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The Moscow Mayor, City Council and Staff welcome you to today’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 and limitations may be placed on the time allowed for comments. If you plan to address the Committee, 
you will find a list of “Tips for Addressing the Council” in the door pocket outside the City Council 
Chambers. Please note that council committee meetings are televised, videotaped and/or recorded. Links to 
view the City Council meeting live can be found on the City website and the City’s YouTube channel. 
Thank you for your interest in City government. 
 
REGULAR AGENDA  
  
  

1. Approval of Public Works/Finance Committee February 9, 2026 Minutes (ACTION ITEM) 
- Laurie M. Hopkins  

      
  2. Disbursement Report February 2026 (ACTION ITEM) - Renee Tack 
    Presentation of the Accounts Payable Report for the month ending February 2026. 

ACTION: Accept the Disbursements Report for the month of February 2026. 
      
  3. Fourth Quarter Financial Report July 1, 2025 to September 30, 2025 for FY2025 (ACTION 

ITEM) - Renee Tack 
    Presentation of the financial report for the fourth quarter of Fiscal Year 2025 (July 1, 2025 to 

September 30, 2025). 
PROPOSED ACTIONS: Approve the FY2025 Fourth Quarter Report, or provide staff with 
further direction. 

      
  4. Historic Preservation Mitigation Bank (HPMB) Grant Program Request – Moscow Water 

Dept. Bldg. (ACTION ITEM) - Alisa Anderson / Mike Ray 
    Preservation Idaho is accepting grant applications for the HPMB Grant Program, which provides 

funding for historic preservation projects across Idaho, with applications due by April 15, 2026. 
Staff is requesting approval to submit a Type 1 General Preservation Project application to fund a 
National Register of Historic Places nomination for the city-owned building at 201 North Main 
Street. The proposed scope of work, estimated at $6,250, includes preparing the nomination and 
updating the Idaho Cultural Resource Information System (ICRIS). Staff recommends a 5% cash 
match of $310 and a grant request of $5,940 to support the project. 
PROPOSED ACTIONS: Recommend approval to submit a funding request to the Historic 
Preservation Mitigation Bank  Grant Program to support the preparation of a National Register of 
Historic Places Nomination for the Moscow Water Department Building or provide staff further 
direction. 

      
  5. T-Mobile Hometown Grant – East City Park Stage Project (ACTION ITEM) - Alisa 

Anderson 
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    City staff has identified the T-Mobile Hometown Grant Program as a potential funding source to 
support the construction and public art components of the East City Park Stage project. This five-
year, $25 million initiative awards grants quarterly to small towns for community-driven projects 
that revitalize historic structures, create downtown assets, or enhance gathering spaces—
especially those fostering community identity or attracting investment. The current application 
period, which is the final round, closes on March 31, 2024, with awards of up to $50,000 
available, and projects must be completed within 12 months. The East City Park Stage project 
qualifies as an eligible use, aligns with the program’s goals, and addresses a community need. 
Staff recommends submitting a $50,000 funding request to help cover project costs. 
PROPOSED ACTIONS: Submit a funding request for the T-Mobile Hometown Grant Program 
for $50,000 for the East City Park Stage project or provide staff further direction. 

      
  6. Mass Notification System Memorandum of Understanding (ACTION ITEM) - Bill Belknap 

& Brian Nickerson 
    The City of Moscow desires to partner with Latah County to secure and maintain an emergency 

mass notification system that can be utilized to inform residents of emergency situations. Under 
the proposed Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) the City and Latah County would equally 
fund the selected mass notification system and have independent access to utilize the system for 
both City and County emergency events. This item was included within the City's FY2026 
budget. 
PROPOSED ACTIONS: Recommend approval of the MOU with Latah County, or provide 
staff further direction. 

      
  7. Paradise Creek Maintenance Program Plan- (ACTION ITEM)- Tyler Palmer 
    Paradise Creek is a critical ecological, hydrological, and stormwater conveyance feature within 

the City of Moscow. The creek flows approximately 19 miles from Moscow Mountain through 
the City before joining the South Fork Palouse River in Pullman, Washington. The City is 
regulated as a Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) under an Idaho Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (IPDES) Permit. Paradise Creek is a critical stormwater feature 
covered by the City’s IPDES permit. The maintenance and management of Paradise Creek is 
essential to compliance with the Clean Water Act and the City’s MS4 Permit, implementation of 
applicable Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) requirements, and protection of designated 
beneficial uses under Idaho Water Quality Standards (IDAPA 58.01.02). The Paradise Creek 
Maintenance Program Plan establishes a structured, adaptive framework for routine maintenance, 
capital improvements, regulatory coordination, beaver management, and public engagement to 
address regulatory requirements, enhance flood risk mitigation and infrastructure protection, and 
preserve habitat and riparian function.  
PROPOSED ACTIONS: Recommend adoption of the Paradise Creek Maintenance Program 
Plan or provide staff with further direction. 

      
ADJOURN 
 
 
 
NOTICE:  It is the policy of the City of Moscow that all City-sponsored public meetings and events are 
accessible to all people. If you need assistance in participating in this meeting or event due to a disability under 
the ADA, please contact the City’s ADA Coordinator by phone at (208) 883-7600, TDD (208) 883-7019, or by 
email at adacoordinator@ci.moscow.id.us at least 48 hours prior to the scheduled meeting or event to request 
an accommodation. The City of Moscow is committed to ensuring that all reasonable accommodation requests 
are fulfilled. 
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REGULAR AGENDA  

The meeting was called to order at 4:00 p.m. 

PRESENT: Drew Davis, Evan Holmes, Sandra Kelly 

OTHERS: Mayor Hailey Lewis, Council Vice President Bryce Blankenship, Council Member Sage 

McCetich 

STAFF: Bill Belknap, Mia Bautista, Alisa Anderson, Sarah Decker, Laurie M. Hopkins 
 

  1. Selection of Committee Chair and Vice Chair (ACTION ITEM) 
  

The Committee selected Kelly as chair and Holmes as vice-chair.   
 

 
 

  2. Approval of Public Works/Finance Committee January 12, 2026 Minutes (ACTION ITEM) - 

Laurie M. Hopkins 
  

The minutes were approved as presented.  
 

 
 

  3. Disbursement Report January 2026 (ACTION ITEM) - Sarah Decker 

    Presentation of the Accounts Payable Report for the month ending January 2026. 
 

ACTION: Accept the Disbursements Report for the month of January 2026.  
  

Decker presented the disbursement report and provided details on the major expenses including payroll, 

ITD Grant for the airport, replacement pump trailer for sewer, annual VEBA transfer and a city shop 

construction payment. The airport grant was for the apron. The City Shop project is at approximately 

half way through payments with completed construction in May. The Committee accepted the report 

and that it be placed on the Council consent agenda.  
 

 
 

  4. Selective Traffic Enforcement Program – Grant Application (ACTION ITEM) - Alisa 

Anderson / Eric Warner 

    The Moscow Police Department (MPD) is requesting participation in the national Selective Traffic 

Enforcement Program (STEP), sponsored by the Idaho Transportation Department (ITD) Office of 

Highway Safety (OHS). The program aims to reduce traffic crashes resulting in fatalities and serious 

injuries. Through problem identification, participating agencies focus on addressing specific 

behaviors and safety deficiencies within their jurisdictions. MPD is requesting to submit a grant 

application due on February 27, 2026, in an amount not to exceed $75,000 with an in-kind match of 

$18,750 for FY2027. 
 

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Recommend approval for the Moscow Police Department to apply for the 

Selective Traffic Enforcement Program, requesting grant funding assistance not to exceed $75,000, 

with an in-kind match of $18,750 for FY2027, or provide staff with further direction.  

DRAFT
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Anderson introduced the item as written above. The city has applied for this grant annually since 2021. 

She believes next year this program will be a little different. The match is all in-kind contribution. 

Recently, there has been an inability to spend the funds due to short staffing. The Committee 

recommended approval and that it be placed on the Council consent agenda.  
 

 
 

  5. Verizon Wireless Communications Facility Lease Agreement (ACTION ITEM) - Bill Belknap 

    The City of Moscow leases space on the City’s water reservoirs to wireless communications 

providers. In 2004, the City entered into a lease agreement with Cellco Partnership (dba Verizon 

Wireless) to lease space on the Jim Lyle Rotary Park water reservoir and to build the joint 

restroom/equipment structure that exists in the park. That agreement spanned 25 years and will end 

in 2029. Verizon Wireless has expressed the desire to renew and extend the lease agreement. Staff 

has prepared a new lease agreement that would renew the lease for up to another 25 years with an 

initial term of 5 years and five additional 5-year renewal terms. At the end of the current lease term 

in 2029, the lease fees would be increased to the City’s existing lease rate of $15,690 per year to 

$35,420.40 per year with 3% annual escalator each year thereafter. The lease agreement is before the 

Council for consideration. 
 

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Recommend approval of the lease agreement; or provide staff further 

direction. 
  

Belknap introduced the item as written above. The agreement has the general lease terms and will only 

replace with like-equipment if necessary. The Committee recommended approval and that it be placed 

on the Council consent agenda.  
 

 
 

  6. Public Transportation Services Agreement with Regional Public Transportation (dba SMART 

Transit) (ACTION ITEM) - Bill Belknap 

    For over 20 years, the City of Moscow has provided financial support to Regional Public 

Transportation (RPT) (dba SMART Transit) for the provision of public transit services in Moscow, 

including fixed route and on-demand (dial-a-ride) services. During that time period, the City has 

never had a formal agreement with RPT for these services. Staff have prepared an agreement with 

RPT to document the services the City receives in exchange for the annual financial support. The 

agreement includes a five year term with annual financial support in the amount of $140,329 per year 

with a 1% annual escalator. The University of Idaho provides equal annual financial support to RPT 

to fund public transit services to the students, faculty, and staff in the community. The agreement is 

before the Council for consideration. 
 

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Recommend approval of the public transit services agreement with 

Regional Public Transportation, or provide staff further direction.  
  

Belknap introduced the item as written above. The City is responsible for maintaining and cleaning the 

bus stops. RPT operates the fixed route and dial-a-ride services. There has not been a formalized 

escalator in the past as it was set static for a few years then adjusted and static again. Setting an escalator 

provides RPT an expectation of an annual increase of support. This would not preclude RPT should 

they see an increase in operations to make a request to Council.  

 

The collection for dial-a-ride is suspended currently as they want to focus on ADA and senior citizen 

transport. They will be looking at Medicaid billing services to recoup some of the revenue. RPT has 

consented approval and board approved it in December. 

 

The Committee recommended approval and that it be placed on the Council regular agenda.  
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  7. Southeast Moscow Water and Sewer District Service Agreement Extension (ACTION ITEM) - 

Bill Belknap 

    The City of Moscow accepts and treats wastewater from the Southeast Moscow Water and Sewer 

District through an agreement between the District and City. The District was formed in 1974 as an 

independent Water and Sewer District.  It is located on the southeast corner of Moscow, and 

comprises primarily of residential properties, the majority of which are located outside City-Limits, 

in Latah County. The District has contracted with the City for sewage conveyance and disposal 

services since October of 1980.  The long-standing agreement allows properties in the District to 

connect to City facilities.   Similarly, it allows the conveyance of wastewater through the District 

from properties located outside its boundaries. The current agreement will expire on March 1, 2026. 

The City and District have been engaged in agreement renewal discussions for almost two years and 

have now reached a general agreement on revisions to the existing agreement terms. However, the 

new agreement will not be prepared and adopted prior to the expiration of the existing agreement. 

The City has prepared an agreement to extend the existing agreement to December 31, 2026, to allow 

time to finalize the agreement and have it approved by both bodies. 
 

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Recommend approval of the extension agreement with the Southeast 

Moscow Water and Sewer District, or provide staff further direction.  
  

Belknap introduced the item as written above. The City bills the district residents for sewer only with a 

$3.00 service fee which is split between the City and district for administrative services. The City 

operates the system and has a threshold for major repairs that exceed 50% of the revenue received. 

There is a lift station that Belknap said would like to take offline at some time and gravity down to the 

south lift station, which has the capacity, but that would be a fairly large gravity line to extend. Have 

made investments in the lift station to keep it operational.  The Committee recommended approval and 

that it be placed on the Council consent agenda.  
 

 
 

  8. BUILD Grant Local Match Commitment Resolution (ACTION ITEM) - Bill Belknap 

    Whitman County has been actively working to advance improvements to Sand Road and Kirkendahl 

Road to provide an alternative east-west route for freight traffic to utilize to reduce traffic within 

downtown Pullman. This improvement would also benefit Moscow by reducing freight traffic in 

downtown Moscow. This route was studied in the recent Pullman-Whitman County Freight 

Alternatives Study completed by the Palouse Regional Transportation Planning Organization. 

Whitman County would like to apply for a Federal BUILD grant to complete the design and 

engineering for the project. As envisioned in the study, the project would begin at the Mountain 

View/Highway 8 intersection with the installation of a signal and continue south and then west with 

improvements to Mountain View Road and Palouse River Drive continuing west to U.S. Highway 

195. On September 15, 2025, the Council approved a Memorandum of Understanding with Whitman 

County to jointly fund consultant services for the preparation of the BUILD grant application. The 

total estimated planning and design cost, inclusive of WSDOT Local Programs and Local Highway 

Technical Assistance Council administration, is $2.53 million, of which $1.1 million is attributable 

to improvements within the City of Moscow. Within the draft application, the City and Whitman 

County are proposing a 10% match commitment toward these costs, which would be $110,000 for 

the City. Staff has prepared a resolution to affirm this match contribution should the grant be awarded. 

The match funding would come from the Capital Project fund accumulations. 

  

PROPOSED ACTIONS: Recommend approval of the match commitment resolution, or provide 

staff further direction.  
  

Belknap introduced the item as outlined above. At this stage, staff are pursuing funding for engineering 

and design only. Urban applications require a 20% match, while rural applications require no match; 

however, applications with a higher match are generally more competitive. Whitman County and City 
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staff agreed that a 10% match, midway between the urban and rural requirements, would be appropriate. 

Moscow’s share would be $110,000. If the grant is awarded and accepted, Moscow would be obligated 

to provide its portion. If Whitman County elects not to pursue the grant, Moscow’s only expense would 

be the cost associated with preparing the application. The draft application is expected to be ready for 

review by the end of the week. Whitman County will serve as the primary applicant. 

 

Davis stated this project presents a good opportunity to redirect large truck traffic out of downtown 

Moscow. 

