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POCATELLO DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
" Board of Commissioners Meeting
September 15, 2004
11:00 a.m.
City Hall
911 North 7™ Avenue

11:00 a.m. Council Chambers

Call to Order — Chairman Neuhardt
Acknowledge Guests of Board, if any
Disclosure of Conflicts of Interest, if any

Agenda - Add or Delete Action or Discussion Items

Action and Discussion Items:

Minutes for August 18, 2004 — Motion to Approve and/or Amend
Financial Reporf.: Aungust Income and Expenses
OlId Town Pocatello District:
Downtown Reinvestment Project Update
Consider Approving Payment of Requisition #E-62
Consider Approving Payment of Requisition #E-64
Central Corridor District: _
Consider Approving Payment of Requisition #E-63 for Cheyenne Crossing
Discuss AMIS Engineering Building '
Roosevelt District: _
' Consider Approving Pay Request #3
Consider Approving RMES Invoice #2004228

North Yellowstone Urban Renewal Area:
Complete Items Needed for Bonding & JFudicial Confirmation

Commercial Property Acquisition (Tron Triangle):
Consider Approving Payment of Requisition #E-61

Discuss Continuation of Administrative Services

" Miscellaneous Ttems/Questions from Commissioners

Executive Session, if required




Valentine, Rayna

From: Sylvia Raumaker [SRaumake@djc.stéte.id.us]
- Sent: Friday, September 03, 2004 2:36 PM
To: dan_schroeder@amis.com; MinView208@aol.com; char@bannockdevelopment.org;

ray@bannockdevelopment.org; jimg@co.bannock.id.us; steve_brown@craig.senate.gov;
john@idpl.net; owenjack@isu.edu; downardfuneralhome@msn.com; darsi@nicoh.com;
jney@pmt.coop; avalladolid@pnhs.org; ltheiring@pnhs.org; rwallace@pnhs.org; Underwood,
Brian; Tranmer, Dean; Nye, Eva; Moore, Gary, Chase, Roger; Stallings, Richard; Valentine,
_ Rayna, Neuhardt, Harry; mjt@srv.net; hometeam@thebrokerage.com
Ce: purple2syl@aol.com :
Subject: - Whitman & Yellowstone Hotels

PDA Commissioners, Mr. Mayor and City Council Members:

I have been a resident of Pocatello for only 3 years, but in those 3 years I have come to
truly enjoy living in 0ld Town. I love the feeling of the historic districts in Pocatello

and love the architecture of 0ld Town.

I was present at the last PDA meeting where it was decided not to fund the restoration of
Whitman and Yellowstone hotels. I am truly amazed and disappointed to hear this. I do
not understand and hope that you can explain how it makes sense not to contribute to the
funding for restoration of $513,000. That the City would rather pay for demclition in the
amount of probably over $600,000.

The restoraticn of the hotels would certainly bring money into 0ld Town. Yes, maybe the
new residents would be low to moderate-income families, but they still need to eat,
probably shop at Ridley's, which is still in Old Town, and frequent scme of the
restaurants in 0ld Town. I don't understand; because the new residents would not be in
the high-income bracket, does not mean they would not be spending money.

,:Also proposed inside of these 2 hotels the plan was to put commercial shops in the
lcbbies. That would be attraction to the rest of the city and help draw others from
outside of Old Town to come spend money.

And what about the "Central Corridor"? It's my understanding the map was redrawn to
include the south 5th connector. Originally this connector was not included in the
confines of the central corridor and would not been eligible for TIF funding. '

As a resident of Old Town I would like to know how widely will the PDA disburse TIF
outside the original area of impact?

Respectfully submitted,
Sylvia Raumaker

331 S Garfield
317-456%
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Valentine, Rayna

. From:  Mike Theiring [MTheirin@ci.state.id.us]
‘' Sent: Friday, September 03, 2004 1:26 PM

To: dan_schroeder@amis.com; char@bannockdevelopment.org; ray@bannockdevelopment.org;
jimg@co.bannock.id.us; Steve_Brown@craig.senate.gov; john@idpl.net; darsi@nicoh.com; Tranmer, Dean;
Chase, Roger; Valentine, Rayna; Neuhardt, Harry; hometeam@TheBrokerage.com

Subject: PDA

Helio PDA Commissioners,
I have some comments regarding your decision from the Wednesday Sept 1 meeting.

| understand you may have some reluctance to help "old town” anymore than you already have - | know that the PDA has helped immensely with the current
main street construction, even though this should have been a City of Pocatello budget infrastructure project anticipated over the last 100 years.
After reading from the Consolidated Central Comidor Urban Renewal Area Plan of 1998, it appears that you have missed an opportunity 1o support a great project

brought to you by the private sector.

