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MINUTES 
PAYETTE CITY COUNCIL 

REGULAR MEETING 
April 20, 2009 

 
6:00 PM Public Hearing 
 
City Attorney Bert Osborn announced convening of the City Council for the purpose of the 
Public Hearing. 
 

A. Continuation of Adoption of Design Standards and Policy Summary for the City of 
Payette through Amendment of Chapter 13, Payette Municipal Code. 
 

  Gene Lancaster – 11428 Scotch Pines Rd; Payette, ID 
 
Mr. Lancaster stated that he was among those who asked to continue the public hearing, 
and that was because we did not have enough time to review the documents. We had 
some people that we trust review the documents and there are not complaints. We are 
very happy with what we see, and we would like to thank the City council for their 
foresight in taking care of what we consider an issue that would be a detriment to the 
City of Payette. 
 
Councilor Williams stated that on page 5 under valves; I see water valves manufactured 
by Muro or Clow. I thought we were going to add or equivalent. Is that something we 
worry about now? Clerk Cordova stated that if someone comes up with something 
bigger and better in the future we will look at amending the ordinance.  
 
Councilor Cochran stated that on page 4 in the red print it states: all private water mains 
shall have DEQ approval before they connect to the public system. Has that always 
been that way, or is this something that we threw in based on our last meeting. Clerk 
Cordova stated that this has been that way.  
 

B. An application by Piotr & Pavel Babichenko to annex approximately 21.08 
acres of property by Scotch Pines Road & Airport Road. That portion of the 
NW1/4 of Section 26, T9N, R5W, BM, Payette County, Idaho, described as 
follows:  Commencing at the NW corner of the SE1/4 NW1/4; thence North 
00º35’25” East 25.00 feet to the true point of beginning;  thence South 
89º05’26” East along the line parallel with the North line of said SE1/4, 
663.62 feet;  thence South 0º38’49” West 1329.81 feet along the East line of 
West ½ of the SE1/4NW1/4 of said Section 26 to a point on the East-West 
center line of said Section 26;  thence North 89º04’28” West 713.35 feet 
along said center line;  thence North 06º22’29” East 250.00 feet to a point 
on the line parallel with the West line of said SE ¼;  thence North 0º38’09” 
East 1055.75 feet along said line to a point on the North line of the 
SW1/4NW1/4 of said Section 26;  thence North 0º35’25” East 25.00 feet 
along the line parallel with the East line of the NW1/4NW1/4 of said section 
26;  thence South 89º04’52” East 25.00 feet along the line parallel with 
South line of said NW1/4 to the true point of beginning.  The proposed 
zoning will be B-Residential. 
 
Jim Griffin – 2067 Shelley Dr; Payette, ID 
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I am here on behalf of Vistair Subdivision to a small degree. We are not opposed to the 
annexation of the property in question as a whole. We know Payette needs to be 
allowed expansion room and we need revenue growth, but we are opposed to it being 
annexed as B residential. I want to quote from the City of Payette comprehensive plan 
2004: 
“The future land use map depicts existing land uses and a preferred future land use 
pattern for the City. The future land use map is for the purpose of guiding and 
accomplishing the coordinated and harmonious development of the City and its 
environments; which will be in ordinance with presence and future needs and best 
promote health, safety, convenience, prosperity and general welfare. Specific Property 
re-zoning decisions should use the future land use map as the preferred development 
option; however the decision of the actual zoning of the individual parcels rests with the 
City Council and planning and zoning commission.”  
 
So the reason I’m here tonight is to express our opinion on how the plan affects the 
request that is in place. I do understand the difference between planning and zoning. 
Planning is only a plan, and we need to adapt as need as we go through life. However, a 
lot of work and money went into the comprehensive plan for the impact area and I feel it 
should carry a certain amount of weight in this decision. We have areas of Payette that 
are planned for higher density housing and we are not out of development room by any 
means. I can only assume that the property that we are discussing tonight was 
purchased knowing full well that it fell in the plan as low density housing. Even though it 
will not provide the same windfall for developers that medium or high density housing 
may, they should not provide them undue hardship either. If the need for high density 
housing if viable let’s keep it in the areas planned as such. I want to call attention to the 
plan. It shows up Center Avenue and 7th Avenue North as high density housing. If such 
development is desired to accent the growth of Payette I feel it lends itself better to the 
area between Center Avenue and 7th Avenue North, west of the public owned property 
due to traffic flow and centralized layout; as well as water and sewer flow. This area was 
designated higher density residential for many of those very reasons. In closing, let’s 
leave a legacy for our children and grandchildren, not of a Payette with fractured 
planning and dis-similar adjacent neighborhoods, but one of forethought and foresight let 
the quiet residential areas flow and leaves the higher density areas where they were 
planned.  
 
