
school players are practicing in CHENEY, WA and we consistently lose good 
high school kids to CDA and Spokane. Consistently since the second high 
school season the rink was open. We don't need a world class facility, just 
enclosed regulation size sheet of ice with bleachers, heat and locker rooms 
please!!!  

31. Dog poop!!!  
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Q16.  From the following list, please check how often you use the City's pathway 
system, i.e., Paradise Path: 
 

 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. More than once a month, less than once a week  
2. Several times each week  
3. Would use more if wasn't so bumpy between Hordeman's pond and Mountainview 

Park  
4. 3 times a week  
5. 8-14 times per year  
6. almost daily from May-October; less often during icy months  
7. 2/month in the summer  
8. More parking near the path would increase my usage  
9. few times a week  
10. three times a week  
11. Coulle times a week  
12. Probably 6-10 times a year  
13. 2-3 times per week  
14. multiple times a week  
15. hard to get to from the northern part of town  
16. My grandsons use the pathway from Lena to MMS daily. It is falling apart. I use it a 

couple times a week. Need coordination with P&R/City Maintenance/MPD/MSD to 
develop the path, road crossings to Lena school/park  

17. several times a week  
18. Currently not using  
19. 2-3 times a week  
20. 1-2x per month as able and path is clear (and when it isn't so chilly!)  
21. 2-3 per week  
22. 2-3 times/day  
23. Summer for biking into town  
24. 3-4 times per week  
25. More than once a month  
26. 3-4 times a year  
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q15) Continued: 
 

27. irregularly  
28. B  
29. A few times a year -- better linkage from the north end of town would be helpful. 

Mountain View bike lane does not extend all the way to the path  
30. More than once a year but less than once a month.  
31. Two to ten times a month  
32. 2-3x/week  
33. 2/3 x/week  
34. varies seasonally, more than once a month  
35. Multiple times a week but not daily  
36. 5 times a year  
37. Four to six times a year  
38. 2-3 times for running  
39. More porta potties needed  
40. 3 or 4 times a year  
41. 2-4 times per week  
42. 2-3 times per week  

Q17. From the following list, please check what parts of the Pathway system you do 
use (select all that apply): 
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Q18.  From the following list, please check how you utilize the pathway system 
(select all that apply): 
 

 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. Nature Observation  
2. stroller and bike with trailer and bike  
3. Walk dogs  
4. walk dog  
5. I would ski if it was groomed  
6. Dog walking  
7. Mostly to pick up my son from the West Park school.  
8. Do not use  
9. Photography  
10. roller skate  
11. My wife uses the pathways in the D street area, near Good Sam,  
12. dog walk  
13. walk my dog  
14. dog walking  
15. Stroller  
16. Do not use any paths yet  
17. Stroller  
18. Roller skate  
19. Dog walk.  
20. walk dogs  
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Q19.  From the following list, please check why you utilize the pathway system 
(select all that apply): 
 

 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. Fun with kids  
2. Dog walk  
3. walk dogs  
4. Our city has no bike infrastructure that allows children to bike safely. We use the 

paths mainly to allow our children to ride their bikes.  
5. i get to be outside!!! yay!  
6. To take my cat on walks  
7. Convenience  
8. Relaxation  
9. Pleasure; Pleasant way to walk from place to place without hassle of traffic and 

cars  
10. and mainly from March-October, depending on weather  
11. Socialization. Health and quality of life benefits for dog and us.  
12. Do not use  
13. Wildlife observation and birdwatching  
14. I don't  
15. recreation includes or use as separate use for Beauty, Bird-&-Critter watching, 

catch nearby art featues (Transit Ctr & others), experience sense of place.  
16. Walk leashed dog (all dogs should be leashed; city needs to enforce leash law on 

paths)  
17. IF you include the MMS-Lena path and you should it is heavily used day and night 

for school pathway, exercise dog walking  
18. Kids often use pathway on class trips around town.  
19. Walk dog  
20. Kids ride into town  
21. Dog walking  
22. walk the dogs  
23. walk the dog  
24. Dog walking  
25. Do not use yet  
26. Dog walk.  
27. Dog walking  
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Q20.  From the following list, please indicate whether or not you feel safe using the 
pathway system. If you select "NO", please explain why. 
 

 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. Some parts (my. View between Joseph st and white st) doesn’t have sidewalk or 
enough space for pedestrians and cyclists  

2. We live out on Juliene Way, and while it isn't to the extent that I will not use it for 
this reason, I do get nervous sometimes taking my toddlers out for a walk due to 
how out of the way it is, along with no cell service (for most carriers).  

3. It isn’t lighted and doesn’t have emergency phones  
4. Do not see many people on it and being from Spokane it reminds me of the centen-

nial trail so a preconceived notion of crime and not being safe for women. Also hav-
ing our house broken into while we were home has given me a hard time feeling 
safe in Moscow. :(  

5. Paths are fine. Some bike lanes on city streets are a problem.  
6. road crossing are dangerous and not well marked so cars don't slow or pay atten-

tion  
7. I wish there was more lighting near the tunnels and bridges for evening commutes  
8. Some sketchy people on the bill chipman route  
9. There are often dead light bulbs on trail section through UI campus soccer fields 

and rec center- gets dark, shaded, a little frightening; also section from Pattys Kitch-
en to Crites- does it have lights? Last year I was biking to WSU when Chipman trail 
was being resurfaced, but didn't know ahead of time and had to bike on the high-
way shoulder all the way to Pullman- very scary! Wish the communication was 
better when trails are closed.  

10. could be lit better as it gets darker earlier, maybe use solar lights?  
11. I do feel safe during the day but I would encourage more lighting for evening walks. 

Maybe an emergency phone system. I use Herons Hideaway a lot and would love 
better night vision through there.  