 

Belknap reminded Council that the Idaho Transportation Department (ITD) has conducted its own 

corridor studies and developed early concepts to address traffic delays at Washington Street and Third 

Street, as well as the South Couplet. Some preliminary ideas would have routed westbound traffic up 

Mountain View Road and down either 6th Street or D Street. Staff objected to those options. Currently, 

one of the only east–west routes that avoids downtown is Palouse River Drive. Utilizing this connection 

to US 95 could potentially remove approximately 8.5–10% of vehicle traffic from the downtown core. 

 

Holmes asked whether Whitman County could apply for the grant independently and ultimately divert 

truck traffic onto Palouse River Drive without roadway improvements. He noted that a portion of the 

roadway is owned by the NLCHD. Belknap responded that any alternative will have impacts, and the 

objective is to identify the corridor with the least impact and greatest overall benefit. He emphasized 

that improving the roadway to safely accommodate all users is the best approach. In response to Holmes’ 

question, Belknap added that a traffic signal is proposed at Highway 8 and Mountain View Road, and 

a roundabout is proposed at Palouse River Drive and Mountain View Road. 

 

Davis commented that Whitman County appears likely to move forward with its plan for Sand Road 

regardless, making the decision straightforward and supportive of the resolution. 

 

The Committee recommended approval and that it be placed on the Council regular agenda.  
 

ADJOURN  

The meeting adjourned at 4:35 p.m. 
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AGENDA ITEM TITLE 
Disbursement Report February 2026 (ACTION ITEM) - Renee Tack 
 
RESPONSIBLE STAFF 
Renee Tack, Assistant Finance Director 
  

 
ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S)   

 
    
DESCRIPTION  
Accounts Payable Report for the month ending February 28th, 2026.  A summary of the major expenditures 
has been approximated by category and represents 96% of the total expenditure of $2,994,147.26. 
 
 
Payroll $1,376,885.00 
Professional Services  $44,719.00 
Sanitation $386,901.00 
Capital Outlay $136,675.00 
Capital Outlay - Improvements $52,796.00 
Capital Outlay - Buildings $134,060.00 
Capital Outlay - Vehicles $78,530.00 
Minor Equipment $16,395.00 
Supplies $131,727.00 
Utilities $97,288.00 
Contractual Payments $384,574.00 
ACH Wells Fargo $34,163.00 
Total $2,874,713.00 
  
 
REVIEWED BY  
  
PROPOSED ACTIONS 
ACTION: Accept the Disbursements Report for the month of February 2026. 
  
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Accept the Disbursements Report for the month of February 2026. 
  
OTHER RESOURCES  
  
FISCAL IMPACT  
  
PERSONNEL IMPACT  
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ATTACHMENTS 
1. February Revenue Report 2026 
2. Cash & Investments Balances - February 2026 
3. Disbursement Report February 2026 
4. Major Expenditures Report February 2026 
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RECEIPTS REPORT FOR FEBRUARY 2026
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Grand Total

Fund #

101 GENERAL 160,909.49 151,262.57 37,813.14 0.00 150,479.11 18,501.07 288,680.19 51,609.99 240.00 5,614.83 865,110.39
105 STREETS 13,550.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 378.74 0.00 0.00 13,928.76
120 RECREATION AND CULTURE 0.00 0.00 153.75 0.00 29,000.01 0.00 0.00 -52.98 900.00 1.25 30,002.03
121 MSD COMMUNITY PLAY FIELDS 0.00 0.00 0.00 10,628.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 10,628.34
123 1912 CENTER 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
128 TRANSIT CENTER 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
220 WATER 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 591,675.52 0.00 1,805.62 0.00 0.00 0.00 593,481.14
230 SEWER 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 684,059.96 0.00 1,541.30 4,595.63 0.00 0.00 690,196.89
235 STORMWATER 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 51,295.62 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 51,295.62
240 SANITATION 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 487,535.72 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 487,535.72
290 FLEET 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 75,061.11 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 75,061.11
295 INFORMATION SYSTEMS 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 139,172.45 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 139,172.45
320 WATER CAPITAL PROJECTS 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
330 SEWER CAPITAL PROJECTS 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
335 STORMWATER CAPITAL FUND 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
340 SANITATION CAPITAL PROJECTS 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
350 CAPITAL PROJECTS 0.00 0.00 4,581.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 24,348.45 1,200.00 0.00 0.00 30,129.45
355 LID CONSTRUCTION 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
380 HAMILTON P&R 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2,427.86 0.00 0.00 0.00 2,427.86
590 BOND & INTEREST 20,656.12 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 593.18 0.00 0.00 0.00 21,249.30
595 LID FUNDS 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

TOTAL 195,115.63 151,262.57 42,547.89 10,628.34 2,208,279.50 18,501.07 319,396.60 57,731.38 1,140.00 5,616.08 3,010,219.06
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City of Moscow
Cash and Investments
Balances as of 2/28/2026

Fund 

Year to Date
 Balance

General Fund 6,314,114.10$                        

Street Fund 2,492,667.38$                        

Recreation & Culture 1,331,238.48$                        

MSDCP 164,938.01$                           

1912 Fund 45,924.97$                             

Transit Center 53,777.87$                             

Water Fund 1,746,961.57$                        

Sewer Fund 3,252,616.07$                        

Stormwater Fund 617,895.69$                           

Sanitation Fund 2,256,260.21$                        

Fleet Fund 6,438,925.16$                        

Information Systems 1,833,626.69$                        

Water Capital 11,666,082.70$                      

Sewer Capital 29,553,866.18$                      

Stormwater Capital 418,840.92$                           

Sanitation Capital 11,637,899.66$                      

Capital Projects 19,631,713.27$                      

LID Construction -$                                        

Hamilton 795,063.47$                           

Bond & Interest 1,088,413.52$                        

LID Funds -$                                        

Payroll Service 1,327,344.56$                        

Total Cash & Investments 102,668,170.48$                    
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ACCOUNTS PAYABLE ACCOUNTS PAYABLE ACCOUNTS PAYABLE ACCOUNTS PAYABLE WELLSFARGO CC ACH ACCOUNTS PAYABLE ACH VOID CHECKS PAYROLL PAYROLL GRAND TOTALS

FUND NAME
DATE 2/4/2026 2/11/2026 2/18/2026 2/25/2026 2/17/2026 2/11/2026 2/6/2026 2/20/2026

2/27/2026 2/25/2026

BATCH # AP 2.4.2026 AP 2.11.2026 AP 2.18.2026 AP 2.25.2026 AP 2.6.2026 AP 2.11.2026 PR 173-175 PR 176

AP 2.21.2026 AP 2.25.2026 174-Void

CHECK #'s 115408-115478 115479-115556 115557-115585 115586-115663 February CC ACH's February ACH's 21686 21687

Fund #

ACH for Wells Fargo to be Imported 0.00

101 GENERAL 211,963.11 26,494.39 7,816.05 20,285.28 13,943.02 421,279.69 416,479.74 1,118,261.28
105 STREETS 8,671.96 26,467.17 780.00 1,721.49 662.05 31,956.48 33,121.64 103,380.79

120 RECREATION AND CULTURE 15,057.12 13,865.31 409.00 3,662.65 3,556.96 60,110.49 60,424.53 157,086.06  

121 MSD COMM. PLAY FIELDS 158.46 1,618.24 547.50 2,324.20

123 1912 CENTER 10,750.00 10,750.00

128 TRANSIT CENTER 88.90 1,075.43 101.05 1,154.70 2,420.08
220 WATER 7,857.59 38,000.52 56,185.99 102,547.56 3,900.57 134,099.70 55,038.71 55,108.74 452,739.38

230 SEWER 39,413.29 98,356.37 26,049.40 12,462.53 5,537.66 22,102.94 60,264.10 61,974.17 326,160.46

235 STORMWATER 31.43 628.93 2,528.14 609.94 141.18 19,844.40 19,951.51 43,735.53

240 SANITATION 131,001.18 15.69 1,353.24 233,807.62 4,184.63 4,274.00 374,636.36

290 FLEET 4,897.82 8,580.12 346.24 88,252.57 1,439.42 14,833.29 13,105.75 131,455.21
295 INFORMATION SYSTEMS 4,834.91 24,862.21 938.18 4,981.68 21,793.42 22,592.33 80,002.73

320 WATER CAPITAL PROJECTS 6,520.24 31,852.15 450.30 38,822.69

330 SEWER CAPITAL PROJECTS 8,096.54 1,600.80 450.30 10,147.64

335 STORMWATER CAPITAL PROJECTS 0.00

340 SANITATION CAPITAL PROJ 0.00
350 CAPITAL PROJECTS 2,200.00 119,081.99 7,188.73 1,788.94 11,965.19 142,224.85

355 LID CONSTRUCTION 0.00

380 HAMILTON - PARKS & REC 0.00

590 BONDS & INTEREST 0.00

TOTAL 426,175.77 373,663.15 101,404.60 278,980.03 34,162.54 402,876.05 0.00 689,305.21 687,579.91 2,994,147.26

DISBURSEMENTS REPORT FOR FEBRUARY 2026
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Major Expenditures for February 2026

Professional Service Sanitation Utilities
Evcar, Inc. 8,210.00$           Finley Buttes Landfill 130,990.62$          Avista Utilities 97,288.50$            
   Janitorial Services    Garbage - January 2026    January 2026

Precision Rifle USA, LLC 2,600.00$           Latah Sanitation (ACH Payment) 255,910.56$          97,288.50$          
   Sniper school - rexburg, id - Snyder/Tesdahl    Monthly LSI Billing for January 2026

Southeastern Washington Basketball 3,016.00$           386,901.18$       Payroll 1,376,885.12$   
   Adult Basketball 2026 First Half Referee Fees
Western States Equipment Co. 8,709.74$           Supplies Contractual Payments
   Generator Maintenance Atmos Technologies 3,098.34$               Heart of the Arts 10,750.00$            
EquipmentShare.com, Inc. 2,812.93$           WRF deoderizer Humane Society of the Palouse 4,991.58$               
   Trash Pump Rental Consolidated Supply Co. 5,145.82$               Palouse Trail Committee 10,000.00$            
J-U-B Engineering, Inc. 5,333.00$              Hydrant extension kits for low hydrants within the City Infosend, Inc. 3,881.54$               
   Flow monitoring Ferguson Waterworks 5,862.00$               Gallagher Benefit Services 3,333.33$               
Apex Roofing, LLC 4,838.75$              Lift Station bypass storage CivicPlus, LLC 4,727.21$               
   Down payment for Ghormley Park storage shed roof, claim #C-26-02122-24410 Geveko Markings, Inc. 8,035.70$               Whitcom 911 195,150.00$          
GG Gutters, Inc. 4,720.76$              White line and sealer BlueBeam, Inc. 3,432.00$               
   Janitorial Services Contract - March 2026 Howard Hughes Appliances & TV 3,250.00$               Moscow Volunteer Fire Department 1,750.00$               
HDR Engineering, Inc. 4,478.13$              Mattresses for student resident firefighters CompuNet, Inc. 3,315.00$               
   Alternative water supply project Phillip R. Stradley 7,920.50$               Department of Environmental Quality (ACH Payment) 134,099.70$          

44,719.31$         5hp Danfoss Drive Replacement Blue Logix, LLC 4,375.00$               
Phillip R. Stradley 9,166.50$               SE Moscow Sewer District - Sewer connection fee 4,768.40$               

Capital Outlay - Vehicles    15hp Danfoss
Joe Hall Ford 37,888.00$        Gropp, LLC 3,010.00$               384,573.76$       
   Check Reissue - Purchase of new #2-09 with trade-in of old    Receptacle for cameras
Titan Truck Equipment 40,641.61$        Idexx Distribution, Inc. 2,686.52$               ACH Wells Fargo
   Upfit new 2-09 (Streets) with Flatbed, hoist, plow and Salter/Sander    Trays and gamma irad colilert for lab Commercial Card Expense- January 30th 7,224.30$               

Oxarc, Inc. 8,090.09$               Commercial Card Expense- February 6th 5,066.14$               

78,529.61$         Chlorine & SO2 Commercial Card Expense- February 13th 12,295.66$            
Phillip R. Stradley 31,263.50$            Commercial Card Expense- February 21st 9,576.44$               

Minor Equipment    Aeration Basin Motor 34,162.54$          

Right! Systems, Inc. 16,395.00$        Phillip R. Stradley 2,945.00$               

   Right Systems Inc - CISCO MERAKI    04503 Lighting Controllers Capital Outlay- Buildings
16,395.00$      Phillip R. Stradley 3,799.72$               LCA Architects, Inc. (ACH payment) 12,865.79$            

   LED Lights    City Shop Design Services for January 2026

Capital Outlay Beckwith & Kuffel, Inc. 16,003.06$            Wellens General Contractor 121,194.10$          
Consolidated Supply Co. 45,844.76$           RAS Pump Rotating Assembly    City Shop Construction January 2026
   Materials for new services Steve Carlton Construction, Inc. 4,175.00$               
Consolidated Supply Co. 4,522.37$              Cube container for new bulk water station 134,059.89$       
   Service line for McDonald school irrigation Door & Window Specialist 3,145.60$               
Zenner USA, Inc. 3,133.67$              Magyar Windws Capital Outlay- Improvements
   Re-issued - meters for replacement program Oxarc, Inc. 9,275.61$               Roach Construction Co. 3,755.00$               
Zenner USA, Inc. 83,174.36$           Chlorine & SO2    Section Repair South Main Street 

   Re-issued - new meters for system SWS Equipment 4,853.88$               Welch-Comer Engineers 10,000.00$            
   Major PM on Sweeper #2-23 (Streets)    Moscow BUILD Grant Application Task Order #17 - Services from Nov 16 - Dec 20 2025

136,675.16$   Stoneway Electric Supply Co. 7,188.73$               
131,726.84$          Ghormley Lights Ballasts /Bulbs 

Accelerated Construction 31,852.15$            
   Pay App #4 for the Camas Street Water Main Project - Last payment PLUS retainage

52,795.88$          

Major Expenditures 2,874,712.79$   96% of the total expenditures of $2,994,147.26
Large Expenditures
Zenner USA, Inc. 83,174.36$        Department of Environmental Quality (ACH Payment) 134,099.70$          

   Re-issued - new meters for system    Drinking Water Loan  #DW1406F (2024)
Whitcom 911 195,150.00$      Wellens General Contractor 121,194.10$          
   Quarterly - Jan - March 2026    City Shop Construction January 2026

Total: $533,618.16
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COMMITTEE / CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT 

 
DATE: Monday, March 9, 2026 
 
 

Page 1 of 1 

AGENDA ITEM TITLE 
Fourth Quarter Financial Report July 1, 2025 to September 30, 2025 for FY2025 (ACTION ITEM) - 
Renee Tack 
 
RESPONSIBLE STAFF 
Renee Tack, Assistant Finance Director 
  

 
ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S)   

 
    
DESCRIPTION  
Presentation of the financial report for the fourth quarter of Fiscal Year 2025 (July 1, 2025 to September 
30, 2025).  
 