Piotr Babichenko – 5391 Lolo Pass Ave; Meridian, ID 83646 
Pavel Babichenko – 2890 So. Pasatempo Way; Eagle, ID 83616 

 
 
Our property is currently surrounded by three sides by annexed property, which includes 
the Vistair Subdivision, the airport, and Scotch Pines Golf Course. We do believe that it 
makes sense to have our property annexed as well which will bring more tax revenue to 
the City of Payette. Our plan for our property is to have it developed into a residential 
subdivision and by having our property annexed, that will help us to secure a loan from 
our bank to have this property developed. These new homes will help the City of Payette 
meet its long term growth plan and will bring in additional tax revenue to the city.  We are 
asking for a “B” residential classification. The type of residential subdivision that we want 
to develop would require that some of it be “B” residential. We are mainly looking at 
developing later on more or a retirement community, that way they do not have a lot of 
land to take care of. We have met with the golf course president and basically we have 
introduced our plan to them and they were very positive in their response. They thought 
that would be exactly what would be looking for.  
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Councilor Williams asked Attorney Osborn if this public hearing is strictly annexation, 
and we are not talking about zoning. Attorney Osborn stated that yes, we are talking 
about zoning and annexation.  
 
Councilor Nelson asked for clarification of the difference between ”A” and “B” residential. 
Clerk Cordova stated that “A” residential is for single family dwellings, and “B” residential 
is for multi-family dwellings.  
 
Councilor Heleker asked if Mr. Babichenko had a number of how many lots would be the 
smaller lots verses the larger lots. Mr. Babichenko stated that there are larger lots. 
Basically, we have been working and considering the small lots, but we would say there 
would be 10-16 smaller lots. The total number of lots would be from 50-60 lots. There 
would be some areas for small parks, so basically it would be for people that are retired 
or getting ready to retire that do not want a lot of maintenance. At the same time these 
would be very nice homes, we would consider these more luxury homes. 
 
Councilor Williams asked if the request for zoning is for the entire 21 acres to be zoned 
“B” residential. Mr. Babichenko stated that he thought all of it had to be zoned the same. 
There are existing homes on the property, and basically for them we don’t care what 
they are zoned, but we would like our portion to be “B” if it is necessary to change it to 
“A” we would do that because we are still in the planning stage.  
 
Councilor Williams stated that to me the challenge is to protect the integrity of the larger 
lots on the Vistair side and let you have the higher density, and basically the higher the 
density the more money you are going to make. Mr. Babichenko stated that we looked at 
similar types of developments in Eagle, and there are many options for people to go out 
and buy smaller lots. Some people prefer to buy a home on a smaller lot just because 
they do not want to take care of it. That is why the whole subdivision would not be 
developed as smaller lots. When we met with the golf course we told them about the 
plan and they thought that was very appealing to them. Councilor Williams stated that for 
clarification you wanted all of it zoned “B”, but you realize that when it comes to the plat 
that I would probably want the larger lots next to Vistair. Mr. Babichenko stated that they 
would be putting the larger lots towards Vistair Subdivision. We worked with architects 
on this and we have designed it to look nice and would actually benefit the properties in 
the Vistair Subdivision because they would be higher end homes than what are available 
in Vistair.  
 
Councilor Mussell asked Mr. Babichenko if he knew what size square footage they are 
looking at building. Mr. Babichenko stated that the smaller homes would be about 1,800 
square feet, and the larger homes would be about 2,500 square foot.  
 
Mayor Henderson asked Clerk Cordova why we need to worry about the zoning today. 
Clerk Cordova stated that you cannot have un-zoned property when you’re annexing 
property. Mayor Henderson stated that when the development phase happens we are 
going to re-look at it anyways, so I don’t see why we are getting hung up on the zoning.  
 