12. Generally yes, but there are areas that need better lighting and better upkeep so a 
person that is on the trail by themselves feels safe. They are able to see what is go-
ing on around them.  

13. Only sometimes. Paradise Path and Latah trail have some secluded sections which 
make walking alone risky  

14. In general, I feel safe on the pathway system. However, I do feel the city needs to 
have someone ride around ON A BIKE on the pathway to identify hazards that 
aren't obvious when in a utility vehicle. Cracks, potholes, bridge approaches, etc., 
could be better maintained. Otherwise, we're making great strides with our path-
ways!  

15. Randomly forced into unfamiliar routes due to construction without signage.  
16. Would like better lighting  
17. The bikers going really fast on the University parts of the trail almost run over my 

children. Seriously, one almost hit my two year old.  
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18. Berman pathway light mostly not working  
19. I did feel safe, but since the large "Identity" apartments were built, it is very 

dark and towering next to the path. I feel uncomfortable riding my bike a 
night beside the apartments. Now I usually ride along the Troy highway to 
go home. But I did hear the city is creating an underground path to cross 
beneath the highway. That is awesome. :)  

20. Off leash dogs when biking create a hazard  
21. Too dangerous when covered with ice/snow  
22. Daytime only  
23. it is pretty dark  
24. Yes, but condition and lack of development is not good, lighting, cameras, 

or security/help could be used.  
25. Dark at night  
26. At night there are areas without lights  
27. No phone to use if need help no security  
28. road crossings are often dangerous, unmarked and unregulated, with cars 

showing little respect or awareness. crossing the highway to get to the 
pathway is very dangerous. construction developers have abused the public 
trail leaving dangerous debris, dirt, and blocking with out warning.  

29. Generally yes, but I don’t use it by myself at night.  
30. Women don’t usually feel safe alone. With people is fine though.  
31. It depends on the time of day. i would not use at night.  
32. Certain sections are starting to feel unsafe like the new pathway along the 

Indentity On the Main apartments  
33. Not after daylight hours; needs lighting.  
34. Better question would be what areas I feel safe or unsafe using the path. I 

feel safe overall, but I feel there are areas for improvement on lighting, re-
paving, etc. such as the small portion of path north of 6th St on campus  

35. Hwy 8 and mountain view to cross road  
36. Lack of lighting  
37. I wish the paths were lighted, though that is probably unreasonable.  
38. To dark at night and early morning, feel safe during the day.  
39. Being a black woman, I am always careful with my surrounding. I always go 

walking with my husband or member of my family. I don't feel safe alone  
40. in some places it's way too dark  
41. Not at early evening or night.  
42. It is fine during the day, but It is too dark at night, needs more lights  
43. Generally yes, have reservations about section behind Identity apartments 

now with limited visibility  
44. Only use it mid-day due to safety  
45. occasionally run into loose dogs while cycling; how to report them while 

out?  
46. for the most part yes, but some sections between Troy and Moscow need 

to be resurfaced. Also, maybe a line down the middle to keep "wide loads" 
on their side. Wide loads meaning groups of people.  

Additional comments from survey participants (Q20) Continued: 
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q20) Continued: 

47. Unleashed dogs Heron’s hideout  
48. More lighting and brighter. Input emergency alert stations.  
49. In general I feel very safe using pathway system but have noticed some 

deep cracks in pavement between path and bridge where a bike wheel 
could be damaged and/or cause bike accident.  

50. Except for moose!    
51. While peaceful, I’ve often been running and there’s a guy sitting in a tree, or 

someone walking up out of a ditch, or being similarly weird and I’m alone, 
far from the main road  

52. There could be more lights along the in-town portion to allow it to be open 
later, though.  

53. Need better fog lines, signage about headphones, staying to the right, and 
vehicle right of way  

54. it depends on time of day and what section of path. The west side of the 
path from campus out toward Pullman doesn't feel safe at night if you're 
traveling alone.  

55. No lights  
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Q21.  Moscow's community forest consists of all the trees within our city limits. 
This includes street trees, those in parks, along the pathways and even trees in our 
yards. From the following list please select the programs you would be interested in 
seeing established and/or improved upon (select all that apply): 
 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. I think the city should plant trees along sidewalks for free in newly developed areas 
or otherwise people seem to not plant there and it looks bad. Like over by Rodeo 
drive area. Seems like rental owners not plant.  

2. More trees in general  
3. Need regulations, and enforcement of them, on which trees can be cut down. So 

often we see old (>75 yo) & healthy trees being cut down by landowners within city 
limits. There should be limits, a process, etc.  

4. This is so cool! Yes!  
5. Encourage citizens to water lawns around their trees; a simple drive around town 

reveals that many trees in Moscow are very water stressed (dry) during the sum-
mer months. If there is truly a water shortage...why are housing developments & 
Logos H.S. football field (artificial turf??) continuing to be approved. If trees are tru-
ly a priority in Moscow, this urban forest needs to be managed with some consider-
ation for the stress it is being subjected to during the dry portions of our summer 
months.  

6. Yes!!! Importance of trees in all ways  
7. Policies, practices, and resources (including monetary ones) to assist in removal of 

diseased trees, lessen risks for contagion and hazards. Not all residents have the 
knowledge, time, or wherewithal to prune or remove dead, diseased, or damaged 
trees on their property or in the public right-of-way.  

8. City government should stay out of tree programs.  
9. We need shade and trees planted along the trail and at the city parks!! More shade 

I say, please plant more trees near the play structures. Good example for this is 
Frontier Anderson Park has almost no shade all day until about 4pm in the summer. 
The trees are not close enough to the equipment to cool it down  
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q21) Continued: 

10. low cost trees for homeowners  
11. Tree purchase program (free trees for property owners in areas where trees are 

needed.)  
12. I LOVE TREES  
13. I'm very much into trees & drawn to these programs. The value of trees cannot 

be understated.  
14. Info re: good tree pruning (DYI or who to hire)  
15. all of these are adorable!!!  
16. I like trees along pathways but it increases maintenance  
17. Neat ideas!  
18. Fruit trees along pathways are going to cause issues with cleanliness and pests. 