1 will quote from the Plan:
Purpose of the Plan "level or reduce the City's levy rate by increasing the tax base by more aggressively engaging in redevelopment of under utilized areas ...

partnering with the private sector to enhance the development and to atiract new or expanded businesses to improve the Pocatello economy”

Goals of the Plan "Commercial Redevelopment - proactive efforts of focal govemment, non-profit organizations, and the private sector to reduce dis-investment
in blighted areas and to promote greater interest in infill commercial activities”

Abandoned and vacant buildings "There is a high number of abandoned bulld:ngs and vacant and deteriorated propertles in the area that are in need of

renovation and redevelopment”

The request from these private investors to rehabilitate 2 historic hotels in the core of our city is a fantastic way to-use PDA funds. This proposal certainly seems
more deserving of urban renewal funds than a project like the Cheyenne crossing, which in my opinion has little to do with urban renewal.

The request on Wed represents only 10% of a $5,000,000 project - | hope you will reconsider your decision and award the balance of funds to allow these
community-minded investors to proceed with their nobel enterprise. A yes vote will show that our leaders are willing 1o support reinvestment in our own

communilty.

Thanks for your time,
Mike Theiring
1054 N Hayes
<' “ Pocatelio

09/07/2004




Valentine, Rayna

~. From: owenjack@isu.edu
:Sent: ‘ Sunday, September 05, 2004 9:05 PM
To: Neuhardt, Harry; Chase, Roger; dan_schroeder@amis.com; MinView208@aol.com;

jimg@co.bannock.id.us; steve_brown@craig.senate.gov; john@idpl.net, darsi@nicoh.com;
_ ray@bannockdevelopment.org; char@bannockdevelopment.org
Cc: Underwood, Brian; Nye, Eva; Moore, Gary; Stallings, Richard; Frasure, Ron; Valentine, -
Rayna; Tranmer, Dean; Chambers, Robert; Tingey, Tim; Pak, Michelle;
otp@oldtownpocatello.com; jerry_myers@myers-anderson.com
Subject: OWENS>>Whitman-Yellowstone project

Sunday, 5 September 2004
Dear PDA Commissioners and others,

I hope that this message will be conveyed to those PDA members for whom I do not have e-
mail addresses. .

I implore those of you who voted against it to reverse your decision about the Whitman-

- Yellowstone project. I realize that you gave yourselves no time to review the

correspondence submitted in favor of the project. I wrote one of those messages as a
resident of the neighborhood immediately west of Old Town. HNow I want to put on my
professional hat to discuss the benefits of the project. s

Since 1998, I have worked to master the technology known as Geographic Information Systems
(GIS) in order to apply it to research and teaching in my field. My colleague Laura
Woodworth-Ney and I have designed the world's first Master's degree program in
geographically~integrated History, which is about to go through the formal process for
approval by the State Board of Education. My research in this area is considered to be so

" innovative and outstanding that I am the first university faculty member in Idaho's
- history to be named a Guggenheim Fellow. '

Because GIS has become the basis of planning for cities and other administrative units
(e.g., counties} across the country and world, I have read hundreds of studies, as I
learned the technology, about the revitalization of core urban areas affected negatively
by suburban sprawl of the type characteristic of northern Bannock County. Thanks to some
foreign aid from Spain, I was able to bring to ISU this summer one of the young experts on .
this subject, Francisco Miguel Garcia Gémez of the Universidad de Valladolid, who was
fascinated by the great potential of 0ld Town Pocatello. I keep an aerial photo of
Valladolid outside of my lab because that city is a model of what can be accomplished by
political leaders sensitive to the fundamental need for core revitalization in the '
interest of urban fiscal and environmental health.

Seldom does one see a large group of studies about investment decisions with such a
uniform result: the key to core revitalization is the restoration of residence in the
core to increase commercial vitality and security. Obviously, my own residential cheice
represents a "boots on the ground" commitment to making the historic core of my city what
T believe it can become. When I work in Valladeolid, Spain, I live in its revitalized core
in part to remind myself of what Pocatello might be someday with proper political
leadership. '

After PDA has invested so many millions of dollars in downtown infrastructure, it would be
folly not to invest a further $500,000 in the development of residential apartments in the
historic Whitman and Yellowstone hotels because this latter investment will make all of
the earlier expenditure a success. For all of the talk about possible future
opportunities, which no one can guarantee, it is important to use the old conservative
principle that "a bird in the hand is worth two in the bush.”