 
Jim Griffin – 2067 Shelley Dr; Payette, ID 
 
A couple of comments that I would like to make. The smaller lots in question we saw a 
large number of 40 foot lots. If I understand the cities ordinances on the 8 foot setback 
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on each side, that would leave for a 24’ wide house. So for an 1,800 square foot house 
that going to be a very skinny single story house to be a luxury home. I guess the zoning 
is important to me because if it is chosen to be annexed and it’s required to be “B” 
residential then maybe annexation is not the right choice. There is higher density 
property in the plan east and north of the golf course that may be more beneficial to this 
higher density need. It doesn’t exactly flow well with the existing properties and there 
was a comment made about Eagle. We are not the City of Eagle we are Payette and I’m 
not saying there is anything wrong with Eagle, but I live here because I like Payette and 
what we represent. Finally, these gentlemen plan to do this with the property, but we do 
not know who will end up developing the property, it’s been a pretty common place for 
this property to change hands several times.  
 
Councilor Nelson stated that your point would be that you want this property zoned “A”. 
Mr. Griffin stated that he is not opposed to annexation because Payette needs to grow, 
but let’s follow the plan; which is low density. 
 
Councilor Hanigan stated that if a plan was presented that was closer to the golf course 
that you felt protected your investment that you have in the Vistair Subdivision, and it 
was for now “A”. Mr. Griffin stated that right now if we were to the point that they were 
actually going to put a shovel in the ground that is a little different story then now. 
However, I do have to come back to the planning and I’m sure a bunch of people put a 
lot of work and money into, that shows higher density housing in a “T” shape around 
Payette with the lower density housing filtering out towards the county.  
 
Martin McPike – 2054 Shelley Dr; Payette, ID 
 
I have several concerns about this request. Does “B” residential cover multi-family, and 
will this allow duplexes, townhomes, and condos. One of our biggest questions with the 
PUD which has provisions for commercial  and manufacturing as well as residential, and 
that part well let’s just say we don’t like that. Also, a PUD requires that you do not use 
secondary roads in order to provide access to the development and you have 2 county 
roads and Shelly, and none of them are designed to handle the amount of traffic you are 
expecting. Also, on one of the plats I saw it had a major street coming by with one row of 
houses backing onto the north side of Vistair. That is going to take a considerable 
amount of fill, because that is one of the lowest spots around there. You have a lift 
station right there for the sewage, and that puts at least two lots at the low point of all 
this run off and we already get a lot of runoff. Those are our major concerns at this 
particular moment.  
 
Tim Auw – 2089 Shelley Dr; Payette, ID 
 
I am here specifically for the concern of the zoning request. Annexation to me is not a 
bad thing, but the zoning is something I am a little leery about. The only other thing that I 
recall having difficulty with was the water that the City provided our subdivision, and for a 
long time we had dribbles coming out of our faucets and now when I look at another how 
many homes going in there and all that other water I’m a little concerned.  
 
Bob Simons – 10380 Scotch Pines Rd; Payette, ID 
 
My thought is that you want to take me into the City, but not provide me with any City 
services. I don’t feel it is fair and what these guys aren’t going to tell you is that once 
they get this annexed into the City, they are going to be gone and it’s going to go up for 
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sale again. I want to know when I can expect services to my property and things like 
that.  
 

 George Mattice – 2066 Shelley Dr; Payette, ID 
  
 I have a number of signatures here to keep the large amount of body heat in this room   