I actually avoid sidewalks and paths that go under fruit trees because I’ve been 
stung too many times by the bees feeding on fallen fruit!  

19. Overly large trees do not belong near buildings as they can be very hazardous.  
20. Native plants! Utilize native trees and shrubs and provide education about 

them.  
21. Love trees, always want to see more.  
22. I don't feel qualified to say, but I do really enjoy the mature trees.  
23. The last would be amazing! I would, however, consider planting them so many 

feet away from paths so there would be little to no clean up required, other-
wise it would become very messy.  

24. More shade trees in parking lots, ball fields, pathways and public areas. There 
are alot of trees in town but most of them due not provide shade in places it is 
needed. A lot of elderly, disabled and people with certain diseases are at risk of 
serious health issues when in the hot summer sun and are forced to stay home 
because of this. More shade in public places would allow more to enjoy com-
munity events.  

25. So many trees appear to be struggling due to lack of water. Plan for replace-
ment with younger trees?  

26. Better policing and education of tree placement and removal activities  
27. Having fruit tree garden is an interesting idea!  
28. Would rather see kids and youth be the focus -- not trees.  
29. concern about fruit trees along pathways would be fallen fruit on the path - 

bees, mess, etc.  
30. Love all these ideas!  
31. Do nothing  
32. I think pick your own fruit trees would be messy.  
33. Help for homeowners in caring for large city trees and info on when to request 

trimming  
34. Nuts/fruit will increase rodent traffic on trails and be a hazard during recrea-

tion. Establish the nut/fruit bearing trees away from public traffic. Those picking 
the harvest will also not interfere if located away from people traffic areas.  

35. Non tgesexsound like a waste of money. The UI Arboretums are great for this.  
36. Editable trees  
37. Not interested in paying tax dollars for any of these.  
38. These would be great around the new ice rink especially! 
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Q22.  How important is the reduction and/or elimination of pesticide use in City 
parks (select one): 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. I can't stress this answer enough.  
2. Appropriate and precise pesticide use is helpful, loss of habitat has a bigger impact 

on native species  
3. VERY IMPORTANT. Use natural products or integrated pest management tech-

niques.  
4. I think it should be limited, but at times it may be necessary if it maintains the good 

health of the vegetation.  
5. Let's include herbicide use in this survey/discussion. Last year, Park employees 

spraying weeds killed two of my shrubs (on the border of City maintained play-
fields) by their liberal spraying application.  

6. Moscow Sustainable Environment Commission is doing an excellent job of bringing 
scientific justification to the attention of policymakers and the public. Most of the 
emphasis seems to be on direct exposure. I'd like to see more information about 
indirect effects of pesticide exposure, including to pollinators (and food production 
and the economy) and fate and transport involving soil and water over time.  

7. This is understandably a long-term process, but the goal must be to move toward 
zero harmful chemicals.  

8. Pesticides are a part of agriculture and I am not worried about public use.  
9. If children play there, don't use pesticides.  
10. Extremely important to not put it into the environment & waterways; to prevent 

secondary contamination like it's on the dog so on you & the couch; stop hitting 
non-targeted species like pollinators & the good bugs; foster adaptive thinking vs. 
us-them kill it mind-sets.  

11. Finding effective alternative solutions is important  
12. I have multiple chemical sensitivities which means I cannot use parks for at least a 

week after spray of any type.  
13. Very important if the fruit/nut program were to be established; dog/pet frequent-

ed areas are also of concern  
14. ground water is an issue, we should protect what is left of it  
15. Pesticides are an important tool that can be used safely and effectively. The option 

should not be eliminated.  
16. Natural pesticides should only be used  
17. chemicals cause cancer and we have enough in the farm fields around here.  
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q22) Continued: 

18. My family has a child who is immuno compromised and pesti-
cides are not good for him at all especially when he is 
crawling and moving around the grass and parks  

19. Please, PLEASE stop pesticide use in our parks! This is so very 
important for our children’s health.  

20. Eliminate pesticides please!!!!  
21. It’s the bees and the kids.  
22. It is sometimes needed so depends on situation  
23. I would rather pesticides be used than have weedy parks.  
24. I don't love herbicides but I also want to make sure our parks don't harbor nox-

ious weeds. More spot treatment and less full field treatment. Recognize the 
negative plants and don't spray those.  

25. Necessary evil.  
26. I think there needs to be more done to get rid of the mosquito breeding 

grounds!  
27. should have been done years ago  
28. There are great alternative management tools available to reach a reduced pes-

ticide goal.  
29. Very very very very (you get the picture) important  
30. Please make every attempt to stop using these known carcinogens!!! (not to 

mention bee-killers...)  
31. balance needed  
32. we have dogs; concerned about the collapse of colonies, such as bees  
33. Reprogram this question. It is currently check all that apply.  
34. I’m sick (literally....as are my children) from the non-stop use of poison!!!  
35. Please continue to expand the amount of areas that receive harmful chemicals. 

Please use wood chips at our playgrounds and not a rubber or plastic product.  
36. Please get rid of pesky bugs at all costs.  
37. I'm concerned about the number of diseased trees already in Moscow. Some 

areas you can feel the sap mist under them from bugs. It's a problem keeping 
car windshields clean.  

38. I would like them to post when they use chemicals at Mountain View so I can 
keep my dog off it.  

39. Reduction of unnecessary pesticides, yes. Reasonable, well-managed pesticide 
use is OK.  
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Q23.  How important is switching to solar or other alternative power sources to 
run City parks and facilities where feasible (select one): 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. Great idea!  
2. VERY IMPORTANT  
3. Only if it's a long term financial benefit.  
4. Takes a life time to finally cover the cost of putting them in place.  
5. That would be awesome!!! Is there funding for that?  
6. Walk the talk; it's only going to become increasing crucial to use alternative energy 

sources for costs & availability; the very NATURE of parks stresses natural resources 
including solar usage.  