There was one'part of Dale Bowden's impressive presentétion that I don't believe some PDA

. members fully grasped. He explained that Pocatello was the only place in the large region

between Boise and Cheyenne that could develop a sense of place on the basis of its
surviving historic core. 1In a highly competitive environment for new employers, it would
be a grave error to sacrifice the kind of visibility and distinctiveness that the Whitman~
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Yellowstone project could create for Pocatello and northern Bannock County. One need not
be interested in historic preservation to make the hard-headed business decision to grab
an opportunity to outshine all of those communities with which our development plan
competes., - )

(ﬁjMoreover, if you look at existing areas like the possible future Old Town, you will find
that they are particularly popular with those with high-paying jobs, which also makes them
desirable for the employers of such people. Increasingly, all towns the size of Pocatello
have the same big-box retail establishments, malls, and strip of franchised businesses.
Those with sufficient income want something additional that a vibrant historic area

provides.

One cannot think about 0ld Town development only on the basis of the existing businesses,
many of which are one-stop "destination"” stores. There is too much unused commercial and
open space that can be employed for other things. The more vibrant life and security
provided by residents attract other types of business for a different and richer mix of
what is available. Visit any of the U.S. examples of such areas (e.g., Denver's LoDo
district or St. Louis' Central West End), and you will quickly see what I mean.

Moreover, you must take into account the impact of a more vital core downtown on the
surrounding commercial and residential area. This would include the development of the
area along West Center Street west of Garfield and the projected office building complex
in the eastern part of the former "Black Triangle" neighborhood. I remember the -
Georgetown area of Washington, D.C., when it was a blighted neighborhood, and Pocatello's
smaller scale and higher level of physical condition make it more likely that we can
achieve similar results here in the western residential zone that folds around Old Town.

Finally, it is important to recognize the need for the type of housing that the Whitman-
Yellowstone project will provide. Job expansion in the current economy comes almost
entirely at the level of low-paying employment. For example, the new development of the
area between Yellowstone and the interstate, which has been so trumpeted of late, will
consist almost entirely of this type of employment, and a good bit of economically-
accessible housing will be destroyed in the process. Too many of those who work hard but
-~ have difficulty maintaining their families are forced to live in Pocatello in sub-standard
~housing and deserve attention to their needs. They are citizens of the city and county

too.

At its recent meeting, several PDA members discussed their "philosophies," which are not
real philosophies but biases or preferences in favor of suburban sprawl, with its
attendant expensive infrastructure extension and unattractive damage to northern Bannock
County's air and water, and against the core redevelopment for which the TIF originally
existed. Although it may serve as a useful political myth to justify the expansion of the
TIF district so that its funds could be used for these purposes, neither development along
I-15 nor the Cheyenne Corridor project will contribute significantly to the revitalization
of Pocatello's central areas. These projects will simply promote further sprawl in the
lower Portneuf Valley, to the joy of certain developers. If you really want to make sure
that the 0ld Town area is revitalized and the existing TIF expenditures have a significant
impact, you must provide the additional $500,000 for the Whitman-Yellowstone project
because it is the key to ultimate success. . : :

Thank you for reading such a long message.

Best wishes,
Jack

J. B. "Jack" Owens, Ph.D.
Professor of History & Guggenheim Fellow Idaho State University

153 South Johnson Avenue .
Pocatello, ID B83204-4229
233-8589




September 1, 2004

Dear Mayor, City Council, PDA Board,

In an effort to restrain the misuse of TIF programs yet encouraging development where it
is needed most in the impoverished and blighted areas: I propose to this city that has
abused the eligibility criteria, expanded boundaries, enlarged the TTF districts and
enterprise zones, and sirayed from the TIF original mission;

In a time of record budget deficits, we cannot afford development spending that is
straying from its mission. We have seen TIF’s help large corporations, profit private
developers & businesses, fund development in areas that are not blighted or
impoverished, and funding of projects that would have happened anyway due to growth.
Sixteen states have had to change legislation to curtail the abuses of cities & counties
concerning TIF dollars. This PDA and City Council has abused TIF funding for special
private developers, private companies, land acquisition & demolition by the city, public
improvement that should have been paid for by taxes out of the city’s water, sewer &
street budget, development for job transfer from one location to another, and more. I am
not here to point fingers at anyone, but to make you aware of the abuses nationwide and
in our great city. If we could focus on creating needed long-term good-paying jobs with
benefits before we put out any TIF dollars, our tax base and economy would start to turn
around.We are about to again be the highest taxed county in the state and that is not good.

We cannot tax ourselves into prosperity, TIF included.

I plan to work with the legislature to curtail the abuse of redevelopment agencies by
restricting when and how tax increment financing can be used and requiring that we, as
taxpayers, have a say as to where tax dollars are used. This will improve school district
budgets and other local taxing entities, plus put our city and state on a much more solid -
foundation for true future growth and prosperity.