and to eliminate a lot of boredom for you folks. I have received many signatures from the 
people around the area that feel the same way that we do, and I will leave these 
signatures with you. I think a few of the things have been a little misleading. First of all 
you are looking at 16.44 acres not 21.88 according to the plan that I saw, and I think it is 
closer to 70 houses that I saw. Under PUD requirements it only takes 3,500 square foot 
per family and most of these lots could have a duplex put on them, and I understand that 
there have been attempts made by Vistair by putting 8,000 square foot or “A” residential 
lots abutting our property and I don’t feel that is enough. Another thing that I wanted to 
reiterate is the surrounding zoning. Everything that is surrounding Vistair Subdivision is 
“A” residential at this time and so I don’t feel as if that is keeping with the plan. As far as 
this support from the golf course, they would love to see the whole course surrounded by 
high rise apartment buildings, as long as the people play golf that is more money for 
them. Another thing that we might need to worry about with such high density housing is 
the safety with some of the intersections as well as more cars on the roadways. The 
intersection at Scotch Pines Road and Airport Road is a very blind corner and you 
almost have to come to a complete stop even though there is no stop sign there. If you 
double amount of traffic in that area then I think you are really asking for problems. At 
the planning commission meeting that I attended in regards to this property there were 
some folks here from the State that were asking about to many entries to Highway 95 
and there was no answer, because this was a problem that was created years ago due 
to lack of foresight. I would hate to see that happen in this area and I think this needs a 
lot of thought before any “B” residential zoning is allowed on that property. 

 
Piotr Babichenko – 5391 Lolo Pass Ave; Meridian, ID 83646 
Pavel Babichenko – 2890 So. Pasatempo Way; Eagle, ID 83616 
 
I now way are we here to bring to your property value down, and we think the opposite. 
We think this is going to for Payette and good for Vistair Subdivision property values. 
Concerning the “B” residential and the questions that were brought up, and the question 
regarding the narrow homes I would like to answer your questions. We are actually not 
talking about proposing already exempt homes we are talking about annexation. As far 
as the lot sizes, we are still working with the City, the City engineer, the fire department 
and water department to make sure that before it goes through that it follows the City 
code. As I understand also there is a property next to ours that is zoned partially “B” 
residential and maybe Mary could clarify that. As far as the flow of the subdivision, we 
think whoever saw the plan would agree that it is a beautiful subdivision and I don’t think 
it would take away from the esthetic or property values of the Vistair Subdivision.  Like I 
explained earlier this will be more on the luxury side, so we think that this would actually 
bring the property value of the Vistair up. We believe this is a very nice piece of property, 
and you don’t find a lot of property like this that sit right on the golf course. Our purpose 
is not to go in and put something that would take away from the property, we want to 
enhance it, that is why the there are fears from the public. Again, our plan is still flexible 
as far as the type of units and lots. Right now we are just talking about annexing this 
property so we can move forward and start planning. Mayor Henderson asked Mr. 
Babichenko if he would be opposed at this point to annexing this property as “A” 
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residential and then when it’s time to present the development plan, negotiating for 
higher density zoning. Mr. Babichenko stated no, we would not be opposed.  
 
Councilor Cochran stated that there have been talk of 40 foot frontage lots is that 
correct. Mr. Babichenko stated they were 1,800 square foot townhomes that were two 
stories high. When you are looking at the golf course the property slopes down a little bit, 
and the way we were looking at it would be that the second story big windows would 
over look and give the residents a great view of the golf course. The property that would 
be right next to the golf course would be the smaller lots, but the properties behind that 
would not have a view of the golf course and those would be the bigger lots. The 
properties are not 40 feet; it’s the townhomes that are 40 foot. 
 
Councilor Williams stated that there was some concern about the roads and access, do 
you understand that there will probably be some adjacent roads that may have to be 
upgraded. Mr. Babichenko stated definitely, that is part of getting the plan approved you 
have to address all of these issues. The fire department and police department have 
spoken to us about their concerns and addressing those issues, and before getting 
approved all of those departments have to be satisfied. 
 
Councilor Heleker stated that when we talk about the zoning, we are looking at one 
development is we capable of zoning a portion of it “A” and a portion “B”. Attorney 
Osborn stated that it is up to the Council.  

 
The City attorney adjourned the meeting at 7:11 PM. 
 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 
7:00 Regular Meeting 
 
 
 
A regular meeting of the Payette City Council was called to order at 7:00 PM by Mayor Henderson in 
the City Council Chambers of Payette City Hall, 700 Center Avenue. 