REVIEWED BY  
  
PROPOSED ACTIONS 
PROPOSED ACTIONS: Approve the FY2025 Fourth Quarter Report, or provide staff with further 
direction. 
  
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Approve the fourth quarter report for Fiscal Year 2025 (July 1, 2025 to September 30, 2025). 
  
OTHER RESOURCES  
  
FISCAL IMPACT  
  
PERSONNEL IMPACT  
  
ATTACHMENTS 
1. FY25 4th Qtr Financials - Council Report 
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Percent of Year 100% Percent of Year 100%

Original Budget Final Budget Budget to Actual Final Budget Budget to Actual
Including Including September-25 Including Excluding Excluding

Fund Fund Balances Fund Balances YTD Fund Balances Fund Balances Fund Balances
101 General Fund  Revenues 20,126,428 20,453,316 19,785,182 96.73% 19,999,930 98.93%

   Salaries & Benefits 11,163,266 11,163,266 9,882,808 88.53% 11,163,266 88.53%
   Operations 4,345,019 4,671,907 4,016,339 85.97% 4,671,907 85.97%
   Capital Outlay 32,000 32,000 55,649 173.90% 32,000 173.90%
   Transfers 4,586,143 4,586,143 5,621,644 122.58% 4,586,143 122.58%
   Total General Fund Expenditures 20,126,428 20,453,316 19,576,440 95.71% 20,453,316 95.71%

105 Street Department Revenues 3,530,055 3,998,061 3,892,001 97.35% 3,210,055 121.24%
   Salaries & Benefits 951,668 951,668 843,664 88.65% 951,668 88.65%
   Operations 1,387,144 1,855,150 1,348,713 72.70% 1,855,150 72.70%
   Capital Outlay 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
   Transfers 1,191,243 1,191,243 1,805,684 151.58% 1,191,243 151.58%
   Total Street Fund Expenditures 3,530,055 3,998,061 3,998,061 100.00% 3,998,061 100.00%

120 Recreation & Culture Revenues 3,729,412 3,930,438 3,549,198 90.30% 3,567,847 99.48%
   Salaries & Benefits 2,270,264 2,270,264 1,990,777 87.69% 2,270,264 87.69%
   Operations 1,458,548 1,659,574 1,266,231 76.30% 1,458,548 86.81%
   Capital Outlay 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
   Debt Service 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
   Transfers 600 600 400,182 66697.00% 600 66697.00%
   Total Rec & Culture Expenditures 3,729,412 3,930,438 3,657,190 93.05% 3,729,412 98.06%

121 MSD Community Playfields Revenues 292,352 292,352 232,933 79.68% 223,552 104.20%
   Salaries & Benefits 72,904 72,904 60,360 82.79% 72,904 82.79%
   Operations 136,989 136,989 72,804 53.15% 136,989 53.15%
   Transfers 82,459 82,459 82,459 100.00% 82,459 100.00%
   Total MSD Community Playfields 292,352 292,352 215,623 73.75% 292,352 73.75%

123 1912 Center Revenues 149,540 149,540 113,540 75.93% 113,540 100.00%
   Operations 138,500 138,500 131,272 94.78% 138,500 94.78%
   Capital Outlay 11,040 11,040 0 0.00% 11,040 0.00%
   Total 1912 Center Expenditures 149,540 149,540 131,272 87.78% 149,540 87.78%

128 Transit Center Revenues 104,265 104,265 46,943 45.02% 44,269 106.04%
   Operations 34,265 34,265 26,021 75.94% 29,265 88.91%
   Transfers 70,000 70,000 70,000 100.00% 70,000 100.00%
   Total Transit Center Fund 104,265 104,265 96,021 92.09% 99,265 96.73%

220 Water Fund Revenues 9,282,000 10,197,434 8,635,656 84.68% 8,282,000 104.27%
   Salaries & Benefits 1,603,985 1,603,985 1,408,085 87.79% 1,603,985 87.79%
   Operations 2,597,732 3,144,967 2,885,327 91.74% 3,144,967 91.74%
   Capital Outlay 512,000 612,000 387,651 63.34% 612,000 63.34%
   Debt Service 268,222 536,421 551,465 102.80% 536,421 102.80%
   Transfers 4,300,061 4,300,061 4,934,906 114.76% 4,300,061 114.76%
   Total Water Fund Expenditures 9,282,000 10,197,434 10,167,434 99.71% 10,197,434 99.71%

230 Sewer Fund Revenues 10,179,453 11,459,222 10,032,505 87.55% 9,479,453 105.83%
   Salaries & Benefits 1,589,230 1,589,230 1,457,675 91.72% 1,589,230 91.72%
   Operations 2,487,990 3,767,759 3,738,757 99.23% 3,767,759 99.23%
   Capital Outlay 160,000 160,000 72,700 45.44% 160,000 45.44%
   Debt Service 402,696 402,696 402,696 100.00% 402,696 100.00%
   Transfers 5,539,537 5,539,537 5,787,393 104.47% 5,539,537 104.47%
   Total Sewer Fund Expenditures 10,179,453 11,459,222 11,459,221 100.00% 11,459,222 100.00%

235 Stormwater Fund Revenues 1,320,721 1,320,721 1,288,705 97.58% 1,320,721 97.58%
   Salaries & Benefits 556,637 556,637 503,616 90.47% 556,637 90.47%
   Operations 352,701 352,701 379,154 107.50% 352,701 107.50%
   Capital Outlay 27,500 27,500 2,895 10.53% 27,500 10.53%
   Debt Service 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
   Transfers 383,883 383,883 159,549 41.56% 383,883 41.56%
   Total Stormwater Fund Expenditures 1,320,721 1,320,721 1,045,214 79.14% 1,320,721 79.14%

240 Sanitation Fund  Revenues 6,820,823 7,946,226 7,251,058 91.25% 6,820,823 106.31%
   Salaries & Benefits 252,444 252,444 202,649 80.27% 252,444 80.27%
   Operations 6,311,546 7,436,949 6,364,409 85.58% 6,311,546 100.84%
   Capital Outlay 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
   Transfers 256,833 256,833 470,650 183.25% 256,833 183.25%
   Total Sanitation Fund Expenditures 6,820,823 7,946,226 7,037,707 88.57% 6,820,823 103.18%

City of Moscow
QUARTERLY FINANCIAL REPORT

Budget For Fiscal Year Ending 9/30/2025
 Summary Financial Report by Fund - Budget and Actual
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Percent of Year 100% Percent of Year 100%

Original Budget Final Budget Budget to Actual Final Budget Budget to Actual
Including Including September-25 Including Excluding Excluding

Fund Fund Balances Fund Balances YTD Fund Balances Fund Balances Fund Balances

City of Moscow
QUARTERLY FINANCIAL REPORT

Budget For Fiscal Year Ending 9/30/2025
 Summary Financial Report by Fund - Budget and Actual

 
290 Fleet Management Revenues 8,046,883 8,046,883 2,953,083 36.70% 2,854,136 103.47%

   Salaries & Benefits 380,321 380,321 370,516 97.42% 380,321 97.42%
   Operations 3,684,645 3,684,645 729,507 19.80% 615,428 118.54%
   Capital Outlay 3,810,000 3,810,000 3,117,295 81.82% 3,810,000 81.82%
   Debt Service 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
   Transfers 171,917 171,917 0 0.00% 171,917 0.00%
   Total Fleet Management Expenditures 8,046,883 8,046,883 4,217,319 52.41% 4,977,666 84.72%

295 Information Systems 3,528,879 4,922,829 1,825,645 37.09% 1,965,917 92.86%
   Salaries & Benefits 591,832 591,832 506,815 85.63% 591,832 85.63%
   Operations 1,434,010 2,827,960 862,550 30.50% 2,298,474 37.53%
   Capital Outlay 1,377,178 1,377,178 1,173,454 85.21% 1,377,178 85.21%
   Transfers 125,859 125,859 1,398,950 1111.52% 125,859 1111.52%
   Total Information Systems Expenditures 3,528,879 4,922,829 3,941,769 80.07% 4,393,343 89.72%

Revenue for Miscellaneous Funds
320 Water Construction Fund 9,515,629 9,515,629 5,210,085 54.75% 3,390,403 153.67%
330 Sewer Construction Fund 25,683,902 25,683,902 7,144,511 27.82% 4,705,101 151.85%
335 Stormwater Capital Fund 316,329 316,329 197,046 62.29% 169,392 116.33%
340 Sanitation Construction Fund 10,385,938 10,385,938 975,668 9.39% 324,699 300.48%
350 Capital Projects Fund 19,003,634 19,003,634 8,831,578 46.47% 4,336,996 203.63%
355 LID Construction Fund 0 0 2 0.00% 0 0.00%
380 Hamilton P & R 32,000 32,000 33,792 105.60% 32,000 105.60%
590 Bond & Interest Debt Service Fund 1,061,172 1,061,172 1,070,342 100.86% 1,061,172 100.86%
595 LID Bonded Debt Service Fund 35,611 35,611 0 0.00% 0 0.00%

Total Miscellaneous Fund Revenue 66,034,215 66,034,215 23,463,024 35.53% 14,019,763 167.36%

Expenses for Miscellaneous Funds
320 Water Construction Fund 9,515,629 9,515,629 1,042,314 10.95% 1,445,437 72.11%
330 Sewer Construction Fund 25,683,902 25,683,902 1,120,237 4.36% 5,535,490 20.24%
335 Stormwater Capital Fund 316,329 316,329 48,596 15.36% 0 0.00%
340 Sanitation Construction Fund 10,385,938 10,385,938 166,568 1.60% 150,000 111.05%
350 Capital Projects Fund 19,003,634 19,003,634 4,665,514 24.55% 8,206,966 56.85%
355 LID Construction Fund 0 0 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
380 Hamilton P & R 32,000 32,000 32,000 100.00% 32,000 100.00%
590 Bond & Interest Debt Service Fund 1,061,172 1,061,172 1,066,744 100.53% 1,046,900 101.90%
595 LID Bonded Debt Service Fund 35,611 35,611 35,611 100.00% 35,611 100.00%

Total Miscellaneous Fund Expenses 66,034,215 66,034,215 8,177,585 12.38% 16,452,404 49.70%

Total City Revenue   (1) 133,145,026 138,855,502 83,069,473 59.82% 71,902,006 115.53%
Total City Expenses 133,145,026 138,855,502 73,720,853 53.09% 84,343,559 87.41%

Note:  Citizens are invited to inspect the detailed supporting records of the above financial statements.
          (1)  Budgeted revenues included Beginning Fund Balance and Budgeted expenses include Ending Fund Balance; Actuals do not include Fund Balance.
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COMMITTEE / CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT 

 
DATE: Monday, March 9, 2026 
 
 

Page 1 of 2 

AGENDA ITEM TITLE 
Historic Preservation Mitigation Bank (HPMB) Grant Program Request – Moscow Water Dept. Bldg. 
(ACTION ITEM) - Alisa Anderson / Mike Ray 
 
RESPONSIBLE STAFF 
Alisa Anderson, Grants Manager, Michael Ray, Assistant CD Director/Planning Manager 
  

 
ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S)   

 
    
DESCRIPTION  
Preservation Idaho is now accepting applications for the Historic Properties Mitigation Bank (HPMB) 
Grant Program, a competitive funding opportunity designed to support historic preservation initiatives 
across Idaho. The program offers funding for Type 1 – General Preservation Projects, which may include 
activities such as historic resource surveys, National Register nominations, preservation plans and 
reports, brick-and-mortar rehabilitation, thematic studies and historic contexts, design guidelines, and 
historic structures reports. The maximum award amount is $50,000. The application deadline is April 15, 
2026, with award notifications issued by July 15, 2026. 
 
The Moscow Historic Preservation Commission and city staff have requested a proposal from a 
consultant to prepare a National Register of Historic Places nomination for the city-owned building at 
201 North Main Street, formerly known as the First Federal Savings and Loan Building, also referred to 
as the Moscow Water Department Building. The attached proposal outlines a detailed scope of work and 
cost estimate of $6,250 to complete the nomination and update the Idaho Cultural Resource Information 
System (ICRIS). 
 
The HPMB Grant Program information is included with this report. Program staff encourage applicants 
to contribute matching funds to their projects; therefore, staff proposes a 5% cash match of $310, with a 
grant request of $5,940. Staff proposes if the City’s match if needed in the current fiscal year it to come 
from a reduction in the interpretive sign project within the Historic Preservation Commission's 
budget.  The City's application will be submitted as a Type 1 General Preservation Project for the 
National Register Nomination.  
 
REVIEWED BY  
  
PROPOSED ACTIONS 
PROPOSED ACTIONS: Recommend approval to submit a funding request to the Historic Preservation 
Mitigation Bank  Grant Program to support the preparation of a National Register of Historic Places 
Nomination for the Moscow Water Department Building or provide staff further direction. 
  
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
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Recommend approval to submit a funding request to the Historic Preservation Mitigation Bank  Grant 
Program to support the preparation of a National Register of Historic Places Nomination for the Moscow 
Water Department Building. 
  
OTHER RESOURCES 
Not applicable. 
  
FISCAL IMPACT 
Cash match of $310 from the FY26 budget for historical preservation expenses 101-140-670-23. 
  