_Sincerely,

Bart Armstrong




Areas blighted, deteriorated or underdeveloped
Created needed jobs (Growth in Employment)
Bonds and loans paid back from increased tax revenue
Loss of school district funds (too many TIFs)
Restrictions need to be in place
Limit duration of district and geographic area that may be designated
Type and amount of tax increment spending
Make annual financial reports on each district
No tax increment from development not stimulated by TIF
Restrict to manufacturing and related activities
Limit pooling of increments from muitiple districts
Limit to 5 to 8 % of captured tax capacity
Assist new business not existing
Poilution clean up only (no excavation, soit compact, grading, filling)
Rehabilitating blighted areas only
Smaller districts (individual projects) No pooling districts
No assistance for demolition & renovation of existing and site prep for new
facilities _
No park improvement, land acquisition, community centers, freeway
interchanges, bridges, water towers, waste treatment plants, private rental or
retail business
Before creation of district PDA must prove development or redevelopment
would not occur without TIF in foreseeable future “but for” the use of TIF “set
forth in writing the reasons and supporting factors behind the “but for®
City to file with Dept of Revenue TIF plans with objectives and activities
TiFs hurt school districts and courfjresidences - No benefiting from TIF
More comprehensive monitoring and oversight
New enforcement laws from State Auditor
o Pooling and spending in all districts
Types of TIF spending in all districts .
Restrictions on economic development districts
“But for’ requirement
Blight required for redevelopment area
Annual report
= Disclosure statement
= Financial reports
» | egislative attention

O 0O C O o0

Limited city improvements (No growth - No employment growth - No impact
on tax base) Only suck $ from tax base for city’s maintenance

No general public improvements or community projects

Benefits to local governments, taxpayers & development

Devoted to truly blighted areas not ones with substantial value

Produce enough tax revenue to meet debt service

No jobs transfer from one location to another location

Must be permanent and quality employment




September 1, 2004

Dear Mayor, City Council, PDA Board,

In an effort to restrain the misuse of TIF programs yet encouraging development where it
is needed most in the impoverished and blighted areas: I propose to this city that has
abused the eligibility criteria, expanded boundaries, enlarged the TIF districts and
enterprise zones, and strayed from the TIF original mission:

In a time of record budget deficits, we cannot afford development spending that is
straying from its mission. We have seen TIF’s help large corporations, profit private
developers & businesses, fund development in areas that are not blighted or
impoverished, and funding of projects that would have happened anyway due to growth.
Sixteen states have had to change legislation to curtail the abuses of cities & counties
concerning TIF dollars. This PDA and City Council has abused TIF funding for special
private developers, private companies, land acquisition & demolition by the city, public
improvement that should have been paid for by taxes out of the city’s water, sewer &
street budget, development for job transfer from one location to another, and more. I am
not here to point fingers at anyone, but to make you aware of the abuses nationwide and
in our great city. If we could focus on creating needed long-term good-paying jobs with
benefits before we put out any TIF dollars, our tax base and economy would start to turn
around.We are about to again be the highest taxed county in the state and that is not good.
We cannot tax ourselves into prosperity, TIF included.

I plan to work with the legislature to curtail the abuse of redevelopment agencies by
restricting when and how tax increment financing can be used and requiring that we, as
taxpayers, have a say as to where tax dollars are used. This will improve school district
budgets and other local taxing entities, plus put our city and state on a much more solid -
foundation for true future growth and prosperity.

Sincerely,

Bart Armstrong




W

Areas blighted, deteriorated or underdeveloped
Created needed jobs {(Growth in Employment)
Bonds and loans paid back from increased tax revenue
Loss of school district funds (too many TIFs)
Restrictions need to be in place
Limit duration of district and geographic area that may be designated
Type and amount of tax increment spending
Make annual financial reporis on each district
No tax increment from development not stimulated by TIF
Restrict to manufacturing and related activities
Limit pooling of increments from multiple districts
Limit to 5 to 8 % of captured tax capacity
Assist new business not existing
Pollution clean up only (no excavation, soil compact, grading, filling)
Rehabilitating blighted areas only
Smaller districts (individual projects) No pooling districts
No assistance for demolition & renovation of existing and site prep for new
facilities
No park improvement, land acquisition, community centers, freeway
interchanges, bridges, water towers, waste treatment plants, private rental or
retail business
Before creation of district PDA must prove development or redevelopment
would not occur without TIF in foreseeable future “but for” the use of TIF “set
forth in writing the reasons and supporting factors behind the “but for”
City to file with Dept of Revenue TIF plans with objectives and activities
TiFs hurt school districts and courfyresidences - No benefiting from TiF
More comprehensive monitoring and oversight
New enforcement laws from State Auditor
o Pooling and spending in all districts
o Types of TIF spending in all districts
Restrictions on economic development districts
“But for” requirement '
Blight required for redevelopment area
Annual report
= Disclosure statement
= Financial reports
= | egislative attention

C Q0 O 0O
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Auvgust 31, 2004

Pocatello Development A ubfharify
1651 Alvin Ricken Drive
Pocatello, ID 83201

Members of fhe_ Board:

Pocatello Neighborhood Housing Services has been involved
with the project to develop housing in the Whitman and
Yellowstone Hotels since last year. The PNHS Board of
Directors is supportive of the project because it promotes
neighborhood revitalization and creates guality affordable
housing. Our rehabilitation of the Eagles Building in 1999 was a
great success and this project holds the same promise for
positive community impact.