 
ROLL CALL 
 
Members Present: Mayor Henderson, Ivan Mussell, Lee Nelson, Les Cochran, Mark Heleker, 

Georgia Hanigan, Jeff Williams 
 
Members Absent:   
 
Also Present: Jeff Sands, Fire Chief; Doug Argo, City Engineer; Mary Cordova, City 

Coordinator/Clerk; Tiffany Howell, Utility Clerk; Bert Osborn, City Attorney; Randy 
Schwartz, WWTP Supervisor; Rob Woyak, Water Superintendent; Jim Griffith; 
Piotr Babichenko; Pavel Babichenko; Martin McPike; Tim Auw; Bob Simons; 
George Mattice 

 
PLEDGE 
 
Mayor Henderson led the Pledge of Allegiance.  
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Heleker moved and Mussell seconded a motion to amend 
the agenda to include final plat approval for the Daines 
Subdivision as item 8B. 
 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 

Mussell moved and Heleker seconded a motion to approve 
the meeting minutes of 04/06/09 as written. 
 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 
 

 
APPROVAL OF BILLS & PAYROLL 
 

A motion was made by Cochran and seconded by Williams to      
approve the City Bills & Payroll in the amount of $192,836.17. 

 
             At the roll call: 
             Ayes: Nelson, Mussell, Cochran, Heleker, Hanigan, Williams 
             Nays: 
 
            The motion CARRIED. 

 
SPECIAL ORDERS 

None Heard. 
 

 
COMMUNICATIONS 
A. Letter dated 4/7/09 from LHTAC to Alan Scharbrough, Director, Payette County Road & 

Bridge 
Re: Iowa Avenue Project #09984 
 
Clerk Cordova stated that the City is working with the County on the Iowa project and 
they applied for some additional grants funding to offset the match. They could apply for 
up to $100,000 otherwise we would have to split and it was $72,000 each, and this is the 
letter that states we received the grant. 
 

B. Article in Idaho Statesman dated 4/12/009 
Re: Payette’s Elk Statue Monument 
 

C. Letter Dated 4/9/09 from Idaho Survey & Rating Bureau, Inc. 
RE: Building Code Effectiveness Evaluation 
 
Clerk Cordova stated that we recently went through an analysis of our building codes and 
the efforts that we put forth to enforce the building codes, and I’m happy to announce that 
we are now at a 3. This is substantially lower than the previous rating of 8 and this is 
great news to us.  
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PLANNING & ZONING 
A. Application by Piotr & Pavel Babichenko to annex approximately 21.08 acres of property 

by Scotch Pines Road & Airport Road. The proposed zoning will be B-Residential. 
 
Councilor Heleker stated that for those of us who have been here for a while know that 
there has always been a vision of developing that land. When the time comes and we 
specify the number of lots that can be “A” or “B” residential we need to do what best 
accommodates such, without damaging the property values that are in front of Vistair. 
 

Heleker moved and Hanigan seconded a motion to approve 
the annexation of 21.08 acres by Scotch Pines Road & 
Airport Road with the zoning being A-Residential.  
 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 

 
 

OLD BUSINESS 
A.    Application for a Mobile Food Vendor Permit – Wilfrido Perez 
 - Change of Location 
 

Williams moved and Mussell seconded a motion to approve 
the Mobile Food Vendor Permit change of location for 
Wilfrido Perez to 521 So. 9th St. 
 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 
 
 
B.    Construction Design Standards & Policy Summary 
 
 

A motion was made by Hanigan and seconded by Heleker to      
approve the construction design standards & policy summary 
as presented. 

 
             At the roll call: 
             Ayes: Nelson, Mussell, Cochran, Heleker, Hanigan, Williams 
             Nays: 
 
            The motion CARRIED. 
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C.    Ordinance 1302 – An Ordinance of the City of Payette, Idaho, Amending Section 13.01.020 in 
Chapter 13.04 of Title 13, Private Construction; Permit Required; Application Information, 
Construction Materials Required; Setting an Effective Date; Allowing Publication in Summary Form; 
Establishing a Penalty; Establishing Severability; Establishing a Repealer 
 - First Reading 

 
 
Heleker moved and Hanigan seconded a motion to introduce 
Ordinance 1302 by title only. 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 
 

Williams moved and Cochran seconded a motion to suspend 
the rules and pass Ordinance 1302 on its first reading.  
 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 
 

Mussell moved and Heleker seconded a motion that 
Ordinance 1302 due pass. 
 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 
 