PERSONNEL IMPACT 
Grants, Community Development, and Finance Departments 
  
ATTACHMENTS 
1. HPMB Program Information 
2. Arch-West_Proposal-First Fed Building_AW-26-0107-LATAH 
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Proposal to Prepare a National Register 

 

 

 

 

 

File #AW-26-0107-LATAH ARCH-WEST HERITAGE CONSULTING 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR 

PROPOSAL 

SUBMITTED TO:  

Shelley Walker-Harmon 

Moscow Historic Preservation Commission 

Moscow, Idaho 

PREPARED BY:  

Nathan J. Moody 

Arch-West Heritage Consulting 

Boise, Idaho 

Source: University of Idaho 
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January 29, 2026 

 

Moscow Historic Preservation Commission 

Shelley Walker-Harmon | HPC Chair 

504 S. Washington St. Moscow, ID 83843 

Phone:  206-304-0793 | Email:  theharmonacademy@gmail.com 

 

RE: RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL – FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS & LOAN BLDG 

 

Dear Mrs. Walker-Harmon & Moscow HPC Board Members 

I have reviewed the information you provided regarding the proposed project at 201 N. 
Main St.—The First Federal Savings & Loan Building, a.k.a. the Moscow Water Department 
Building—and am pleased to submit this proposal for services to complete the following 
tasks to your satisfaction: 
 

• Complete comprehensive research on the building’s history, construction, 
significance, and integrity 

• Visit the site to document and photograph the building 

• Prepare a National Register of Historic Places nomination for the property under the 
National Register Criteria for Evaluation framework, using current National Park 
Service forms and compliant with NPS and Idaho SHPO guidelines and expectations 

• Update the property’s record in the Idaho Cultural Resources Information System 
(ICRIS), as required by SHPO  

• Consult with SHPO and your Commission throughout the listing process  

• Attend three (3) meetings with your Commission 

• Present the final nomination at the Idaho State Review Board meeting 
 
I have outlined the proposed scope of work, deliverables, estimated timeline, and detailed 
fee/expense breakdown to accomplish the above tasks comprehensively and as efficiently 
as is reasonably practicable. I have also detailed my recent experience with NRHP and 
ICRIS projects.  I look forward to working with your office on this important endeavor. 
Should you have any questions regarding this proposal, please don’t hesitate to contact me. 
 

Sincerely, 

 

Nathan J. Moody  

Architectural Historian | Arch-West Heritage Consulting   

Boise, Idaho 
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Consultant Profile 

Arch-West Heritage Consulting, LLC 
Boise, Idaho 

Contact Information 

Phone: 208-484-2739 

Email:  archwest.heritage@gmail.com 

 

Nathan J. Moody — Lead Consultant 
Architectural Historian | Heritage Consultant 

Professional Qualifications 

• Meets the Secretary of the Interior Professional Qualifications Standards in 
Architectural History and History 

• Over two years of experience in National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) 
nominations and historic property surveys  

• Over two years of experience with the Idaho Cultural Resources Information System 
(ICRIS) 

Education 

• Master of Arts—History | University of Idaho 

• Graduate Certificate—Historic Preservation | University of Kentucky 

Affiliations 

• Society of Architectural Historians—Idaho rep., Marion Dean Ross Chapter 

• Preservation Idaho—Education Committee 
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Personal Association with Moscow & Recent Experience 

I am particularly interested in completing this project for you, given my working 
relationship with members of your Commission and my recent experience in Moscow. As 
you are aware, the primary services you request for this project—NRHP nomination and 
ICRIS survey—have been the near-exclusive focus of my heritage consulting work during 
the past two years. Between 2024 and 2025, Shelley Walker-Harmon and I led a team that 
surveyed 80+ resources for a proposed historic district at the University of Idaho. That 
survey is viewable here:  

https://icris-history.idaho.gov/projects/50877 
 
In conjunction with the above-mentioned survey, I prepared the NRHP nomination for the 
district, working closely with the Idaho SHPO staff and the university. Nels Reese has been 
involved in this project since its inception and provided significant advisory support in my 
authorship of the nomination. Your Commission invited me to present the work completed 
to date during a scheduled HPC meeting in February 2025. The project has since 
progressed into its final phase, and the University of Idaho Historic District is expected to 
be listed on the National Register of Historic Places this year. 

Advocating for myself, I believe my recent experience in Moscow, my working relationship 
with members of your Commission, and my familiarity with the ICRIS platform, NPS 
requirements, and the forms on which this nomination will be prepared (NPS 10-900 & 10-
900a), make me an ideal consultant for this project. 
 

My CV is accessible here:  

Nathan J Moody CV 2025.docx 

 

My LinkedIn is accessible here:  

https://www.linkedin.com/in/nathan-j-moody-arch-west/ 
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Scope of Work 
This scope of work includes all tasks I have identified as necessary to achieve this project’s 
objectives. I have organized it into five phases: 

PHASE 1: Project Kickoff & Preliminary Research 

PHASE 2: Field Documentation & Local Research 

PHASE 3: Primary Historical Research & Analysis 

PHASE 4: Preparation/Submission of Deliverables  

PHASE 5: Post Submission Communications & Tasks 

These phases are detailed in the following pages. The services they outline are intended to 
be completed in order. I have included an estimate of work hours for each phase. These 
estimates are based on the information available to me as of the date of this proposal. 
Please contact me immediately if the proposed scope omits any services or tasks your 
office would request, or if you believe this scope is insufficient to achieve the project’s 
objectives to your satisfaction.  

I have identified the property at 201 N. Main St. (hereinafter, the “subject property”) as the 
site and all improvements within the boundaries of Latah County Assessor Parcel 
#RPM054000B021A [Figures 1 & 2]. 
 

  

Objectives: 

• Nominate the subject property for NRHP 
listing 

 

• Update the ICRIS record for the subject 
property, as required by SHPO 
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Subject Property Information 
Address:    201 N. Main St.  Moscow, Idaho 83843   

Ada County Parcel ID:  RPM054000B021A 

Legal Description (Short Form): Lieuallen’s 2nd Add Blk B Lots 21-24 Incl Exempt 

Owner of Public Record:  City of Moscow 

Site Area:    0.23 acres (10,000 sf) 

 
Figure 1: Site Aerial View. Source: MLS Tax Suite. 

 
Figure 2: Site Map. Source: MLS Tax Suite. 
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PHASE 1: Project Kickoff & Preliminary Research 
This phase includes pre-field planning and research. I have already conducted some preliminary 
research in preparing this proposal. I contacted SHPO to obtain any pertinent information their 
office has regarding the property. Throughout the project, I will continue to consult with SHPO 
regarding their expectations for research and reporting to ensure the final deliverables meet or 
exceed SHPO and NPS requirements with minimal revisions. I will prepare a work file and conduct 
the preliminary property research needed to organize the field research and documentation phase. 
Additionally, I request that your office provide any information you’ve already compiled on the 
subject property, along with a list of contacts I may consult during my primary research phase.1  

On January 27th, SHPO completed a determination of eligibility for the subject property and 
provided the following statement, which will guide the scope of work for subsequent phases: 

SHPO staff have determined that the building is individually eligible for listing on the 
NRHP under Criteria A and C. It is eligible under Criterion A in the area of significance of 
ECONOMICS for its association with the development of local financial institutions. The 
property is also eligible under Criterion C in the area of significance of ARCHITECTURE as 
an important example of midcentury modern architecture in Idaho. Due to this latter 
context, the level of significance for the property is likely statewide. The period of 
significance would be 1963 (the date of the building’s completion) to 1976 (50 years ago) or 
the building’s closure as a savings and loan (whichever date is earlier). 

I have allocated time in this phase for a project kickoff meeting with your Commission. I propose we 
meet during one of your regularly scheduled meetings. I will join virtually via Zoom or phone.  The 
purpose of this meeting will be to discuss my proposed methodology, identify existing research, 
discuss additional research considerations, and adjust my scope of work as necessary. 

Estimated Hours 4 

PHASE 2: Field Documentation & Local Research 

During this phase, I will travel to Moscow to view and document the subject property and conduct 
research at local archives. There are undoubtedly relevant materials available only in Moscow, 
which I propose to research during my trip to document the property. Local archives I have 
identified include the Latah County Historical Society Research Office & Archive and the University 
of Idaho Library. Photographic and documentary evidence collected through this research will 
assist in my evaluation of the building’s integrity.  

If possible, I also propose an in-person meeting at your office while I am in Moscow. The purpose of 
this meeting will be to discuss the preliminary research completed, incorporate any new research 
your Commission has compiled, and address any questions or concerns that arise from the site visit 
and preliminary research phase. 

I estimate this phase can be completed in two (2) days in Moscow, with two (2) overnight stays. The 
estimate below does not include travel. Travel hours and expenses related to travel and lodging are 
assessed separately.  

Estimated Hours 16 

 
1 I have already received and reviewed the four documents you provided on January 24th. 
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PHASE 3: Primary Historical Research & Analysis 
This phase involves all online and non-local archival, oral, and other investigatory research 
necessary to achieve project objectives. The ICRIS entry for the subject property contains very 
limited information. Accordingly, this project will require substantial online research using sources 
such as county records, newspapers, journals, maps, and digital archives. Additionally, it will likely 
require research visits to municipal libraries and the Idaho State Archives.  

As noted above, SHPO determined the subject property’s significance under Criterion C is likely at 
the state level. Accordingly, my research will focus primarily on the history and development of 
mid-century Modern architecture in Idaho and include a comparative study of relevant buildings 
from that era. SHPO indicated that the building is likely significant under Criterion A at the local 
level. Thus, my secondary research will involve investigating the history and development of local 
financial institutions in Moscow. This research will serve as the basis for my significance evaluation. 

I have estimated the hours required to complete this phase, taking into account the impressive 
work your Commission has already compiled for the subject property. The information you’ve 
provided reduces the hours necessary for a typical single-resource nomination.2 However, this 
reduction is offset by SHPO’s determination that the building is likely significant at the state level, 
which expands the scope of research necessary. Considering these factors, I estimate a total of 
thirty-two (32) hours to complete this phase. Consultation with your Commission and SHPO will be 
ongoing throughout this process to support comprehensive research and rigorous historical 
analysis.  

Estimated Hours 32 

PHASE 4: Preparation/Submission of Deliverables 
During this phase, I will compile my research to draft the deliverables requested by your 
Commission and required by SHPO and NPS (see “Deliverables” section). Additionally, meeting NPS 
requirements will involve digital enhancements to documents, including embedding maps and 
attaching photographs and other images, as outlined in NPS’s National Register Bulletin-15: How to 
Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation and National Register Bulletin-16: How to 
Complete the National Register Registration Form.  

Consultation with the project team and SHPO will be ongoing throughout this process to ensure the 
final products achieve the project objectives and meet SHPO and NPS expectations as efficiently as 
possible. I estimate thirty-two (32) hours to prepare and submit the NPS 10-900 Registration Form 
and 10-900a Continuation Sheet for the nomination, and to prepare and submit the ICRIS entry 
after completing the nomination draft.  

Estimated Hours 32 

 

  

 
2 The research you provided is of exceptional quality. Accordingly, I plan to integrate it into the nomination; 
however, due diligence insists that I identify any potential gaps and verify key facts and claims. 
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PHASE 5: Post-Submission Communications & Tasks 
Following my submission of the report to your office and to NPS, I will maintain communication 
with SHPO to ensure all requested revisions are addressed within the proposed timeline, until 
FINAL listing with NPS. I have also allocated time in this phase for an additional HPC meeting to 
present the final draft. I will attend this meeting virtually or by phone. Finally, I will attend, in 
person or virtually, the public hearing where the Idaho Historic Sites Review Board considers the 
nomination. I will be prepared to deliver brief remarks on the nomination at the public meeting and 
to respond to any questions. Assessing the hours necessary to complete these tasks is speculative at 
the proposal phase, as potential revisions requested by SHPO or NPS are impossible to anticipate. I 
have allocated a total of ten (10) hours to accommodate the most reasonable contingencies. 

Estimated Hours 10 

 

Assumptions  
Assumption 1: The total hours I have estimated assumes a reasonable level of assistance from the 
Moscow HPC at each phase. This is reflected in the Emerging Consultant Discount I have 
incorporated into my proposed consulting fees (see Fees & Expenses). The Moscow HPC recognizes 
that my relevant expertise in cultural resource management centers around conducting 
professional research into historic contexts and developing well-supported arguments for historic 
significance and integrity, in compliance with NPS guidelines and SHPO expectations. As a 
consultant, I recognize that your Commission has a diverse background of experience and that each 
of you has extensive knowledge and expertise in local history and architecture. Thus, I propose a 
cooperative effort to realize the subject property’s listing as the most advantageous approach. 

Assumption 2: The proposed scope of work assumes that the property retains sufficient integrity 
and does not require exceptional documentation (e.g., an engineer’s evaluation) to support this 
evaluation.   
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Deliverables 
Products 
I will submit the following products to your office, as outlined in the scope of work above, and 
within the proposed timeline below. I will format documents in .docx (Microsoft Word) or PDF 
(Adobe) format at your discretion, and submit them electronically via email to your office and SHPO 
either as attachments or via a private weblink (depending on file size and type). I will also retain 
digital copies of all products generated and their associated records in my workfile for a minimum 
of five (5) years from the final submission date. These will be available to your office, SHPO, and 
NPS upon request 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Product 1 
Product 1 will be the nomination of the subject property. As detailed in the scope of work, I will 
prepare the nomination on the NPS Registration Form 10-900 and Continuation Sheet 10-900a, as 
required by NPS. These forms are viewable at the National Park Service’s official website: 
https://www.nps.gov/subjects/nationalregister/national-register-forms.htm 
 

Product 2 
Product 2 will be the updated ICRIS record for the subject property, as required by SHPO. As 
detailed in the scope of work, I will submit this to SHPO directly through ICRIS and to your office via 
weblink. 

 

Products: 

1. NRHP Nomination 
 
2. ICRIS Record Update 
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Timeline 
I propose the following timeline to complete the work outlined above by April 30, 2027, and 
prepare for the Idaho Historic Sites Review Board meeting (date TBD). This proposed timeline is 
based on the 2026-27 CLG grant cycle; however, I am flexible and happy to consider adjustments to 
the proposed dates to best meet your needs.  

Proposed Timeline 

Approximate Dates Tasks / Deliverables 

Completed by October 1, 2026 

• Grant Awarded 

• Notice to proceed 

• Project Kickoff Meeting 

• Phase 1 complete 

Completed by December 31, 2026 
• 2nd HPC Meeting 

• Phase 2 complete 

Completed by February 15, 2027 • Phase 3 complete  

Completed by March 31, 2027 
• Submit drafts of deliverables 

• Phase 4 complete  

Completed by April 30, 2027 

• Complete requested revisions 

• Deliver final products 

• Attend 3rd HPC Meeting 

TBD, 2027 

• Prepare for and attend the Idaho Historic Sites 

Review Board meeting 

• Phase 5 complete 
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Fees & Expenses 
Hours and Rate 

Total Hours $/Hour 

94 $80.00 

 

Consulting Fees 

Professional Services (Phases) Hours Fee 

PHASE 1: Project Kickoff & Preliminary Research  4 $320 

PHASE 2: Field Documentation & Local Research  16 $1,280 

PHASE 3: Primary Historical Research & Analysis  32 $2,560 

PHASE 4: Preparation/Submission of Deliverables  32 $2,560 

PHASE 5: Post Submission Communications & Tasks  10 $800 

Emerging Consultant Discount (25%) — -$1,880 

Subtotal  $5,640 

 

Reimbursable Expenses 

Reimbursable Expenses Estimate 

Travel Hours (12 hours @ $50/hour) $600 

Lodging (2 nights @ $100/night) $200 

Local Work Overlap Discount -$190 

Subtotal $610 
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Total—Consulting Fees & Expenses 

Fees & Expenses Total 

Consulting Fees $5,640 

 Reimbursable Expenses  $610 

Total  $6,250 

 

Invoice Schedule 

Invoice Date Due Amount 

Invoice #1 — Phases 1 & 2 + Expenses December 31, 2026 $1,810 

Invoice #2 — Phase 3  February 15, 2027 $1,920 

Invoice #3 — Phases 4 & 5 April 30, 2027 $2,520 

Total   $6,250 

 

The proposed fees are based on an $80/hour rate. In my experience, this rate falls within the typical 
range offered by consultants in Idaho for similar projects. I have had beneficial working 
relationships with members of your Commission, and I am enthusiastic about this particular 
project. As such, I am proposing a reduced professional fee in support of your CLG grant 
application. I have incorporated this into the proposed fees as an “Emerging Consultant” discount.3  

Additionally, I have incorporated a “Local Work Overlap Discount” into my expenses estimate, 
anticipating that I will have other professional responsibilities that bring me to Moscow. If possible, 
I will schedule PHASE 2 work to be completed in tandem with those responsibilities. Adjusting my 
expense estimate assumes that my schedule aligns with your Commission’s schedule conveniently. 