7. cost sensitive  
8. As much as possible depending on overall costs  
9. My husband is in the electrical industry. This area is not ideal for use of solar  
10. That would be really cool idea. My question is what kind of savings to implementa-

tion cost do we see?  
11. saves money and good for the planet  
12. It makes sense when possible  
13. You never get cost savings out of it  
14. including heating of pool water  
15. The city should lead by example to make alternative energy sources more visible  
16. solar/wind combo?  
17. That would be awesome!  
18. Solar power doesn't seem like a great option for Moscow given the climate. If there 

was evidence that it would pay off financially, maybe.  
19. Power here is cheap and provided mostly by hydroelectric sources. Solar energy is 

not worth the cost. Savings would not be significant  
20. plus "Dark Sky" lighting policies  
21. The parks use such little power that solar would be inefficient as far as cost and 

maintenance  
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Q24.  Water conservation is important here on the Palouse. To save on water con-
sumption, would you be supportive of allowing some less used parks, or areas of 
parks, to go brown in the dry months (select one)? 
 

 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. Saving water should be a high priority.  
2. Many of the parks are too wet!! Would love dryer parks.  
3. Replace the grass on the athletic fields with artificial turf!  
4. Too many times I’ve seen parks flooded. Doesn’t seem right.  
5. the parks are OVER watered right now--there are muddy puddles all summer long, 

very poor use of our limited water resources  
6. Although this is a great idea in theory, dry grass is bad for pets walking on it, kids 

playing on it, etc.  
7. What about water from the WRRF, like UI uses? AKA, a purple pipe system.  
8. keep one park green  
9. VERY IMPORTANT. "Brown is the new Green". Grey water recycling, rain harvesting

- and community classes to teach those types of techniques.  
10. I think all the parks should have a little bit of green lawn, but it definitely doesn't 

need to be all of it. Having some communal green space available makes it easier 
for individuals to shrink/eliminate their own lawns.  

11. Just reduce water usage but keep them healthy, just dormant  
12. City parks are an important resource for families who don’t have yards and families 

who reduce water usage by reducing their own water consumption during summer 
and either eliminate their own lawns or allow them to brown during summer.  

13. Need to consider the trees moisture needs.  
14. But with mindful application. There are many parks that are used comparatively 

little to others. Say the Mountain View Park which is huge is barely used compared 
to Olyear. Therefore, Olyear should be kept green while Mountain View could be 
kept green for a field or two.  

15. Can also do mown paths and let some grass go to seed and full seasons character, 
save mowing (energy, gas, noise when trying to enjoy parks)  

16. The City could set a better example. Expanses of soft-bladed varieties of turf grass 
in City parks have been kept emerald green over the past few years, even as many 
of us strive to conserve water and create Wisescapes.  

17. I see far too much water used on parks in the summer.  
18. Moscow floods its parks with way too much water.  
19. I think there's a lot of room in-between these two options. How about the city stop 

irrigating the parks in the heat of the day, for starters?  
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q24) Continued: 

20. Green grass is important to me, HOWEVER there are some parks that seem 
chronically overwatered. East City Park is often MUDDY for example, and exces-
sive watering makes the grass squishy and wet. How about just water less???  

21. Green grass in August is a sign of wastefulness.  
22. I think educational signage would be good in any parks that are allowed to go 

brown. But I'm VERY supportive of this water conservation!  
23. Maybe: certainly less green. Important to take into account the ecology of the 

whole park, like trees (not just grass) & critters & microorganisms. Use more 
native & Wisescape planting in edging & bunches & some activity areas.  

24. Dead grass is ugly.  
25. Can we use untreated water, like the U of I?  
26. Areas where people actually play should be watered for safety's sake (i.e. 

ground does not become rock hard)  
27. My biggest concern is that they stay well maintained and turned back on in a 

timely manner.  
28. Not sure which parks are used less often  
29. It shouldn't be all or nothing. How about cut back, but don't cut out watering 

altogether?  
30. Except for East City - I do love that green space in the middle of town  
31. As long as areas where sports are played (e.g. soccer/lacrosse fields) are not too 

spikey when you fall on them.  
32. I am torn. I brown my own yard, but like to go to beautiful green parks in the 

summer.  
33. Definitely. I would like the non-used portions of the new ball field on Joseph not 

to be watered & the sprinklers adjusted so that water isn't wasted running on 
the adjacent sidewalks/path.  

34. Why not implement water collection for irrigation  
35. and plant more trees for shade  
36. YES for ALL the park!! Half the parks are literally MUD! It’s insanely wasteful 

and makes recreation worse. My kids are playing in puddles in East city and 
Hordeman Pond in the middle of summer from over watering. Irrigation water 
regularly runs into the street on my morning bike ride. irrigation of the parks 
need to be MUCH better regulated and controlled, the parks NEED to set a good 
example of conservation, current water OVER use is disgraceful.  

37. Many of our park students can be watered less.  
38. The parks should conserve just like they ask households to conserve.  
39. Yes, yes, and yes again!  
40. Actually, the green areas of most city parks are currently over watered.  
41. The city should be working on a long term surface water storage/pipeline solu-

tion.  
42. But it may require weed control  
43. Love this idea!  
44. If not being used  
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q24) Continued: 

45. This would look terrible. I would prefer the transformation of some parks into 
low water usage zones. The difficulty here is that further up the survey asked 
about adding parks. If we are already having a difficult time watering the parks 
we have, adding more would not be logical.  