 
D. Final Plat Application for Daines Subdivision - 

 
Williams moved and Nelson seconded a motion to approve 
the final plat for the Daines Subdivision. 
 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 
 
 
 
 
NEW BUSINESS 
A. Setting FY10 Budget Public Hearing Date – August 24, 2009 

 
Heleker moved and Williams seconded a motion to set the 
FY 10 budget public hearing date for August 24, 2009 at 
7:00 PM. 
 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 

 
 

B. Application for Fireworks Show Permit 
-Western Display Fireworks 
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Heleker moved and Cochran seconded a motion to approve 
the Application for a fireworks show permit by Western 
display fireworks for 5/16/09. 
 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 

 
 

C. Special Events Permit Application 
-Payette Public Library, Summer Reading Program 
 

Cochran moved and Mussell seconded a motion to approve 
the Special Event Permit Application from Payette Public 
Library summer reading program. 
 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 

 
 

D. Special Events Permit Application 
-Apple Blossom Festival, Request for Waiver of Fees 

 
Twana Morin – 2097 Shelley Dr; Payette, ID 
 
We would like to ask that you waive the fees for Apple Blossom, as well ask that the 
Apple Blossom be exempt from any fees. It does belong to the City of Payette, and we 
do not know what kind of money we will be able to bring in. 
 

Heleker moved and Mussell seconded a motion to approve 
the Special Event Permit Application from the Apple 
Blossom Festival and exempt the fees until further request 
from the council.  
 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 

 
 

E. Special Events Permit Application 
-Payette Preservation Society, Request for Waiver of Fees 
 

Williams moved and Heleker seconded a motion to approve 
the Special Event Permit Application from the Payette 
Preservation Society as well as waive the fees. 
 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 

 
F. Application for Beer License 

-Mandarin Restaurant  
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Mussell moved and Nelson seconded a motion to approve 
the Application for a beer license from Mandarin Restaurant.  
 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 

 
 

G. West Central Highlands Resource Conservation & Development 
     -Request for Sponsor Dues 
 

Williams moved and Heleker seconded a motion to approve 
the request for sponsor dues in the amount of $300 to West 
Central Highlands Resource Conservation & Development. 
 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 

 
 
 

H. Payette Soil & Water Conservation District 
-Request for Funding 

 
Heleker moved and Cochran seconded a motion to approve 
the request for funding to Payette Soil & Water Conservation 
District in the amount of $1,000 for FY11. 
 

              After a unanimous voice vote by the Council, the motion  
             CARRIED. 
 
I. Award of Bid for 7th Avenue North Road Widening Project 

     -18th Street to Iowa 
Mussell moved and Cochran seconded a motion to award 
the bid for 7th Ave. No. Road widening project to Irvco 
Asphalt & Gravel, in the amount of $523,749.22. 
 

              At the roll call: 
             Ayes: Nelson, Mussell, Cochran, Heleker, Hanigan, Williams 
             Nays: 
 
            The motion CARRIED. 
 
 

DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS 
 
A. Engineer’s Report 
B. Treasurer’s Statement of Expense & Revenue 

- March 2009 
 

CITIZENS COMMENTS  
 
Aaron Sobers – 2855 Center Ave; Payette, ID 
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Two years ago you annexed my property and at the time you made some promises to us. Right now 
we have a weed problem, and part of the problem was that Mr. Lancaster would have to take care of 
his property. Right now we have the worst tumbleweeds that I have seen in three years, and every 
time the wind blows I spend an hour to an hour and a half picking tumbleweeds out of my fence. We 
would like some help, and he promised that he would take care of his fields and nothing has been 
done. When we were taken into the City we were supposed to have all of these great benefits, and to 
date the only thing that has happed was that you doubled my takes, no city water, sewer, and my 
road is in bad need of repair.  
 
Jane Young – 2875 Center Ave; Payette, ID 
 
The back of our property; which is 4.95 acres borders the county, and the Lancaster property has not 
kept up with the code. He could have at least done 20 or thirty acres at a time, but he still does 
nothing. Our property is kept mowed and disked. We have to pay $550 to get part of our property 
disked and the rest we do ourselves. It seems like all we do is picking up his trash and his weeds in 
our property, and we have horses so all those weeds go from one fence to another. Our taxes went 
from $1,363 to $2,926 and we have no city services. Lancaster has not had to follow any City codes, 
and I feel that the only difference was that the County would plow the roads in the winter, and the City 
never did come out the County did. The County kept the sides of Center Avenue mowed, and the City 
does not do that. When I was annexed into the City, I was forced to take trash service which we did 
not want and don’t need. We will be petitioning for de-annexation.  
 