.Sl}rCerely,
Lmda Ellis

PNHS HomeOwnership Center Manager




POCATELLD
RENTAL

ALJHOUSING
eall ASSOCIATION

September 1, 2004

Pocatello Development Auﬂiority
City of Pocatello

Dear Board Members:

My name is Dave Packer, and I am the current President of the Pocatello Renta! Housing
Association. Iam writing in support of the proposed downtown renovation project of the
Whitman and Yellowstone Hotels. Although there may be some in our organization who
do not agree with this project, or the use of PDA funds, this is a project that needs to be

funded. )

We can, and have, put a lot of money into the downtown area in an effort to revitalize this
part of the city, but downtown will never revitalize until there is housing, and people
living there.

I would ask you to support this project, and fund it.

Thank you.

Dave Packer
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Eugene C. Thomas
John W. Barrert
R.B. Rock
Richard C. Fields
Robert E. Bakes

Moffart Thomas

Gerald T. Husch
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Roberr B. Burns
James C. Dale
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MOFFATT THOMAS BARRETT ROCK ¢~ FIELDS, CHTD.
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Lee Radford
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David §. Jensen
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David P. Gardner
Julian E. Gabicla

Dean Tranmer

City of Pocatello

P. O. Box 4169
Pocatello, ID 83205

Andrew J. Walderz
Shawno C. Nunley
Tyler J. Anderson

Morgan W. Richards, of counsel

Wilis C, Moffarr, 1907-1980
Kitk R. Helvie, 1956-2003

Boise
Pocalelln
Idaho Falls

412 West Center

Post Cffice Box 817
Pocatello, Idaho 83204-0817
208 233-2001

208 232-0150 Fax

420 Memorial Drive
Post Office Box 51505
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405
208 522-6700

208 522-5111 Fax

www, moffatt.com

Re:  Pocatello Development Authority Economic Development Loan (Prime Holdiugs,
Inc.)
Dear Dean:
L Brent Nichols has also reviewed the Consent, Assumption Agreement and Subordination
K Agreement of which I earlier sent you copies. With regard to the Subordination Agreement, he

suggested that we state expressly in Paragraph 3.1, the amount of the Bank of Idaho
construction loan as represented in the Economic Development Loan Agreement ($1,589.025).

I agree that improved the clarity of the Subordination Agreement and have revised that

Agreement accordingly. I enclose a copy.

Would you please confirm to me by note or phone that the matter of PDA’s consent to the sale
to Ralph Huntley & Son, Inc. (or nominee} and the above-referenced transaction documents are

on the agenda for the September meeting of the PDA Board.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

,.-"!,:'JD. James Manning
/
DIM/1E
Enclosure
cc: Brent R. Nichols (w/encl.}

RAATRANMER-LTR-080104.doc
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January 25, 2004

Blake Huntley, President
Raiph Huntley & Son, Inc.
Dilion, Montana

We have compiled the accompanying statements of assets, liabilities and stockholders'
equity - income tax basis of Raiph Huntley and Son, Inc. as of September 30, 2003 and -
2002 and the related statements of revenues and expenses - income tax basis, and
retained earnings - income tax basis for the years then ended and supplemental -
information contained on pages 8 & 9 for the year ended December 31, 2003 in
accordance with Sratements on Standards for Accounting and Review Services issued by the
American Institute of Certified Public Accountants. The financial statements have been
prepared on the accounting basis used by the Company for income tax purposes, which is
a comprehensive basis of accounting other than generally accepted accounting principles.

A compilation is limited to presenting in the form of financial statements information that is
the representation of management. We have not audited or reviewed the accompanying
financial statements and accordingly, do not express an opinion or any other form of

assurance on them.

Management has elected to omit substantially all disclosures ordinarily included in
financial statements prepared on the income tax basis of accounting. If the omitted
disclosures were included in the financial statements, they might influence the user's
conclusions about the company's assets, liabilities, equities, revenues and expenses.
Accordingly, these financial statements are not designed for those who are not informed of

such matters.