46. Letting things go brown increase health risks for those with respiratory illness, 
every one actually, increases bug breeding grounds increases heat in the area 
and is just plain ugly. I would love to see places with timed sprinkler systems, 
like the university stop wasting water. Sprinkler systems should only run at 
night and run long enough to wet the soul not saturate it and run off into 
streets and sidewalks. The biggest loss of water resources is due to these sys-
tems.  

47. there are now drought tolerant turf alternatives suitable  
48. Grass types could be changed to cope with drought... i.e. buffalo grass  
49. Water quality should be a high priority  
50. Great idea  
51. Absolutely!!!  
52. Be a leader in smart water usage  
53. only in draught years  
54. Parks would be ugly and uninviting  
55. Seems perfectly reasonable.  
56. not too brown, but they don't need to look like golf courses  
57. I’ve seen parks being watered in the middle of the day though. Consider water-

ing at night for a shorter time.  
58. just fix the sprinklers that over water (Vista park and Mtnview Park)  
59. My yard is brown. But it is nice having green grass to play on. So... yes, to less 

used parks, but keep some green  
60. ABSOLUTELY  
61. Maybe try xeriscaping in areas to retain beauty but not just let it look neglect-

ed.  
62. Homes should go brown and new homes should only be allowed wisescape. We 

all should sacrifice our home green space and use the green spaces at our 
parks. Green home lawns is for mostly aesthetics and is therefore less im-
portant. Irrigation is 60% of our water use. Let’s ensure we use it efficiently. 
One way to do that is to only water our community parks. Plumb in grey water 
if possible for this.  

63. Just smarter times for watering. There is room for improvement  
64. I would rather have my kids play on green grass then crunch on brown dead 

grass  
65. It would be nice to have sections of parks that are grass for small children to be 

able to play in.  
66. I think it's a better use of water to keep parks green so people are less likely to 

overwater their own yard as an alternative to a brown park.  
67. Depends on what is considered less used  
68. All of them!  
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Q25.  To save on water consumption, would you be supportive of transforming 
more park turf to low water usage zones, such as Xeriscape? 
 

 

Additional comments from survey participants: 
 

1. I don't mind brown grass, but I still want it to be grass.  
2. As long as it doesn't cost too much as other things are more important.  
3. As long as there was plenty of room for running and playing in grass.  
4. With limitations as noted above.  
5. As long as function remains the same (no sharp ground cover, etc)  
6. ABSOLUTELY! This is a no-brainer. Xeriscape has been widely practiced in the west-

ern and SW USA for decades, can look beautiful, and is smart! ALL city properties 
should be xeriscape, including school grounds aside from sports fields.  

7. Not sure what this is  
8. Native Palouse species.  
9. Depends on the park. I am more in favor of exploring low water use turf grasses.  
10. Absolutely. I have done this with my home.  
11. Kids need places to run and play in our parks. Unless you're transforming a neigh-

borhood park into an Arboretum, I don't see how xeriscape would work in an active 
park...  

12. Particularly areas around big trees at east city park that just end up as a muddy 
mess anyways! In general I like more grass...no one will picnic or play in the middle 
of wood chips.  

13. Xeriscaping is even prettier than manicured lawns.  
14. Also said yes in question 24 for this. Absolutely, do use xeriscaping! Attracts small 

wildlife like quail & songbirds; educational op on natural world; engenders; saves 
water! diversity  

15. Neutral, depending on accessibility and level of "visual unkemptness"  
16. IF xeriscape doesn't interfere with use (e.g. occupies area where one could sit on 

the grass to read or have a picnic).  
17. Would need more information.  
18. Not sure - would need to see the City's plan. It is nice to have a green space, but 

maybe the City could reduce the watering schedule  
19. Maybe, depending on where and which parks.  
20. Some, but people need grass areas for activity  
21. Use native plants!  
22. It really depends on which parks and where......  
23. Where it makes sense.  
24. Again reduce the waste caused by timed sprinkler systems!  
25. Conserving Moscow’s aquafer as the city grows is of vital importance for sustaina-
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Additional comments from survey participants (Q25) Continued: 

26. large open spaces are important to children  
27. Again, absolutely!  
28. Reduce maintenance costs over the long term, sustainable landscapes are im-

portant  
29. But this could go too far. Turf for play in parks is more important than turf in 

unused front yards...  
30. I don’t know what Xeriscape is.  
31. Useless for recreation. There's rain here for much of the year.  
32. I'm not sure ... a lot of factors to consider.  
33. Natural....poison free YES. No idea what xeriscape is though  
34. Parks with grass, allow citizens to Xeriscape individually.  
35. GROSS!  
36. For current use, people use all of the available grassy spaces for activities.  
37. It's ok if the grass gets brown during the summer, but I would rather have green 

areas in the spring than rockscapes all year.  
38. Yes where it would be just bushes, etc, otherwise. But NO if it means reducing 

open space for running and walking dogs. I'd rather see brown turf.  
39. As long as it doesn't compromise play space, I don't mind  
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Public Comment #1 

Letter dtd 3/22/19 

Dear Friends of Moscow Parks & Rec:  

Thank you for your work on the City of Moscow Parks and Recreation Master Plan Update 2019, and for considering 

public input on that document, so that it remains dynamic and current, to reflect the changing wants and needs of 

the population, and realities involving matters like water conservation, herbicide/pesticide use, and stormwater man-

agement. Parks facilities, open space, recreational programming, community connectivity, social equity, and ecosys-

tem resources are all worthy of our attention. I appreciate that the draft document is so inclusive!  

As invited, I offer the following comments:  

Sect. 1.7 (p. 8) Age & Gender. This section seems to assume a static state, or at least a smooth trajectory. It seems 

worthwhile to speculate on shifting demographics, relative to the boom of Boomers, Moscow’s attraction of active 

retirees and aging parents, decline in university enrollment, the prospect of an influx of climate refugees, any of 

whom may shift Moscow’s long-held youthful median age.  