I propose to invoice at three milestones, as indicated in the invoice schedule above. I will provide 
individual invoices for your records upon your acceptance of this proposal. I am flexible on the 
proposed schedule, and am happy to make modifications to best fit your needs. 

  

 
3 I have discounted the fees rather than offer reduced hours/rates to avoid any confusion regarding the 
proposed scope of work and my understanding of the work necessary to meet NPS/SHPO expectations. 
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COMMITTEE / CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT 

 
DATE: Monday, March 9, 2026 
 
 

Page 1 of 2 

AGENDA ITEM TITLE 
T-Mobile Hometown Grant – East City Park Stage Project (ACTION ITEM) - Alisa Anderson 
 
RESPONSIBLE STAFF 
Alisa Anderson, Grants Manager 
  

 
ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S)   

 
    
DESCRIPTION  
City staff has identified the T-Mobile Hometown Grant Program as a potential funding source to support 
the construction costs and the public art for the upcoming East City Park Stage project. The T-Mobile 
Hometown Grant is a $25 million, five-year initiative dedicated to helping small towns across America 
thrive and grow by supporting community-driven projects. Grants are awarded quarterly to up to 25 small 
towns, with the current application period serving as the final round of the program. 
 
Eligible projects include revitalizing or repurposing historic structures, creating new downtown assets or 
destinations, or improving gathering spaces for residents and visitors. Projects that enhance community 
identity or have the potential to attract further investment are especially encouraged. The deadline to 
apply is Tuesday, March 31, at 11:59 p.m. Central Time. 
 
Applications will be reviewed by a panel, and award decisions will be communicated by late May 2026. 
Grant recipients can receive up to $50,000 to implement their projects and will have 12 months (June 1, 
2026 – May 31, 2027) to complete them. Recipients must submit a progress report six months after 
receiving the funds, followed by a final report at the end of the project period.  
 
The East City Park Stage project qualifies as an eligible use of grant funds, addresses a community need, 
and aligns with the program’s timeline. Additional information about the grant program is attached. Staff 
recommends submitting a funding request for $50,000 to help cover project costs.  
 
REVIEWED BY  
  
PROPOSED ACTIONS 
PROPOSED ACTIONS: Submit a funding request for the T-Mobile Hometown Grant Program for 
$50,000 for the East City Park Stage project or provide staff further direction. 
  
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Submit a funding request for the T-Mobile Hometown Grant Program for $50,000 for the East City Park 
Stage project. 
  
OTHER RESOURCES  
  
FISCAL IMPACT 
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Assist with costs of the East City Park Stage project, included in the Capital Improvement Park Projects 
for FY26. 
  
PERSONNEL IMPACT 
Submit a funding request for the T-Mobile Hometown Grant Program for $50,000 for the East City Park 
Stage project. 
  
ATTACHMENTS 
1. TM Instructions 
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COMMITTEE / CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT 

 
DATE: Monday, March 9, 2026 
 
 

Page 1 of 1 

AGENDA ITEM TITLE 
Mass Notification System Memorandum of Understanding (ACTION ITEM) - Bill Belknap & Brian 
Nickerson 
 
RESPONSIBLE STAFF 
Bill Belknap, City Administrator 
  

 
ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S)  
Brian Nickerson, Fire Chief  
    
DESCRIPTION  
The City of Moscow desires to partner with Latah County to secure and maintain an emergency mass 
notification system that can be utilized to inform residents of emergency situations. Under the proposed 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) the City and Latah County would equally fund the selected mass 
notification system and have independent access to utilize the system for both City and County 
emergency events. This item was included within the City's FY2026 budget.  
 
REVIEWED BY  
  
PROPOSED ACTIONS 
PROPOSED ACTIONS: Recommend approval of the MOU with Latah County, or provide staff further 
direction. 
  
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Recommend approval of the MOU with Latah County 
  
OTHER RESOURCES  
  
FISCAL IMPACT  
  
PERSONNEL IMPACT  
  
ATTACHMENTS 
1. Moscow MOU for Notification System Signed Lamar 
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COMMITTEE / CITY COUNCIL STAFF REPORT 

 
DATE: Monday, March 9, 2026 
 
 

Page 1 of 1 

AGENDA ITEM TITLE 
Paradise Creek Maintenance Program Plan- (ACTION ITEM)- Tyler Palmer 
 
RESPONSIBLE STAFF 
Tyler Palmer, Deputy City Supervisor 
  

 
ADDITIONAL PRESENTER(S)   

 
    
DESCRIPTION  
Paradise Creek is a critical ecological, hydrological, and stormwater conveyance feature within the City 
of Moscow. The creek flows approximately 19 miles from Moscow Mountain through the City before 
joining the South Fork Palouse River in Pullman, Washington. The City is regulated as a Municipal 
Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) under an Idaho Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (IPDES) 
Permit. Paradise Creek is a critical stormwater feature covered by the City’s IPDES permit. The 
maintenance and management of Paradise Creek is essential to compliance with the Clean Water Act and 
the City’s MS4 Permit, implementation of applicable Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) requirements, 
and protection of designated beneficial uses under Idaho Water Quality Standards (IDAPA 58.01.02). 
The Paradise Creek Maintenance Program Plan establishes a structured, adaptive framework for routine 
maintenance, capital improvements, regulatory coordination, beaver management, and public 
engagement to address regulatory requirements, enhance flood risk mitigation and infrastructure 
protection, and preserve habitat and riparian function.  
 
REVIEWED BY  
  
PROPOSED ACTIONS 
PROPOSED ACTIONS: Recommend adoption of the Paradise Creek Maintenance Program Plan or 
provide staff with further direction. 
  
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Recommend adoption of the Paradise Creek Maintenance Program Plan 
  
OTHER RESOURCES  
  
FISCAL IMPACT  
  
PERSONNEL IMPACT  
  
ATTACHMENTS 
1. FINAL DRAFT_Creek Maintenance Program Plan 
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1. Introduction

The Paradise Creek Watershed is an important natural resource within the City of Moscow, 

Idaho. Paradise Creek flows approximately 19 miles—from its headwaters on Moscow Mountain 

in the Palouse Range—through the City of Moscow, before it joins the South Fork Palouse River 

in Pullman, Washington (See Figure 1). Due to its ecological and hydrological significance, 

effective maintenance of Paradise Creek is essential to preserving water quality, preventing 

erosion, mitigating flooding, and ensuring compliance with the City of Moscow's Stormwater 

Management Program (SWMP) under the requirements of the Clean Water Act and the City’s 

Idaho Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (IPDES) MS4 Stormwater Permit. The Idaho 

Department of Environmental Quality administers the IPDES program. 

The City is a regulated Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) under the IPDES 

program, which mandates the implementation of best management practices (BMPs) to reduce 

pollutant discharges to waters of the United States, including Paradise Creek. The City's MS4 

Permit requires proactive control measures such as sediment and debris removal, erosion control, 

and public education to minimize stormwater impacts. Maintenance activities within the 

watershed play a crucial role in ensuring compliance with MS4 requirements by preventing 

excessive sedimentation, nutrient loading, and bacteriological contaminants.  

Idaho Water Quality Standards and Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) 

The Idaho “Water Quality Standards” (IDAPA 58.01.02) designate cold water aquatic life, 

contact recreation, and agricultural water supply as beneficial uses for Paradise Creek. The creek 

has historically faced challenges with excessive sediment, nutrients, temperature, and 

bacteria pollution, leading to its listing as an impaired water body under Section 303(d) of the 

Clean Water Act. A Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) and corresponding implementation 

plan have been developed to address these impairments (e.g., non-support of the beneficial uses), 

outlining required reductions in those pollutants to restore water quality. The City’s maintenance 

efforts align with TMDL objectives to reestablish support of the designated beneficial uses. 

The City’s SWMP is designed to mitigate stormwater pollution, enhance in-stream water quality, 

and comply with federal and state regulations. Compliance with the City’s MS4 Permit requires 

the implementation of best management practices (BMPs) to prevent stormwater runoff 

pollution, which can contribute to increased sedimentation, nutrient and thermal loading, and 

bacterial contamination in Paradise Creek. Through rigorous monitoring, erosion control, 

sediment removal, and vegetation management, the maintenance program directly supports MS4 

Permit compliance while maintaining natural hydrological functions. 
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Figure 1. Paradise Creek Vicinity Map. 
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2. Purpose

This plan seeks to establish a clear framework for ensuring the long-term health and resilience of 

Paradise Creek through structured maintenance of the City’s stormwater control system, 

regulatory compliance, and community involvement. This plan provides a roadmap for 

preserving the ecological integrity of the watershed while balancing increasing urban 

development, stormwater management requirements, and habitat and wildlife conservation. 

Key Objectives: 

• Water Quality Improvement – Implement pollutant reduction strategies, comply with

TMDL requirements, and enhance stormwater treatment to prevent degradation of aquatic

resources.

• Flood Control - Flood control in Paradise Creek is a critical maintenance activity aimed

at mitigating the risk of flooding, protecting infrastructure, and preserving ecological

health.

• Erosion and Sedimentation Control – Implement streambank stabilization projects,

install sediment barriers, address construction and post-construction runoff control MS4

Permit requirements (both public and private development), and promote vegetation-

based erosion control methods.

• Vegetation and Habitat Management – Encourage the growth of native riparian

vegetation while controlling invasive species that threaten biodiversity.

• Wildlife and Beaver Management – Develop policies that allow for co-existence with

beavers and other wildlife while mitigating potential infrastructure damage and flooding

risks (see Section 5 and Appendix B for more information regarding beaver

management).

• Stormwater Infrastructure Maintenance – Conduct regular inspections and

maintenance of culverts, outfalls, and detention basins to ensure proper drainage and

pollutant filtration.

• Public Safety and Access – Maintain public trails, access points, and bridges.

• Regulatory Compliance – Ensure all maintenance and management activities comply

with federal, state, and local environmental regulations.

• Community Engagement and Stewardship – Continue to foster partnerships with local

organizations, schools, and the public to promote watershed education, volunteer

opportunities, and conservation initiatives.

This plan is designed to be an adaptive framework, allowing for modifications based on 

environmental monitoring, policy changes, and emerging challenges in watershed management. 
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3. Maintenance Activities

Routine Maintenance Activities 

Regular maintenance of Paradise Creek is critical to ensuring long-term water quality, habitat 

stability, and compliance with environmental regulations. Routine maintenance tasks address 

issues such as debris buildup, erosion, invasive species, stormwater infrastructure upkeep, and 

public safety. The following table outlines key maintenance activities, their frequency, and 

descriptions of their purpose and implementation. 

Routine 

Maintenance 
Activity Description 

P
o
st

-S
to

rm
 M

a
in

te
n

a
n

ce
 Storm Debris 

Assessment 

Immediately inspect creek sections for fallen 

branches, trash, or blockage caused by storm 

runoff. 

Erosion Check 
Inspect banks for new signs of erosion or damage 

caused by increased flow. 

Structure Functionality 

Check 

Confirm that culverts, detention basins, and 

overflow channels functioned as designed. 

Record Storm Impact 

Severity 

Keep track of rainfall totals and flow levels for 

correlation with damage. 

Public Safety 

Monitoring 

Look for hazards near public access points, such as 

loose riprap, broken railings, or unstable slopes. 

M
o
n

th
ly

 M
a
in

te
n

a
n

ce
 

Street Sweeping 

Inlet and Outlet 

Inspection 

Inspect stormwater inlets, outlets, and culverts for 

clogging, sediment buildup, or structural damage. 

Vegetation Management 

(Light Pruning) 

Trim overgrown vegetation along the banks to 

maintain access and prevent blockage. 

Minor Sediment 

Removal 

Clear out localized sediment deposits that may 

restrict flow. 

Streambank Stability 

Check 

Monitor for signs of erosion, undercutting, or 

vegetation loss on streambanks. 

Beaver or Wildlife 

Management Plans 

Proactively manage the presence and impacts of 

beavers and other wildlife along Paradise Creek in 

a way that balances habitat preservation, water 

quality, creek function, infrastructure protection, 

and public safety. 

A
n

n
u

a
l 

M
a
in

te
n

a
n

ce
 Comprehensive Creek 

Assessment 

Conduct a detailed inspection report on the overall 

condition of the creek. 

Sediment Survey and 

Removal (As Needed) 

Evaluate and remove accumulated sediment from 

areas prone to build-up or restricted flow. 

Vegetation Management 

(Major Cutting or 

Restoration) 

Remove dead or hazardous trees, invasive species, 

and overgrowth to maintain a clear flow path and 

healthy riparian zone. 
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Channel 

Restoration/Repair (As 

Needed) 

Address structural issues such as erosion, bank 

slumping, or loss of habitat features. 

Stormwater BMP 

Inspection 

Inspect bio-swales, rain gardens, detention ponds, 

etc. 

Snowmelt Season Prep 

(Late Winter) 

Monitor snowmelt conditions and check for ice 

blockage risks. 

Update Maintenance 

Priority List 

Re-assess what areas may now require more 

frequent maintenance due to storm impacts. 

Capital Projects 

To support the long-term stability, function, and ecological health of Paradise Creek, the City of 

Moscow has identified a range of capital improvement projects aimed at addressing chronic 

sedimentation, erosion, and stormwater-related impacts. These efforts will improve water quality, 

reduce maintenance burdens, and protect public and private infrastructure. 