We are not independent with respect to Ralph Huntley & Son, Inc.

| OPACH & CARPARELLI, P.C.
Certified Public Accountants




'RALPH HUNTLEY AND SON, INC. "

STATEMENT OF ASSETS, LIABILITIES AND
STOCKHOLDERS' EQUITY - INCOME TAX BASIS

. SEPTEMBER 30,
(—\ (See Accountants' Compilation Report)
ASSETS
2003 2002
CURRENT ASSETS
Cash 62,624 403,507 -
Employee loans receivable 7,450 12,448
Note receivable - M. Malouf 240,000 0
Cattle inventory 14,400 0
Lease deposit 0 19,388
Total current assets 324 474 435,343
PROPERTY AND EQUIPMENT, at cost _
Buildings and improvements 1,273,131 1,692,674
Fences, ditches and dams 59,673 59,673
Machinery and equipment 441,190 425,319
Trucks, tractors and autos 552,522 552,522
2,326,516 2,730,188
( Less depreciation allowance 1,3_34,310 1,257,708
- 992,206 1,472,480
Land 828,869 852,762
Livestock breeding herd, net of depreciation 112,653 74,643
1,933,728 2,399,885
OTHER ASSETS
Related party loans receivable 15,288 7,509
Loan origination fee 2,000 - 2,500
Note receivable - M. Malouf 0 1,880,000
Investment, Co-op Supply, at cost 9,972 9,972
Deer Valley property 267,412 247,412
294 672 2,147,393
TOTAL ASSETS 2,552,874 4982 621
(L




RALPH HUNTLEY AND SON, INC.
STATEMENT OF ASSETS, LIABILITIES,
AND STOCKHOLDERS' EQUITY - INCOME TAX BASIS
SEPTEMBER 30,
(See Accountants' Compilation Report)

LIABILITIES AND STOCKHOLDERS' EQUITY

2003 2002
CURRENT LIABILITIES _ '
Payroll tax withholding payable (overpaid) - (578) (12)
Operating loans payable, Glacier Bank 918,107 750,000
Note payables, current portion 651,119 3,135,657
Deferred gain - IRS section 1031 exchange 485,383 0
Drought sales -deferred 0 69,660
Related party loans payable 0 2,221
Total current liabiiities 2,054,031 3,957,526
LONG TERM LIABILITIES
Notes payable, net of current portion 887,398 1,311,725
STOCKHOLDERS' EQUITY
Capital stock - 5,000 shares of $10 par authorized,
2,200 shares issued and outstanding at 9/30/03
and 9/30/02 26,950 26,950
Excess over par paid for capital stock 272,941 272,941
Retained earnings .344,058 445983
Treasury stock, at cost, 495 shares at 9/30/03
and at 9/30/02 (1,032,504) (1,032,504)
(388,555) (286,630)
4,982,621

TOTAL LIABILITIES AND STOCKHOLDERS' EQUITY 2,552 874




RALPH HUNTLEY AND SON, INC.
STATEMENT OF REVENUES AND EXPENSES-
INCOME TAX BASIS
FOR THE YEARS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30,

(\ ' (See Accountants' Gompilation Report)
2003 2002
REVENUES o
~ Livestock sales 1,131,413 1,271,990
Basis of livestock sold 164,379 0
' 967,034 1,271,990
Other income:
Gas tax refunds _ 2,401 2,129
Rent and lease income 136,650 134,702
Miscelianeous 40,137 - 5,316
Income tax refunds 10,054 3,935
Interest income 439 187,547
Patronage dividends 1,181 4,988
Net receipts 1,157,896 1,610,607
EXPENSES
(' Bank fees 310 2,836
Depreciation, livestock 84,300 46,297
Depreciation -buildings, equipment & autos 111,207 155,805
Dues and publications | 0 6,227
Feed 219,582 212,460
Fertilizer 8,196 0
Freight and hauling 40,321 32,604
Gas, oil and fuel - 24,279 21,097
Interest and finance charges 248,882 242,849
Inspection and registration of livestock 2,983 5,475
" Insurance 60,291 59,682
Labor 60,835 55,801
Leases and rent 80,794 2,309
Legal and accounting 68,919 29,583
Medical reimbursement plan 25,833 27,790
Mess 24,069 26,3886
Office expense 6,268 3,871
(Continued on next page)
K_/"




RALPH HUNTLEY AND SON, INC.