Sect. 2.2 (p. 11). I appreciate that the Tree Commission and Pathways Commission are specifically called-out in this 

document. Each is distinct, with co-equal advisory authority, but integral and complementary to Parks & Rec objec-

tives.  

Section 3.2.1 Park Development (p. 14) Actionable Item 1.  

First, the wording about meeting the needs of underserved areas could be misinterpreted (intentionally or other-

wise) to mean new subdivisions, rather than low-income or transient neighborhoods that have been waiting.  

I’m not convinced that the first bullet point about setting a goal to accomplish “initial development” of at least one 

park property a year, using Hamilton funds, is do-able any more. That fund is effectively depleted with other Council 

objectives, and competing opportunities can arise that are too good or too urgent to pass up. Even if the goal is simp-

ly aspirational, it seems arbitrary. You might rephrase it.  

I appreciate the last bullet point in this section, and that it mentions mature adults and Boomers (like me), but am 

wonder whether creating “theme” parks is the way to go. I’m partial to providing proximity to multi-generational 

attractions (in tandem or parallel), when practicable.  

 Section 3.2.2 Environment (p. 16) Actionable Item 2.  

Please incorporate ideas about chemical uses in addition to pesticides, including herbicides (Witness the City’s re-

cent acquisition of the pressurized steam unit to ablate weeds.), pool chemicals, parks facilities chemicals for clean-

ing, VOC-emitting building materials and finishes (See the City’s Sustainable Purchasing Guidelines and/or inquire 

about updating Guidelines: https://www.ci.moscow.id.us/DocumentCenter/View/211/Sustainable-Purchasing-

Guidelines- PDF?bidId=), etc.  

Ice-melt chemical application might vary, depending on site sensitivity, topographic hazards, vulnerability of users 

(particularly children and dogs), delicacy of vegetation, damage to surfaces or equipment, etc. Conceivably, beet-

based product might be best on some City properties, while more dilute solutions of MgCl might be best for others, 

and certain locations, like cross-country ski track through parks, might be better off with posting “not maintained in 

winter,” etc. 
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This would also be a good place to incorporate objectives called out in the City’s NPDES Phase II Permit and justifica-

tion for a new stormwater utility. Parkland and other open spaces can be great assets in that regard!  

Maps showing relative locations of parkland Wisescapes for pollinators, parks elements in green infrastructure, con-

nectivity of wetlands and seasonal flows of surface water, and similar environmentally-oriented efforts could inform 

development of future ones.  

Resources for collection/disposal of dog waste. Signage posting requirements for same.  

Sect. 3.2.3 Water Conservation (p. 17) Actionable Item 3.  

Acknowledge public pressure to maintain some emerald-green turf, and include pros/cons, purpose-specific applica-

tions, the prospect of governmental intervention (local or state) to curtail water use and how parks will be designed for 

resiliency in those cases.  

In addition to xeriscapes/Wisescapes, mention judicious applications of drought-tolerant turf-seed blends, tree selec-

tion, moisture-retaining soil supplements, and specialized irrigation systems.  

List PBAC, UI Extension, and Latah County, among other educational resources.  

 

Sect. 3.2.4 Accessibility (p. 18) Actionable Item 4.  

This section could be more fully fleshed-out. Accessibility includes amenities within parks (play equipment, drinking 

fountains, restroom facilities, wheelchair-accessible picnic tables), proximity of (sufficiently wide, barrier-free, ADA-

compliant) pathways and other non-motorized transportation infrastructure, disability parking spaces, access to public 

transit, accommodation for visual/hearing/mobility impairments particularly in interior spaces, programmatic offer-

ings, etc.  

I appreciate that you mentioned collaboration with “local professional accessibility specialty organizations” (such as 

Disability Action Center, UI Center for Disability Access, etc.)  

 

Section 3.2.5 (p. 19) Alternative/renewable energy resources and savings.  

Consider modernizing terminology. “Alternative” only applies because “renewable energy” technology is not yet the 

norm! Could also specify “alternatives to fossil fuels.”  

 

Actionable Item 8 (p. 21) RE: covered playground.  

Consider purchase and adaptive re-use of defunct commercial or ag buildings, etc. among options for such space.  

Consider availability of shared use with school district properties for that purpose.  

Consider awning/pitch-out/lean-to extension/s to existing City facilities.  

Solicit input from private-sector play spaces, including the tots’ play area at Eastside, the various bouncy/trampoline 

for-profit businesses, daycare operations, etc.  

“Covered” and “indoor” need not be either/or choices. Both could serve useful purposes.  

 



86 

Sect. 3.2.9 (p. 22-23) Pathways, Greenways, and Linear Connections. ACTIONABLE ITEM 9: A comprehensive net-

work of paths and linear parks connecting all parts of the community.  

I am a vocal advocate for such connectivity, and strongly agree with the value of your objectives in this section.  

Gain support from area realtors, to move these efforts forward for mutually beneficial outcomes. Developers are 

gradually becoming aware of advantages too.  

Does the Pathways Commission recommend at least mentioning the development, extension, and success of the re-

gional network of trails? (Work by Pullman Civic Trust and allies, to link the River Walk to a new Colfax-Albion-Pullman 

CAP Trail would be advantageous to Moscow too, as would extension of the Latah Trail. Education, compromise, miti-

gation, and public engagement are part of resolving conflicts.)  

You mention agencies as resources for technical assistance and funding. Might you also mention the value to the City 

of supporting educational and tech assistance organizations like Smart Growth, advocacy groups like the Idaho Walk-

Bike Alliance, and maintenance funding agreements the City enjoys with partners like the Latah Trail Foundation/Latah 

County and the Chipman Trail?  

Ensure that linear parks and pathways, like other parks around town, have dog bowls and water bottle-refilling as-

pects at drinking fountains along the way.  