Paradise Creek Segmentation and Prioritization 

For planning and implementation purposes, Paradise Creek has been divided into 15 distinct 

segments (excluding the University of Idaho owned and operated sections), each evaluated and 

prioritized based on a variety of factors including: upstream impacts, observed sediment 

accumulation, bank erosion severity, access constraints, and proximity to public infrastructure. 

This segmentation allows for a phased and strategic approach to capital project planning and 

resource allocation. 

Detailed information for each segment—including location, priority, recommended maintenance 

goals, and preliminary cost estimates (in 2025 dollars)—is included in Appendix A. 

Sediment Removal and Channel Maintenance: 

High-priority segments of Paradise Creek have experienced significant sediment accumulation, 

which reduces channel capacity, impairs flow conveyance, and contributes to localized flooding 

and habitat degradation. Periodic sediment removal through mechanical dredging or excavation 

will be undertaken where warranted, with sediment disposal managed in accordance with 

regulatory standards. These efforts will be guided by monitoring data and designed to preserve 

channel form and minimize ecological disturbance. 

Bank Stabilization and Erosion Control: 

Eroding streambanks are a primary source of sediment loading in Paradise Creek. Capital 

projects will implement stabilization measures using a combination of hard and soft engineering 

techniques. These may include rock armoring at high-energy bends, vegetated geogrids, rootwad 

revetments, and extensive native vegetation planting to protect banks and reduce sediment input 

over time. Project sites will be prioritized based on erosion severity, infrastructure risk, and 

potential for long-term effectiveness. 
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Floodplain and Channel Function Improvements: 

Where feasible, capital projects will improve channel alignment, remove constrictions, and 

reestablish access to adjacent floodplains. These modifications will increase the creek’s ability to 

store and convey floodwaters, slow velocities during peak events, and reduce downstream 

sediment transport. 

Access Improvements for Maintenance: 

To support efficient and minimally invasive maintenance operations, designated access points 

and pathways will be constructed or improved as part of capital planning. These routes will be 

designed to reduce soil disturbance and enable access to sediment removal and stabilization sites. 

Capital projects will be implemented based on the priority ranking of creek segments, permitting 

requirements, and funding availability. The City will seek external funding opportunities, 

collaborate with landowners, and coordinate with regulatory agencies to ensure that these 

investments provide meaningful, lasting benefits to Paradise Creek and the surrounding 

community. 
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4. Regulatory Permitting Requirements

All maintenance and construction activities in and/or around Paradise Creek must be planned in 

accordance with the following regulations, as applicable, to protect water quality, habitat, and 

hydrological function. Coordination with state and federal agencies is essential before 

undertaking any significant maintenance efforts.  

Key Regulatory Requirements: 

• City of Moscow IPDES MS4 Stormwater Permit – Mandates pollutant control

measures and stormwater best management practices.

• Clean Water Act, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Permitting (Section 404 Permit) –

Required for any in-stream modifications or alterations that impact navigable waters and

waters of the U.S.  Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA) establishes a program to

regulate the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the U.S., including

wetlands. Activities in waters of the U.S. regulated under this program include fill for

development, water resource projects (such as dams and levees), infrastructure

development, and mining projects. Section 404 requires a permit before dredged or fill

material may be discharged into waters of the U.S., unless the activity is exempt from

Section 404 regulation (e.g., certain farming and forestry activities).

• Endangered Species Act Compliance – Ensures habitat protection for threatened or

endangered species in the watershed.

• Idaho Department of Environmental Quality (IDEQ) Permitting – Oversees TMDL

implementation, water quality compliance, and pollutant discharge regulations.

• Idaho Department of Water Resources (IDWR) Stream Alteration Permit – Required

for any projects that alter the natural flow or structure of Paradise Creek, including bank

stabilization and channel modifications.

• National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Review – Required for federally funded

projects to evaluate environmental impacts and ensure compliance with federal

environmental standards.
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5. Beaver Management Policy

Beaver populations play a significant ecological role in the watershed, contributing to habitat 

complexity and water retention. However, their activities can also result in localized flooding, 

infrastructure damage, and water quality issues. The City’s Beaver Management Plan (Appendix 

B) is designed to balance habitat preservation with necessary mitigation strategies.

Management Considerations: 

• Monitoring and Assessment – Regularly survey beaver activity to identify potential

conflicts with infrastructure, such as culverts and stormwater drainage systems.

• Flooding and Infrastructure Protection – Implement water control structures to

mitigate flooding.

• Habitat Conservation – Allow beaver activity in designated low-risk areas.

• Non-lethal Control Methods – Use pond levelers, flow devices, and exclusion fencing.

• Beaver Relocation – Relocate problem beavers when necessary, in compliance with

Idaho Fish and Game regulations.

• Public Safety and Landowner Coordination – Engage landowners and stakeholders in

management decisions.

This approach ensures that beaver populations are managed responsibly while maintaining 

system integrity. 
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6. Site Access Planning

Effective site access planning is critical for conducting maintenance activities. Access to Paradise 

Creek for maintenance activities presents a variety of logistical and environmental challenges. 

Given that the creek runs through both publicly and privately owned land, planning must 

consider multiple factors to ensure efficient, legally compliant, and environmentally responsible 

site access. Key criteria for site access planning include: 

Access Considerations: 

1. Designated Entry Points

o Identify and establish designated access points to minimize disturbances to

riparian habitats and prevent bank erosion.

o Utilize existing infrastructure such as roads, bridges, and maintenance easements

for entry.

2. Seasonal Accessibility

o Consider weather conditions that affect access, including high water levels in

spring and frozen ground in winter.

o Schedule maintenance activities accordingly to minimize environmental impacts.

3. Private vs. Public Stream Segments

o Private land segments may require individual agreements with landowners,

increasing costs and administrative efforts.

o Public segments may have established easements but could still face access

limitations due to regulatory restrictions.

o Variability in landowner willingness to grant access can impact maintenance

schedules and increase logistical complexity.

o Additional costs may include right-of-entry agreements, insurance requirements,

and possible compensation for land use disruptions.

4. Minimizing Environmental Impact

o Use low-impact vehicles and equipment to reduce soil compaction and habitat

disturbance.

o Implement best management practices (BMPs) to control sediment and erosion

during maintenance activities.
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7. Public Education and Outreach

Public engagement and education are critical components of Paradise Creek’s long-term health. 

Encouraging stewardship through awareness initiatives fosters community involvement and 

responsible watershed management. Key outreach efforts include: 

Community Engagement Strategies: 

• Watershed Stewardship Workshops – Partnering with local schools, universities, and

environmental organizations to educate the public on stormwater pollution, habitat

restoration, and sustainable water practices.

• Community Volunteer Events – Organizing creek clean-up days, tree planting events,

and citizen science programs to engage residents in active conservation efforts.

• Online Public Engagement and Social Media Campaigns – Using digital platforms to

share educational content, provide updates on creek management, and encourage public

participation in conservation initiatives.

• Public Policy and Stakeholder Meetings – Hosting community discussions to gather

input on future restoration projects and ensure transparency in watershed management

decisions.

By strengthening community involvement, the Paradise Creek Maintenance Program aims to 

foster long-term public commitment to preserving and improving water quality and habitat 

conditions. 
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8. Conclusion

The Paradise Creek Maintenance Program Plan establishes a proactive and sustainable approach 

to maintaining the ecological health and functionality of Paradise Creek. By implementing a 

structured approach to stormwater management, erosion control, and habitat restoration, the City 

of Moscow remains committed to regulatory compliance and environmental stewardship. 

This plan ensures long-term watershed health through adaptive management strategies, ongoing 

monitoring, and community engagement, ensuring Paradise Creek remains a valuable ecological 

asset. 
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Appendix A: Capital Maintenance Stream Segments 
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Summary of Section 

Section Creek Segment Location Owner 
Length 
(feet) Priority 

Estimated 
Cost (2025) 

Est. 
Year 

Est. 
Project 

Year 

Estimated 
Cost Adjusted 
For Inflation 

PC-12 Troy Highwy to Johnson St. Private 1,225 1 
 $400,741.45 2025 2027 $425,146.60 

PC-11 Blaine St. to west end of Johnson St. City 447 1 

PC-10 Mt. View Road to Blaine St. City 1,374 2  $30,000.00 2025 2028 $32,781.81 

PC-9 Heron's Hideout City 1,480 3  $30,000.00 2025 2028 $32,781.81 

PC-8 From the edge of Brink Park to Heron's Hideout Private 1,654 4  $465,767.95 2025 2029 $524,225.93 

PC-7 Brink Park City 1,541 5  $45,000.00 2025 2029 $50,647.90 

PC-6 Mt. View crossing to 6th St. Bridge Private 1,643 6  $407,250.00 2025 2031 $486,277.80 

PC-5 From Bridge St. bridge to Mt. View Private 1,087 7  $273,824.50 2025 2033 $346,872.68 

PC-4 Bridge St. Park Area City 492 8  $89,546.38 2025 2033 $113,434.67 

PC-2 Hordeman's To D St. Bridge Private 404 9  $105,875.00 2025 2033 $134,119.28 

PC-1 Mt. View Park To Hordeman's Pond Culdesac City 4,046 10  $737,815.89 2025 2035 $991,562.86 

PC-15 Perimeter Dr. to U of I  Wetlands City 2,609 11  $576,571.75 2025 2037 $822,053.45 

PC-14 6th/Deakin to West Ghormley Park City 1,076 12  $221,827.85 2025 2039 $335,534.53 

PC-13 Troy Hwy. to South Main City 3,420 13  $760,762.80 2025 2041 $1,220,800.96 

PC-3 Fosberg's Conservation Trust Private 717 14  $       -   2025 - - 

Total Total  

$4,144,983.57 $5,516,240.29 
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City of Moscow
Creek Maintenance Program

Service Area: Section Name: Section Description:
Paradise Creek PC- 1 Mountain View Park to Hordeman’s 

Pond Cul-de-sac 
Department(s): Section Length (ft):
Street/Storm 4,046 

Division(s): Owner: Project Need/Outcomes:
Stormwater Ops City of Moscow Channel restoration; Debris removal 

Access:
Pathway/City Property 

Priority: Beaver Habitat: Regulatory/Permitting:
10 Limited NWP #41: Reshaping Existing 

Drainage and Irrigation Ditches 

Total Cost Estimate: Estimate Year:
$737,815.89 2025 

Estimated Item Cost Cost Category Cost Category Description

$10,000 Mobilization Preparing and transporting necessary machinery, tools, and equipment 

$110,820.64 Site Access Accessing the site including fence removal and landscape work 

$36,940.21 Construction Design Construction design and surveying  

$61,567.02 Environmental Erosion/water pollution control; temporary stream diversion/dewatering 

$196,567.02 Channel Work Clearing and grubbing; Channel excavation including hauling of debris 

$174,357.81 Restoration 
Scour protection (Quarry spalls); streambed gravel; in-water large woody material and log piling; weed barrier mat; Seeding and 
fertilizing; Creek plant selection and Plant establishment 

$147,563.18 Contingency (%25) Unexpected costs 

City of Moscow Creek Maintenance Program
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City of Moscow
Creek Maintenance Program

Service Area: Section Name: Section Description:
Paradise Creek PC-2 Hordemann’s Pond to D St. Bridge 

Department(s): Section Length (ft):
Streets/Storm 404 

Division(s): Owner: Project Need/Outcomes:
Stormwater Ops Private Channel restoration; Debris removal 

Access:
Limited. Acquire Maintenance Easement 

Priority: Beaver Habitat: Regulatory/Permitting:
9 No NWP #41: Reshaping Existing 

Drainage and Irrigation Ditches 

Total Cost Estimate: Estimate Year:
$105,875.00 2025 

Estimated Item Cost Cost Category Cost Category Description

$10,000.00 Mobilization Preparing and transporting necessary machinery, tools, and equipment 

$7,000.00 Site Access Accessing the site including fence removal and landscape work 

$3,750.00 Construction Design Construction design and surveying  

$6,250.00 Environmental Erosion/water pollution control; temporary stream diversion/dewatering 

$40,000.00 Channel Work Clearing and grubbing; Channel excavation including hauling of debris 

$17,700.00 Restoration 
Scour protection (Quarry spalls); streambed gravel; in-water large woody material and log piling; weed barrier mat; Seeding and 
fertilizing; Creek plant selection and Plant establishment 

$21,175.00 Contingency (%25) Unexpected costs 

City of Moscow Creek Maintenance Program
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City of Moscow
Creek Maintenance Program

Service Area: Section Name: Section Description:
Paradise Creek PC-3 Fosberg’s Conservation Trust 

Department(s): Section Length (ft):
Street/Storm 717 

Division(s): Owner: Project Need/Outcomes:
Stormwater Ops Private Wetland area; Minimal 

maintenance; Owner maintained 
Access:
N/A. Conservation Easement 

Priority: Beaver Habitat: Regulatory/Permitting:
14 Yes Unknown 

Total Cost Estimate: Estimate Year:
N/A 2025 

Estimated Item Cost Cost Category Cost Category Description

- Mobilization Preparing and transporting necessary machinery, tools, and equipment 

- Site Access Accessing the site including fence removal and landscape work 

- Construction Design Construction design and surveying  

- Environmental Erosion/water pollution control; temporary stream diversion/dewatering 

- Channel Work Clearing and grubbing; Channel excavation including hauling of debris 

- Restoration 
Scour protection (Quarry spalls); streambed gravel; in-water large woody material and log piling; weed barrier mat; Seeding and 
fertilizing; Creek plant selection and Plant establishment 

- Contingency (%25) Unexpected costs 

City of Moscow Creek Maintenance Program
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City of Moscow
Creek Maintenance Program

Service Area: Section Name: Section Description:
Paradise Creek PC-4 Bridge St. Park Area 

Department(s): Section Length (ft):
Streets/Storm 492 

Division(s): Owner: Project Need/Outcomes:
Stormwater Ops City of Moscow Channel restoration; Debris removal 

Access:
City Property 

Priority: Beaver Habitat: Regulatory/Permitting:
8 No NWP #41: Reshaping Existing 

Drainage and Irrigation Ditches 

Total Cost Estimate: Estimate Year:
$89,546.38 2025 

Estimated Item Cost Cost Category Cost Category Description

$10,000 Mobilization Preparing and transporting necessary machinery, tools, and equipment 

- Site Access Accessing the site including fence removal and landscape work 

- Construction Design Construction design and surveying  

$1,497.50 Environmental Erosion/water pollution control; temporary stream diversion/dewatering 

$47,920.00 Channel Work Clearing and grubbing; Channel excavation including hauling of debris 