STATEMENT OF REVENUES AND EXPENSES-

INCOME TAX BASIS

FOR THE YEARS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30,
(See Accountants' Compilation Report)

EXPENSES (continued from previous page)
Public relations & contributions '
Repairs
Salaries and wages
Supplies, operating
Taxes and licenses
Travel
Utilities and telephone
Veterinary

Total disbursements
Net income (loss) from operations before other expense

Other income (expense)
Bad debt -Pachanga Group, LLC
Net gain (loss) on sale of assets
Deer Valley expenses

Net income (loss) before income taxes paid
income taxes paid
Net income (loss)

2003 2002
2,202 2112
52,813 101,722
85,914 75,854
20,286 16,326
64,236 121,021
29,392 34,169
30,456 27,217
41,710 16,231

1,394,168 1,326,224

(236,272) 284,383

0 (225,015)
134,398 (16,897)
0 (78,787)

134,398 (320,699)

(101,874) ~ (36,316)
(51)  (74,747)

(101,925) ~ (111,083)




KALPH HUNTLEY AND SON, INC.
STATEMENT OF RETAINED EARNINGS -
INCOME TAX BASIS
FOR THE YEARS ENDED SEPTEMBER 30,
(See Accountants' Compilation Report)’

RETAINED EARNINGS

2003 2002
Beginning baiance 445,983 557,046
Net income (loss) (101,925) (111,063)
Ending balance 344,068 445,983




RALPH HUNTLEY AND SON, INC.
SEPTEMBER 30, 2003
(See Accountants' Compilation Report)

(> |
\ SELECTED INFORMATION — SUBSTANTIALLY ALL DISCLOSURES REQUIRED
ON THE INCOME TAX BASIS OF ACCOUNTING OMITTED
NOTE A - NATURE OF OPERATIONS AND ACCOUNTING METHOD A
Ralph Huntley and Son, inc. operates cattle ranches in southwestern Montana
and owns commercial real estate in Montana, Arizona, Utah and Idaho. The
Corporation reports for financial and tax purposes on the cash method of
accounting. Accordingly, revenues and expenses are recognized when received
or paid.
NOTE B - NOTES PAYABLE, LONG TERM
Current Long Term
GMAC - Four notes for the purchase of 4 vehicles.
The notes are non-interest bearing and
require 36 payments of $2,872 per month.
One of the notes will be paid off October 2004
and the other three in December 2004. The _
notes are secured by the vehicles. 34,464 7,410
( First American Title/Ann Campbell
e This note carries a 6% interest rate
with interest only payments due monthly.
The principle is due April 2006. The _
note is secured by real estate in Arizona 80,000
'Barbara Huntley - This note bears interest at 7.66%,
requires monthly payments of $6,648 and is due
02/01/25. The note is secured by treasury stock
(483 shares) which will be cancelled when the
note is paid. 18,176 799,988
Glacier Bank - This note bears interest at a variable
rate (5.0% at 09/30/03) and is secured by real estate
in Dillon, MT. 1t is due Jan. 5, 2004, 598,479 0
| 651,119 887.398
Maturities of long-term debt over the next five fiscal years are:
2004 $ 651,119
2005 24,332
2006 98,264
(_ 2007 19,713
2008 21,278

Thereafter , 723,811 ' -7-




SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION
RALPH HUNTLEY AND SON, INC.

SEPTEMBER 30, 2003




BREEDING HERD

Purchased Bulls
Raised Bulis
Purchased Cows
Draught Sales -Cows
Replacement Heifers
" Raised Cows

Total Breeding Herd

INVENTORY

Heifer Calves

Steer Calves

Bull Calves
Total Inventory

TOTAL CATTLE

HORSES
Purchased

Raised
TOTAL HORSES

TOTAL LIVESTOCK

-ga

" RALPH HUNTLEY & SON, INC.
LIVESTOCK ACCOUNT RECONCILIATION
AS OF AND FOR THE YEAR ENDED SEPTEMBER 30, 2003

(See Accountants' Compilation Report)

BEGINNING DEPRE-
BALANCE PURCHASES SALES DEATHLOSS | RAISED | CIATION| ENDING BALANCE
NO. AMOUNT| NO. AMOUNT| NO. BASIS RECEIVED No. AMOUNT| NO. |[AMOUNT NO. AMOUNT
48 68,990 40 105,367 40 49175 27,683 55,816 48 69,366
80 10 70 0
0 187 176,931 127 115204 69,470 25,213 60 36,514
0 69,660 0 . 0
0 280 280 0
1,884 0 256 110,177 222 1,850 0
2,012 68,090 227 282,208 423 164,379 276,990 0 0 502 | 81029 2,308 105,860
910 51 7650 | 1,345 361,068 1,276 B92 7650
954 45 6,750 1874 493,364 1,866 991 6,750
1 1 0
1,664 0 86 14,400 | 3,219 0 854432 0 0] 37143 0] 1884 14400
3,876 68,990 323 296698 | 3642 164379 1,131,422 | 10 0 3645]| 81,029] 4192 120280
10 5,653 27 4391 1 0] 3,271 11 6,773
0 0
10 5653 2 4391 0 0 0 7 0 0| 3771 11 6,773
3,886 74,643 325 301,089 | 3642 164,379 1131422 11 0| 3645] 84300| 4,208 127,083 |




RALPH HUNTLEY AND SON, INC.