 

3.2.10 Cultural Enhancement. ACTIONABLE ITEM 10: Broaden development of the community’s cultural infrastruc-

ture and its integration into park sites and recreational programs.  

Add reference to prospect of permanent installations.  

Acknowledge that the Latah Trail also has artful interpretive signs and plans additional artistic elements, con-

sistent with its Concept Plan. (You only mention the Paradise Path and Chipman Trail in that context.)  

Participate in mapping artful elements around town for self-guided walking tours, like Garden City has done.  

Elaborate on idea that artistic elements can be integrated into functional pieces, like benches, luminaires, and 

other street furnishings, and like the City has done with tree wells, manhole covers, utility box wraps, bus shel-

ters, etc.  

 

3.2.11 Convenience and Accessibility of Public Parks, Recreational Areas, and Public Open Spaces (p. 25) Actionable 

Item 11.  

Draft advises, “Amend the City’s leash ordinance to allow off-leash time periods in suitable existing parks other 

than the Dog Park.” I’m good with that, but please acknowledge that the City has two dog parks so far.  

I’m wondering whether this would be the appropriate section to delve into retrofitting existing parks to mitigate 

untoward effects of adjacent development, increases in traffic, or installation of a multi-modal bridge, proximal to 

East City Park.  
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Sect. 3.2.13 Effective Management, Administration, and Partnerships. Actionable Item 13 (p. 27) Maximize the 

efficient use of resources to develop and maintain a first-class system of parks, public spaces, and recreational facili-

ties and improvements.  

Draft says, “The collaborative efforts between Pullman and Moscow in the development of the Chipman Trail 

are a highly visible and successful example of what can be accomplished.” This is true, however that project was 

controversial, largely driven by one determined person (Nancy Mack), more than either city, or their universities. 

The project would have taken much longer, were it not for a sizeable private donation. (Incidentally, the mainte-

nance agreement includes Moscow, Pullman, Whitman County, UI, and WSU.) The Latah Trail should also be 

mentioned here as a visible, successful example of collaboration.  

 

Finally, in Section 4.2 that defines Park Classification and open spaces, please consider inserting more references to 

parks as wildlife habitat and corridors, trees as assets, and advantages to elements of stormwater management 

(related to NPDES Phase II permit compliance) like flood prevention/mitigation, reduced sedimentation, soil filtration 

for water quality (e.g. TMDLs in S. Fork of the Palouse River, about which neighboring WA-DOE says, “The river has low 

dissolved oxygen, high temperatures and bacteria counts, lingering concentrations of toxic chemicals from historically 

used pesticides, and PCBs.”  

Thank you again for this opportunity to comment.  

 

Public Comment #2  

Letter dtd 3/22/19 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Parks and Recreation Master Plan.  I have a few comments and thoughts. 

Reviewing the written comments in the various section of the plan and survey results, a new ice rink is mentioned numerous 

times. It would be great for Parks and Rec to work with the Palouse Ice Rink Board of Directors to enhance their ability to make it a 

new ice rink happen in Moscow. This winter time activity is buzzing with patrons for 6 months every year. The rink has been here 

for 18 years, the City Council and Mayor have endorsement it with the $1 million Hamilton commitment.  Can Parks and Rec en-

dorse it and help make this winter time recreation a reality? 

Recreation in Moscow and local region should not be viewed as just on city property (city parks, HERC, etc). The Park and Recrea-

tion staff should be supporting the well-being of the citizens, exercise, comradery, and enjoyment. Measures of successful pro-

graming should be focus on happiness, quality of life in Moscow. How should Park and Rec lead the efforts to improve the quality 

of life in Moscow through exercise? 

A few other ideas come to mind . . . 

This winter we had 6 continuous weeks of great snow, yet there was no access to cross country skiing in town.  The parks, golf 

course, bike paths are all great places to ski, maybe make dedicated ski lanes on the bike paths when possible.  It is only for short 

window, but it would show your responsiveness to outdoor recreation. Could you work with local farmers and allow for skiing on 

their fields for this short window? 

Improving biking lanes from North to South in Moscow; the Troy highway underpass is a great step forward.  

How should Moscow Park and Recreation work with other such as Palouse Empire Gymnastics, Karate and Taekwondo, the Wom-

an’s Roller Derby group, road bike rides (Fondo on the Palouse), Moscow Area Mountain Bike Association, Elks Golf Course, 

workout gyms, Moscow Yoga Center, etc?  Should the Park and Recreation help advertise for these entities?  Someone new to 

town has to spend a lot of efforts to find these private and public opportunities. It should be easy to access all recreation and exer-

cise opportunities in Moscow.  



May 30, 2019

Mayor and City Council

Dear Mayor Lambert and City Council members:

Please accept this letter as affirmative support by the Sustainable Environment 
Commission (SEC) for the pesticide reduction efforts being considered in the 
Moscow Parks and Recreation Department Master Plan Update.   
 
A pesticide reduction program is timely and is a prudent approach to sustainable 
management of our city’s parks and streetscapes.  Many northwest cities, including 
Boise, Eugene, Portland, and Seattle, have already taken steps to restrict or prohibit 
pesticide use on public property.  Examples of pesticide reduction practices include 
promoting healthy soil, proper turf variety, and proper mowing and watering.  Each 
of these practices, and several others, have proven to be cost effective and practical 
in reducing the amount of pesticide needed to maintain the beautiful landscapes our 
citizens appreciate.

The SEC looks forward to working with Parks and Recreation to learn more of the 
pesticide reduction successes of our neighboring cities, and what practices will 
work best for Moscow.  The SEC sincerely appreciates and strongly supports the 
efforts of Parks and Recreation to make this an action item in the Master Plan. 

Thank you for your consideration and leadership of our great community.