$12,219.60 Restoration 
Scour protection (Quarry spalls); streambed gravel; in-water large woody material and log piling; weed barrier mat; Seeding and 
fertilizing; Creek plant selection and Plant establishment 

$17,909.28 Contingency (%25) Unexpected costs 

City of Moscow Creek Maintenance Program

Page | 20

Page 86



City of Moscow
Creek Maintenance Program

Service Area: Section Name: Section Description:
Paradise Creek PC- 5 From Bridge St. bridge to Mt. View 

Department(s): Section Length (ft):
Street/Storm 1,087 

Division(s): Owner: Project Need/Outcomes:
Stormwater Ops Private Channel restoration; Debris removal 

Access:
Limited. Acquire Maintenance Easement 

Priority: Beaver Habitat: Regulatory/Permitting:
7 No NWP #41: Reshaping Existing 

Drainage and Irrigation Ditches 

Total Cost Estimate: Estimate Year:
$273,824.50 2025 

Estimated Item Cost Cost Category Cost Category Description

$10,000.00 Mobilization Preparing and transporting necessary machinery, tools, and equipment 

$29,790.00 Site Access Accessing the site including fence removal and landscape work 

$9,930.00 Construction Design Construction design and surveying  

$16,550.00 Environmental Erosion/water pollution control; temporary stream diversion/dewatering 

$105,920.00 Channel Work Clearing and grubbing; Channel excavation including hauling of debris 

$46,869.60 Restoration 
Scour protection (Quarry spalls); streambed gravel; in-water large woody material and log piling; weed barrier mat; Seeding and 
fertilizing; Creek plant selection and Plant establishment 

$54,764.90 Contingency (%25) Unexpected costs 

City of Moscow Creek Maintenance Program
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City of Moscow 
Creek Maintenance Program 

Service Area: Section Name: Section Description: 
Paradise Creek PC-6 Mt. Viw crossing to 6th St. bridge 

Department(s): Section Length (ft): 
Streets/Storm 1,643 

Division(s): Owner: Project Need/Outcomes: 
Stormwater Ops Private Channel restoration; Debris removal 

Access: 
Limited. Acquire Maintenance Easement 

Priority: Beaver Habitat: Regulatory/Permitting: 
6 No NWP #41: Reshaping Existing 

Drainage and Irrigation Ditches 

Total Cost Estimate: Estimate Year: 
$407,250.00 2025 

Estimated Item Cost Cost Category Cost Category Description 

$10,000.00 Mobilization Preparing and transporting necessary machinery, tools, and equipment 

$45,000.00 Site Access Accessing the site including fence removal and landscape work 

$15,000.00 Construction Design Construction design and surveying  

$25,000.00 Environmental Erosion/water pollution control; temporary stream diversion/dewatering 

$160,000.00 Channel Work Clearing and grubbing; Channel excavation including hauling of debris 

$70,800.00 Restoration 
Scour protection (Quarry spalls); streambed gravel; in-water large woody material and log piling; weed barrier mat; Seeding and 
fertilizing; Creek plant selection and Plant establishment 

$81,450.00 Contingency (%25) Unexpected costs 

City of Moscow Creek Maintenance Program 

Page | 22

Page 88



City of Moscow
Creek Maintenance Program

Service Area: Section Name: Section Description:
Paradise Creek PC- 7 Brink Park 

Department(s): Section Length (ft):
Street/Storm 1,541 

Division(s): Owner: Project Need/Outcomes:
Stormwater Ops City of Moscow Wetland area; Minimal maintenance 

Access:
Pathway/City Property 

Priority: Beaver Habitat: Regulatory/Permitting
5 Yes NWP #41: Reshaping Existing 

Drainage and Irrigation Ditches 

Total Cost Estimate: Estimate Year:
$45,000.00 2025 

Estimated Item Cost Cost Category Cost Category Description

$10,000.00 Mobilization Preparing and transporting necessary machinery, tools, and equipment 

- Site Access Accessing the site including fence removal and landscape work 

- Construction Design Construction design and surveying  

- Environmental Erosion/water pollution control; temporary stream diversion/dewatering 

$35,000.00 Channel Work Clearing and grubbing; Channel excavation including hauling of debris 

- Restoration 
Scour protection (Quarry spalls); streambed gravel; in-water large woody material and log piling; weed barrier mat; Seeding and 
fertilizing; Creek plant selection and Plant establishment 

- Contingency (%25) Unexpected costs 

City of Moscow Creek Maintenance Program
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City of Moscow
Creek Maintenance Program

Service Area: Section Name: Section Description:
Paradise Creek PC-8 From edge of Brink Park to Heron’s 

Hideout 
Department(s): Section Length (ft):
Streets/Storm 1,654 

Division(s): Owner: Project Need/Outcomes:
Stormwater Ops Private Channel restoration; Debris removal 

Access:
Limited. Acquire Maintenance Easement 

Priority: Beaver Habitat: Regulatory/Permitting:
4 No  NWP #41: Reshaping Existing 

Drainage and Irrigation Ditches 

Total Cost Estimate: Estimate Year:
$465,767.95 2025 

Estimated Item Cost Cost Category Cost Category Description

$10,000.00 Mobilization Preparing and transporting necessary machinery, tools, and equipment 

$90,000.00 Site Access Accessing the site including fence removal and landscape work 

$15,100.50 Construction Design Construction design and surveying  

$25,167.50 Environmental Erosion/water pollution control; temporary stream diversion/dewatering 

$161,072.00 Channel Work Clearing and grubbing; Channel excavation including hauling of debris 

$71.274.36 Restoration 
Scour protection (Quarry spalls); streambed gravel; in-water large woody material and log piling; weed barrier mat; Seeding and 
fertilizing; Creek plant selection and Plant establishment 

$93,153.59 Contingency (%25) Unexpected costs 

City of Moscow Creek Maintenance Program
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City of Moscow
Creek Maintenance Program

Service Area: Section Name: Section Description:
Paradise Creek PC- 9 Heron’s Hideout 

Department(s): Section Length (ft):
Street/Storm 1,480 

Division(s): Owner: Project Need/Outcomes:
Stormwater Ops City of Moscow Wetland area; minimal maintenance 

Access:
Pathway/City Property 

Priority: Beaver Habitat: Regulatory/Permitting:
3 Yes NWP #41: Reshaping Existing 

Drainage and Irrigation Ditches 

Total Cost Estimate: Estimate Year:
$30,000.00 2025 

Estimated Item Cost Cost Category Cost Category Description

$10,000.00 Mobilization Preparing and transporting necessary machinery, tools, and equipment 

- Site Access Accessing the site including fence removal and landscape work 

- Construction Design Construction design and surveying  

- Environmental Erosion/water pollution control; temporary stream diversion/dewatering 

$20,000.00 Channel Work Clearing and grubbing; Channel excavation including hauling of debris 

- Restoration 
Scour protection (Quarry spalls); streambed gravel; in-water large woody material and log piling; weed barrier mat; Seeding and 
fertilizing; Creek plant selection and Plant establishment 

Contingency (%25) Unexpected costs 

City of Moscow Creek Maintenance Program

-
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City of Moscow
Creek Maintenance Program

Service Area: Section Name: Section Description:
Paradise Creek PC-10 Mt. View Rd. to Blaine St. 

Department(s): Section Length (ft):
Streets/Storm 1,374 

Division(s): Owner: Project Need/Outcomes:
Stormwater Ops City of Moscow Channel restoration; Debris removal 

Access:
City Street/City Property 

Priority: Beaver Habitat: Regulatory/Permitting:
2 No NWP #41: Reshaping Existing 

Drainage and Irrigation Ditches 

Total Cost Estimate: Estimate Year:
$30,000.00 2025 

Estimated Item Cost Cost Category Cost Category Description

$10,000.00 Mobilization Preparing and transporting necessary machinery, tools, and equipment 

- Site Access Accessing the site including fence removal and landscape work 

- Construction Design Construction design and surveying  

- Environmental Erosion/water pollution control; temporary stream diversion/dewatering 

$20,000.00 Channel Work Clearing and grubbing; Channel excavation including hauling of debris 

- Restoration 
Scour protection (Quarry spalls); streambed gravel; in-water large woody material and log piling; weed barrier mat; Seeding and 
fertilizing; Creek plant selection and Plant establishment 

Contingency (%25) Unexpected costs 

City of Moscow Creek Maintenance Program

-
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City of Moscow
Creek Maintenance Program

Service Area: Section Name: Section Description:
Paradise Creek PC- 11 and PC-12 PC-11: City of Moscow, Blaine to 

west end of Johnson St, 447 ft 
PC-12: Private, Troy Hwy to Johnson 
St, 1,225 ft 

Department(s): Section Length (ft):
Street/Storm 1672 

Division(s): Owner: Project Need/Outcomes:
Stormwater Ops. Mixed Channel restoration; Debris removal 

Access:
Limited. Acquire Maintenance Easement 

Priority: Beaver Habitat: Regulatory/Permitting:
1 No NWP #41: Reshaping Existing 

Drainage and Irrigation Ditches 

Total Cost Estimate: Estimate Year:
$400,741.45 2025 

Estimated Item Cost Cost Category Cost Category Description

$10,000.00 Mobilization Preparing and transporting necessary machinery, tools, and equipment 

$35,000.00 Site Access Accessing the site including fence removal and landscape work 

$15,265.50 Construction Design Construction design and surveying  

$25,442.50 Environmental Erosion/water pollution control; temporary stream diversion/dewatering 

$162,832.00 Channel Work Clearing and grubbing; Channel excavation including hauling of debris 

$72,053.16 Restoration 
Scour protection (Quarry spalls); streambed gravel; in-water large woody material and log piling; weed barrier mat; Seeding and 
fertilizing; Creek plant selection and Plant establishment 

$80,148.29 Contingency (%25) Unexpected costs 

City of Moscow Creek Maintenance Program
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City of Moscow
Creek Maintenance Program

Service Area: Section Name: Section Description:
Paradise Creek PC- 13 Troy Hwy to South Main St. 

Department(s): Section Length (ft):
Street/Storm 3,420 

Division(s): Owner: Project Need/Outcomes:
Stormwater Ops City of Moscow Channel restoration; Debris removal 

Access:
Pathway/City Property 

Priority: Beaver Habitat: Regulatory/Permitting:
13 Limited NWP #41: Reshaping Existing 

Drainage and Irrigation Ditches 

Total Cost Estimate: Estimate Year:
$760,762.80 2025 

Estimated Item Cost Cost Category Cost Category Description

$10,000.00 Mobilization Preparing and transporting necessary machinery, tools, and equipment 

$35,000.00 Site Access Accessing the site including fence removal and landscape work 

$31,219.18 Construction Design Construction design and surveying  

$52,031.96 Environmental Erosion/water pollution control; temporary stream diversion/dewatering 

$333,004.57 Channel Work Clearing and grubbing; Channel excavation including hauling of debris 

$147,354.52 Restoration 
Scour protection (Quarry spalls); streambed gravel; in-water large woody material and log piling; weed barrier mat; Seeding and 
fertilizing; Creek plant selection and Plant establishment 

$152,152.56 Contingency (%25) Unexpected costs 

City of Moscow Creek Maintenance Program
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City of Moscow
Creek Maintenance Program

Service Area: Section Name: Section Description:
Paradise Creek PC-14 6th and Deakin to West Ghormley 

Park 
Department(s): Section Length (ft):
Streets/Storm 1,076 

Division(s): Owner: Project Need/Outcomes:
Stormwater Ops City of Moscow Channel restoration; Debris removal 

Access:
Pathway/City Property 

Priority: Beaver Habitat: Regulatory/Permitting:
12 No NWP #41: Reshaping Existing 

Drainage and Irrigation Ditches 

Total Cost Estimate: Estimate Year:
$221,827.85 2025 

Estimated Item Cost Cost Category Cost Category Description

$10,000.00 Mobilization Preparing and transporting necessary machinery, tools, and equipment 

- Site Access Accessing the site including fence removal and landscape work 

- Construction Design Construction design and surveying  

$16,366.52 Environmental Erosion/water pollution control; temporary stream diversion/dewatering 

$104,745.76 Channel Work Clearing and grubbing; Channel excavation including hauling of debris 

$46,350.00 Restoration 
Scour protection (Quarry spalls); streambed gravel; in-water large woody material and log piling; weed barrier mat; Seeding and 
fertilizing; Creek plant selection and Plant establishment 

$44,365.57 Contingency (%25) Unexpected costs 

City of Moscow Creek Maintenance Program
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City of Moscow
Creek Maintenance Program

Service Area: Section Name: Section Description:
Paradise Creek PC- 15 Perimeter Dr. to U of I wetlands 

Department(s): Section Length (ft):
Street/Storm 4,046 

Division(s): Owner: Project Need/Outcomes:
Stormwater Ops City of Moscow Channel restoration; Debris removal 

Access:
Pathway/City Property 

Priority: Beaver Habitat: Regulatory/Permitting:
11 No NWP #41: Reshaping Existing 

Drainage and Irrigation Ditches 

Total Cost Estimate: Estimate Year:
$576,571.75 2025 

Estimated Item Cost Cost Category Cost Category Description

$10,000.00 Mobilization Preparing and transporting necessary machinery, tools, and equipment 

$30,000.00 Site Access Accessing the site including fence removal and landscape work 

$15,000.00 Construction Design Construction design and surveying  

$39,704.59 Environmental Erosion/water pollution control; temporary stream diversion/dewatering 

$254,109.40 Channel Work Clearing and grubbing; Channel excavation including hauling of debris 

$112,443.41 Restoration 
Scour protection (Quarry spalls); streambed gravel; in-water large woody material and log piling; weed barrier mat; Seeding and 
fertilizing; Creek plant selection and Plant establishment 

$115,314.35 Contingency (%25) Unexpected costs 

City of Moscow Creek Maintenance Program
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City of Moscow, Idaho Beaver Management Plan 

INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE 

The City of Moscow, Idaho (City) has developed the following best management practices 

(BMPs) to assist with beaver management within the City. These BMPs have been prepared in 

coordination with State of Idaho Regulations (IDAPA 13.01.16). While the American beaver 

(Castor canadensis) provides important watershed health and ecological benefits, beaver can be a 

concern within urban settings because of the damage their activity can inflict on property and 

infrastructure.   

The purpose of developing these BMPs is to unify and clarify decision making, and to establish 

standards for when, where, and what methods of beaver deterrence should be used by the City. 