Mayor Henderson stated that they will contact Mr. Lancaster as far as the weeds are concerned, and 
because this is not an agenda item we cannot act on this tonight. We will make it an agenda item in 
the next agenda and the Council will invite Mr. Lancaster to be present at the meeting.  
 
Michael King – 2610 NE 19th Ave; Payette, ID 
 
Mr. King stated that he was here two weeks ago with the unveiling of the Downhill Boomerang 50. I 
have had a few hang ups on getting the permit submitted on time, but I have had a little trouble 
getting the bonding permitted and the ITD permission on Highway 55. I still have to sit down with ITD 
and give them a plan and a traffic control plan that is still waiting to be done. I have the permit 
application done, but I wanted to wait and have everything in one piece. I was wondering if the people 
that are getting exemptions from the permit fees for Apple Blossom Festival if this race is part of the 
festival. Mayor Henderson stated that you do need to pay the fees because the events they were 
talking about are proven events that have brought individuals into town. I assume that there will be 
about 1,000 people downtown to watch the event and it is still a wild card as to how many people will 
be down.  
Mayor Henderson asked Mr. King what the date for the event was. Mr. King stated that it was 
Saturday May 16th. Mayor Henderson stated that you want the event on May 16th and so far you are 
not much farther ahead than you were at the meeting two weeks ago. Mr. King stated that what he 
has done is a lot of publicity. Mayor Henderson stated as far as the requirements for the City of 
Payette, you are not much farther than you were last time you were here, and by what you are saying 
there is a possibility of 1,000 people in less than a month and we still haven’t coordinated any of the 
events. Has there been any coordination as far as highway 52 is concerned. Mr. King stated that we 
are starting on Highway 55 and I have talked to the police in Gem and Payette County and they want 
to know how many people I will need, and I have not narrowed that down. Mayor Henderson stated 
that Chief Clark is very concerned. Mr. King stated that he spoke with Chief Clark and he stated that 
he may have one officer available and that is fine because I will have paid staff from my organization 
that will take care of moving the barricades and security. Mr. King stated that the only thing the City 
should be concerned with is when it enters the city limits coming down 2nd Ave. So. and turns onto 
Main Street. I am intending to use the barricades that are already on Main Street from the parade to 
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keep people out. Mayor Henderson stated to Mr. King that the best thing for him to do is to get 
everything in order and you are past the deadline to turn in your permit, but that does not stop you 
from giving your paperwork to the City for the council to consider. Mayor Henderson stated that in his 
opinion this seems like something that is coming up pretty fast and takes a lot of planning and 
coordination that you don’t seem to be close to having done. You may present it at the next Council 
meeting, but that is just 10 days before the event.  
 
Councilor Cochran asked Mr. King if there are going to be all ages involved. Mr. King stated yes all 
ages. Mr. Cochran stated that he imagines that the finish line is going to last 4 or 5 hours. Mr. King 
stated no, an hour to an hour and half. Mr. King stated he has a number of professional riders that 
can make it in half an hour. Other races of this type there is a lag time and if you don’t keep up you 
will get picked up by the lag cars. Councilor Cochran asked Mr. King if had ever conducted an event 
like this. Mr. King stated no, I have done many hang gliding events.  
 
MAYOR’S COMMENTS 
 

 1st week of May there will be a work session on progression of departments 
 Next meeting will be Tuesday, May 5th at 7:00 PM 

 
ADJOURNMENT 

    
      A motion was made by Heleker and seconded Cochran 
      by to adjourn. 
 

After a unanimous voice vote, the motion CARRIED, and 
the Council adjourned at 8:17 PM. 

 
     Signed this ______day of ____________, 2009. 
 
 

____________________________________ 
      DOUGLAS E. HENDERSON, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_________________________________ 
Mary Cordova, City Clerk 