Sincerely,

Steve McGeehan
Chair, Sustainable Environment Commission

Heart of the Arts

City Commissions are advisory to the Mayor and City Council
and this communication does not represent the official position of the City of Moscow.

Sustainable Environment
Commission

c/o Kyle Steele
P.O. Box 9203

Moscow, ID 83843-1703
Website:  www.ci.moscow.id.us

 
City Hall

206 East 3rd Street
Phone (208) 883-7000
Fax  (208) 883-7018

Hearing Impaired (208) 883-7019

Please check with City Hall 
to confirm meeting times or 
to volunteer for this or other 

City Commissions

Regular Meeting Time:
Third Tuesday
of the month

7:15 p.m.
 

Mayor’s Conference Room
of City Hall

Sustainable
Environment
Commission

Kyle Steele
Environmental Services 

Supervisor
Staff Liaison
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RESPONSIBLE STAFF REVIEWED BY
Administrative Committee or Public Works / Finance 
Committee 

  

ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S) OTHER RESOURCES

  

AGENDA ITEM TITLE
Bond Reimbursement Resolution (ACTION ITEM) - Gary J. Riedner 
 

DESCRIPTION
On May 21, 2019, Moscow voters approved a $9,638,704.00 general obligation bond to enable the City 
to locate and construct a new police facility, to repurpose the present police facility located at 118 E. 4th 
Street and renovate the Mann Building. The vote was canvassed by the Latah County Commissioners on 
Wednesday, May 29, 2019. Idaho law provides for a 40 day period for any protests to be filed. According 
to the City's Financial Advisor, the proceeds of the bond will be available in early September, 2019. Staff 
is moving forward with the closing for the property upon which the police facility will be located, as well 
as advertising for a request for qualifications for a project architect. The attached resolution allows for 
reimbursement to the City for expenditures made prior to the proceeds of the bond becoming available in 
September, 2018. Staff reported to both the Administrative and Public Works Finance Committees on 
May 28, 2019.   
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

 

PROPOSED ACTIONS
PROPOSED ACTIONS:  Approve reimbursement resolution or take such other action deemed 
appropriate.
 

FISCAL IMPACT

 

PERSONNEL IMPACT

 

ATTACHMENTS
1. BondElectionReimbursement(2019)pm1;mv(clean)
2. Canvassed results
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RESOLUTION NO. 2019 -

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, PROCLAIMING OFFICIAL INTENT, PURSUANT TO SECTION 
1.150-2, OF THE CODE OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS TO REIMBURSE ORIGINAL 
EXPENDITURES WITH PROCEEDS OF THE GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND;                              
PROVIDING THAT THIS RESOLUTION SHALL BE IN EFFECT UPON ITS PASSAGE, AND 
APPROVAL.

WHEREAS, pursuant to a General Obligation Bond Election held May 21, 2019, the electorate of 
City of Moscow, Latah County, Idaho (“City”) approved the issuance by City of up to Nine Million 
Six Hundred Forty Thousand Dollars ($9,640,000) general obligation bonds to finance the Project 
hereinafter described (the “Bonds”); and   

WHEREAS, through the issuance of the Bonds, City anticipates financing the costs of acquisition, 
construction, remodeling, improvement or otherwise, of a new police station and other public 
buildings throughout City, together with all necessary appurtenant facilities and equipment, 
including all necessary land therefor (such expenditures being herein referred to collectively as the 
“Project”); and

WHEREAS, Section 1.150-2 of the Code of Federal Regulations (the “Regulations”) authorizes 
issuers of Bonds to reimburse certain Project expenditures (the “Reimbursable Expenditures”) with 
proceeds of later issued Bonds as long as the issuer evidences an official intent in accordance with 
the Regulations; and

WHEREAS, City reasonably intends to reimburse itself from the proceeds of the Bonds for certain 
expenditures on the Project (the “Reimbursable Expenditures”) incurred (i) within sixty (60) days 
prior to the date hereof, or (ii) after the date hereof but prior to the delivery of the Bonds; and

WHEREAS, the maximum principal amount of the Bonds to be allocated to the Reimbursable 
Expenditures is not expected to exceed Nine Million Six Hundred Forty Thousand Dollars 
($9,640,000); and

WHEREAS, City expects such reimbursement to occur not later than eighteen (18) months after 
the later of (i) the date of the Reimbursable Expenditures, or (ii) the date the Project is placed in 
service, but no later than three (3) years after the date of the Reimbursable Expenditures;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of 
Moscow as follows:

1. The purpose of this Resolution is to permit City to reimburse itself from the proceeds 
of the Bonds for Reimbursable Expenditures relating to the Project.
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2. City has or intends to incur Reimbursable Expenditures with respect to the Project, and, 
on upon issuance of the Bonds, reasonably expects to be reimbursed for such 
Reimbursable Expenditures from the proceeds of such Bonds.

3. The maximum principal amount of the Bonds expected to be issued to finance the 
Project is Nine Million Six Hundred Forty Thousand Dollars ($9,640,000) plus costs 
of issuance.

4. This declaration of official intention is made pursuant to the Regulations, which 
provide that City may reimburse Reimbursable Expenditures incurred up to sixty (60) 
days prior to the date hereof and after the date hereof but prior to the delivery of the 
Bonds.

5. The officers of City are hereby authorized and directed, for and in the name and on 
behalf of City, to take any and all actions and execute, acknowledge, and deliver any 
and all agreements, instruments or other documents and revisions or corrections thereof 
and amendments thereto, as may in their discretion be deemed necessary or desirable 
to carry out the terms, provisions and intent of this Resolution.

6. That this Resolution shall become effective as of the ____ day of ___________, 2019.

PASSED AND APPROVED by the Mayor of the City of Moscow, Idaho, this _____ day of 
_____________, 2019.

__________________________________
Bill Lambert, Mayor

ATTEST:

___________________________
Laurie M. Hopkins, City Clerk
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