These BMPs are intended to comply with Idaho Department of Fish and Game (IDFG) 

regulations and all applicable Federal and State of Idaho laws and rules. While the BMPs 

covered here are expected to be effective at most currently identified problem sites, all have 

limitations, and sometimes unsuspected indirect effects or unacceptable costs may occur. The 

BMPs in this document are intended to provide the information necessary to determine which 

technique, if any, is the best option for any situation. The contents of this document will be 

reviewed, evaluated, and updated by staff as needed. 

BEAVER LEGAL STATUS 

Numerous regulations within Idaho address trapping or other management of beaver. However, 

these regulations sometimes do not address the needs of the City in managing beavers. As a 

result, coordination with IDFG was initiated to clarify the types of actions allowable under this 

plan by current state regulations.   

Lethal Trapping on Public Lands 

On public lands, beaver are classified as furbearers under IDFG rules. This designation allows 

for trapping by public agencies for nuisance beavers causing infrastructure damage during the 

beaver trapping season of October 15 through March 31 in Latah County/Clearwater Region 

(“Idaho Upland Game, Turkey & Furbearer, 2024 & 2025 Seasons & Rules”). IDFG has 

provided guidance that allows for the use of a licensed trapper to trap and remove beaver outside 

of the trapping season upon agency approval on an individual, case by case basis. Using a trapper 

licensed in the state of Idaho for the purpose of removing a nuisance beaver does not require 

additional permits from IDFG at this time.  When using a trapper, many prefer to utilize live 

traps which allows for the release of non-target species and minimizes interactions with the 

public and their pets. Trappers must follow all IDFG rules when euthanizing wildlife.  
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Lethal Trapping on Private Lands 

A private landowner may trap and kill a nuisance beaver on his or her property during the legal 

trapping season and in accordance with IDFG rules. There is no additional approval necessary 

from IDFG if the landowner performs this task, and there are no additional reporting 

requirements beyond IDFG rules. If the landowner hires a licensed trapper to perform this task, 

the operator reports its activity to IDFG directly.  

Relocation and Hazing Activities 

It is illegal for anyone to move a beaver in Idaho without approval from IDFG. On a case-by-

case basis, the City will coordinate with IDFG to consider live-trapping beaver to move them to 

suitable habitat that could benefit from such relocation.  

Hazing, namely in the form of chemical deterrence, may be an acceptable option in some 

circumstances. Hazing is not a feasible technique in open waterways but may be effective within 

stormwater pipe systems and certain stormwater treatment ponds.  

BEAVER DETERRENCE METHODS 

The City will consider all options for resolving beaver conflict within its infrastructure. 

Techniques will range from no action to habitat modifications and from moving beaver to lethal 

actions. Each of these techniques is described below.  

No Action 

In areas where no adverse effects are currently observed or anticipated, beaver activities should 

be monitored. Activities should be recorded in GIS mapping and/or observation logs by the 

appropriate staff.  

Vegetation Management 

In areas where beaver are not anticipated to be an issue with infrastructure, maintain or establish 

vegetation as deemed optimal for the site.   

In areas where beaver are not desired, the planting of unpalatable plants can achieve some 

overall habitat improvements while deterring foraging by beaver. These plants include Sitka 

spruce, incense cedar, Pacific ninebark, red elderberry, cascara, osoberry (Indian plum), and 

twinberry. The list might also be used for vegetation maintenance and replacement in facilities 

with beaver presence. 

Managers should avoid planting cottonwood, aspen, or willow in areas where beaver are not 

desired, as these are the preferred foods for the species.  

Page | 33

Page 99



Paradise Creek Maintenance Program Plan 2025 

Wire Mesh Cages 

In locations where trees or shrubs should be protected from gnawing or felling by beaver, install 

wire mesh cage around the circumference of the trunk to prevent beaver from gnawing on 

standing trees. This method has been successful in the other areas, but requires material and 

labor, as well as periodic maintenance. An effective mesh cage consists of the following:   

• The gauge should be size 14 to be flexible enough for this application.

• Mesh openings should be minimum 4 inches and maximum 6 inches; typically, 2x4 inch

openings.

• Mesh should be placed so that 12 or more inches of space is present between the tree and

the mesh so that beaver are not able to contact the tree; use an 18-inch gap for growing

trees

• Mesh cages should extend at least 4 to 5 feet above ground level.

• In flood-prone areas, mesh cages should extend above the high-water level.

• Cages should be securely anchored to the ground; typically, with 1x2x24 inch wood

stakes woven into mesh.

• For clusters of shrubs, encircle priority area with single, larger diameter fence as needed.

• For newly planted revegetation sites still in establishment phase, select subset of priority

trees to protect, depending on long terms site goals.

• Cages require monitoring, maintenance, removal, and reinstallation as trees grow.

Abrasive Paint 

In areas where trees should be protected from gnawing or felling, but where investment in the 

higher costs for material and labor is not worth the effort, abrasive paint may be used. Please 

note that this method has not been utilized by the City and therefore its efficacy is unknown. This 

method requires minimal material and labor and annual repainting. This method might be useful 

for volunteer events where skill in manual labor is not critical to success. Abrasive paint should 

consist of a mixture of:  

• 8 ounces of fine sand (30-mil, 70-mil, or masonry sand)

• 1 quart of latex paint, matched to the color of the tree trunk

Once combined, the mixture is painted on the tree to 4 feet above the ground. If abrasive paint is 

used, monitoring of its effectiveness should be conducted and reported to better understand its 

applicability for future use.  
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Habitat Modification 

These techniques include dam breaching/removal and installation of pond levelers, beaver 

deceivers, and other devices. Additional regulations regarding removal or fill of material within 

regulated Waters of the U.S. is discussed below.   

Habitat Modification Regulations and Consultations 

Beaver dams and dens are not a regulated resource by IDFG and can be removed or altered 

without a permit from that agency. Confirmation a den/lodge has been abandoned should occur 

prior to alteration or removal activities to limit potential injury or unwanted death to a beaver.   

When flow devices such as pond levelers or “beaver deceivers” are proposed in Waters of the 

U.S., the necessity of obtaining a permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) under

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act must be examined in coordination with the USACE.  Within

the City boundaries, the presence of fish (Salmon and Steelhead) listed under the federal

Endangered Species Act is assumed to be non-existent.

In general, City constructed stormwater treatment facilities, such as sediment detention ponds 

and bioswales, are not Waters of the State or Waters of the U.S.  Therefore, the following 

activities may occur without agency consultation in constructed stormwater treatment facilities: 

dam breaching, dam material removal, den material removal and placement of pond levelers and 

beaver deceivers.  However, some facilities may overlap with regulatory waters and careful 

consideration should be given on a case-by-case basis.  Always consult with agencies if there is 

any question about the regulatory status of a facility.  

Finally, placement of flow devices within the City, such as pond levelers and beaver deceivers, 

may trigger flood hazard considerations.  Within the mapped 100-year floodplain, flow devices 

described in this plan do not meet the definition of “fill” and no consultation is required.  

Placement of flow devices within a FEMA mapped floodway or virtually any stream or 

drainageway will likely require a “no rise” analysis be submitted to the City Community 

Development Department.  

Dam Breaching and Removal 

Dam breaching should be considered under two scenarios. The first scenario is when there is 

acute flooding risk because of the dam. Because beaver will often rapidly repair a breached dam, 

breaching should be considered a short-term, emergency approach to relieve dangers to property 

and/or infrastructure. When emergency breaching is conducted, analysis should be completed to 

ensure that released flows do not endanger other structures or property downstream from the 

breached dam. In some cases, beaver will not repair dams and breaches can remain effective for 

prolonged periods of time.  
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The second scenario in which dam breaching is viable is after a dam has been abandoned but is 

still creating an unacceptable risk to infrastructure. Dams may be breached to the extent that they 

might still provide benefits associated with beaver dams, while still protecting infrastructure.   

Dam removal is a more significant effort and will typically drain the entire beaver pond.  This 

often exposes submerged den and burrow entrances, allowing access by terrestrial predators.  To 

protect beaver kits that may not be fully mobile and vulnerable to predation, avoid wholesale 

dam removal during the kit season from April to June.  Site and condition appropriate best 

practices for sediment control should also be deployed for dam removal to manage sediment 

plumes.  

There are two recommended ways to breach or remove a beaver dam depending on the size of 

the dam. These are described below:  

• Breaching or removing a dam by hand: Remove material from the dam slowly by hand and/or 

using hand tools such as four-pronged pitch forks, long-handled cultivator rakes (potato hooks), 

shovels and chain saws to dislodge and remove material.  

• Power excavating: Remove material slowly using a backhoe or excavator to breach or remove 

large dams. The machinery should be stationed at the top of the bank, road, or bridge where 

practicable. Remove the dam from top down in layers, scraping off six inches to one foot of 

material to reduce the potential for flooding or stream scouring. Wait for the water levels to 

stabilize and flow to clear before removing the next layer. Remove material to the desired depth 

or substrate or to the natural substrate level if needed. Under this plan, ponds should only be 

lowered to the level necessary to eliminate risk and no further. 

Pond Levelers  

In areas where free-standing dams are not an acute threat to infrastructure and are not located at a 

culvert, but where pond levels should not rise above a certain elevation, pond levelers can be 

installed. These devices generally consist of a pipe placed in the dam, extending upstream with a 

wire mesh cage surrounding the intake. A number of designs exist.  Each leveler will need to be 

to be field fit to each set of conditions, however the general specifications are:  

• 40-foot length of 12- or 18-inch diameter high density polyethylene (HDPE) pipe, 

double-walled and not perforated, with vent holes cut along the top side and a notch cut 

in the bottom of the intake end.   

• 6x6x6 foot wire mesh cage with domed top surrounding intake, constructed of 6x6 inch 

wire mesh fabric, 3/16-inch diameter wire, non-galvanized.  Use one fabric sheet for 

floor; avoid seams in floor where adjoining sheets are fastened together.  

• Metal “T” style posts to secure pipe and intake cage to pond bed.   
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• 2x2x2 foot wire mesh cage on downstream end of pipe (same 6x6 mesh fabric as intake 

cage).  

• Upstream end of pipe placed in bottom center of cage and cage placed in deepest water 

possible (set intake as deep as possible).  

• Place downstream end of pipe in beaver dam, extending a few feet past dam, with pipe 

invert placed a desired water surface elevation.  

This method requires an investment of time and materials, plus monitoring and maintenance to 

ensure the mesh cage and pipe remain in good condition. Periodic cleaning might be necessary to 

clear the cage of obstructions.   

“Beaver Deceivers” 

Beaver deceiver devices are used when dams are blocking culverts, flow paths, or other 

openings. Beaver deceivers consist of non-galvanized wire mesh fencing staked upstream of the 

culvert to be protected. The mesh should be located away from the opening of the culvert to 

prevent it from being used to anchor wood for a more effective dam. A typical device is 

trapezoidal in shape with the upstream end at least 8 feet from the culvert opening. Like the pond 

leveler described above, the deceiver device is staked around its perimeter, and tall enough to 

prevent beaver from being able to place wood within the caged area. The mesh on the bottom of 

the cage should be embedded into the streambed or angled inward for several feet to prevent 

beaver from placing wood from below. Smaller cages can also be constructed with a wire mesh 

floor to prevent beaver from tunneling under the fencing. As with the leveler, avoid creating 

seams on the floor where two adjoining sheets of wire fabric come together.  Seams such as this 

can unintentionally ensnare animals. Avoid galvanized metal to limit leaching of zinc into the 

environment.  Considerations and modifications for animal passage should be part of each beaver 

deceiver design. Blocking passage for medium to large sized aquatic mammals may force species 

such as beaver, otter or muskrat out of waterways and onto roadways. In some situations, it may 

be advantageous or necessary to incorporate a leveler pipe into beaver deceiver.  

Removal via Non-Lethal Means  

When habitat modifications and infrastructure protection methods are not fully effective at 

managing detrimental beaver activity, removal of a beaver group might be necessary. Given the 

benefits that beaver can provide in the region, non-lethal means of removal is preferable to lethal 

means. This plan outlines a series of non-lethal techniques to employ prior to considering either 

non-lethal or lethal removal. 

Trapping and Relocation  

If relocations are approved by IDFG, they are best conducted between August 1 and October 31. 

When multiple beaver are present in a colony, it is best to trap all members of the family. They 

should be held until all members of the family can be relocated together (within reasonable 
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timeframes). Follow-up monitoring at release sites is essential to determine success of 

reintroduction efforts.  

Evictions 

Non-lethal trapping and relocation of beaver options exist if beaver need to be moved a short 

distance from their current location. This situation could arise when beaver are located within 

infrastructure such as pipes or manholes and need to be moved before placing exclusion devices 

such as wire mesh or deceivers. Eviction generally involves moving animals very short distances 

(less than 1,000 feet) within the same property ownership. The intent with eviction is to move 

animal(s) within their own existing territories by “evicting” them from problematic den sites. By 

definition, eviction actions are not relocations. Eviction is not standard practice, and each 

situation will likely be unique. Proposed techniques must be coordinated with, and authorized by, 

IDFG prior to implementation to ensure that applicable laws and regulations are adhered to. 

Evictions are likely best conducted between August 1 and October 31. Preventing re-entry is 

crucial, as the beaver are likely to return. Potential methods could include the use of strobe lights 

or loud noises to encourage beaver to move out. Any methods used must not overly disturb other 

residents, either human or wildlife, and would be approved by IDFG prior to implementation. 

Lethal Removal 

In areas where repeated habitat modification and management techniques have not been 

successful or are not practical, lethal removal might be appropriate. Contact the designated lead 

to contract a licensed trapper to remove beaver. If removed beaver are located in a pipe or other 

item of infrastructure, use measures to prevent re-entry by other beavers, if possible.  

Unexpected Beaver Encounters 

If during the course of routine maintenance, beaver are encountered in an enclosed space such as 

a culvert or pipe, City staff should not actively harass the beaver. If multiple points of egress are 

available to the beaver, it will likely exit the area. If personnel are blocking the only exit for the 

animal(s), personnel should exit and allow the animals to leave. In circumstances where newborn 

kits are present and not mobile (usually occurring between April and June), personnel should exit 

the area and contact the designated plan lead for further instructions.  

CONCLUSIONS 

While there is no one-size fits all solution to dealing with beaver in our urban environment, there 

are several alternatives that can be used to work with them. Given the benefits provided by 

beaver, their presence should be encouraged in those areas that do not pose a risk to 

infrastructure. When their presence becomes a problem for proper maintenance or operation of 

systems, steps outlined above can be taken to dissuade, mitigate, or remove beaver. Steps to be 

taken can include vegetation management, in-water habitat modifications, short-distance 

evictions, relocation, and lethal removal.  
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