SEPTEMBER 30, 2003

(See Accountants’ Compilation Report)

DEPRECIABLE ASSETS AND ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION

DEPRECIABLE ASSETS
Buildings and improvements
Fences, ditches and corrals
Autos, trucks and tractors
Machinery and equipment

Total depreciable assets

ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION
Buildings and improvements
Fences, ditches and corrals
Autos, trucks and tractors
Machinery and equipment

Total accumulated depreciation

Book value

STOCK OWNERSHIP

NUMBER OF SHARES OUTSTANDING

Clayton L. Huntiey

Sheryl D. Cooley

Patricia G. Monaco

Blake W. Huntley

Susan L. Mulvaney

Robert Huntley

Tony Monaco

Brenda Huntley

Huntley-Monaco Limited Partnership

Net
Balance Addition Balance
2002 (Reduction) 2003
1,692,674 (419,543) 1,273,131
59,673 0 59,673
552,522 (111,332) 441,190
425,319 127,203 552,522
2,730,188 (403,672) 2,326,516
422,908 9,895 432,803
54,207 1,215 55,422
393,509 45,769 439,278
387,084 19,723 408,807
1,257,708 76,602 1,334,310
1,472,480 992,206
592
171
280
380
174
187
120
46
250
2,200




Pocatello Development Authority )

Cash Budget - 2004

Beginning Balance

SOURCES OF FUNDS
Kress District
MNewtown District
Al Ricken Drive District
Old Town District
North Main District
Roosevelt District

Central Corridor District

General Funds
Interest Income
TOTAL

CASH AVAILABLE

APPLICATION OF FUNDS

Kress District
MNewtown District

Al Ricken Drive District
Old Town District
North Main District
Roosevelt District
Central Corrider

No. Yellowstone District

General Funds
Bank Charges
TOTAL

ENDING BALANCE

Actual
January

$301,845.60

2,379.21
23,756.01
376,654.81
2,792.21
19,464.77
211,787.32
30,116.60
0.00
262,13
667,233.06

$969,078.66

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

3.262.06
0.00

3,262.06

$955,816.60

Actual
Febru:_:ry

$965,816.60

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0:00
264.17
28417

$966,080.77

237921
23,756.01
376,654.81
13,129.41
19,464.77
7.890.00
32,851.90
0.00
201.43
5.38
476,332,892

$489,747.85

Actual
March

$489,747.85

32,73
0.00
10,019.48
10,567.19
21,91057
0.00
27,212.51
0.00
28265
70,025.13

$559,772.98

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
1,376.20
95,68
0.00
33005
0.00

1,801.93

$557,971.05

Actual
April

$567,971.06

0.00
548.70
0.00
5,146.54
814.44
1,198.90
6,136.96
0.00
261.78
14,108.32

$572,079.37

0.00
0,00
0.00
0.00
0,00
0.00
95.88
0.00
3,248.07
0.00
3,343.95

$668,735,42

Actual
May

$568,735.42

0.00
0.00
0.00
1,424.96
0.00
0.00
832.45
4,128.98
27075
7,257.14

$575,992.56

0.00
549.70
10,019.48
15,713.73
22,725.01
0.00
33,373.47
0.00
148.80
0.00
82,530.19

-$493,462.37

Actual
June

$493,462.37

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
262.26
262,26

$493,724.63

Actual
July

$492,685.58

3,289.35
33,777.37
908,369.41
202,876.86
41,277.40
235,800.44
269,037.62
0.00

27125
1,694,699.70

$2,187,385.28

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
915.98
0.00
123.07

) 0.00
1,039.05

$492,685.58

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

6,935.00
0.00

148.58 -

7,016.26
0.80
14,099.84

$2,173,285.44

Actual Estimated
August September

-$2,173,285.44 $653,997.25

0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
308460 - 0,00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
1,143.24 0.00
0.00 000
27149 - 1,000.00
449933 . 1,000.00

$2,177,784.77 $654,997.25

3,322.08 0.00

33,777.37 0.00
908,369.41 0.00
204,301.82 0.00

41,277.40 0.00

62,538.74 0.00
269,870.07 0.00

244 .80 0.00
85.83 100.00

0.00 50,00
1,523,787.52 150.00

$653,997.25 $654,847.25

Estimated
October

$654,847.25

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
1,000.00
1,000.00

$655,847.25

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
10,500.00
0.00
3,225.00
50.00
13,775.00

$642,072.25

Estimated
November

$642,072.25

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0,00
0.00
0.00
0,00
1,000.00
1,000.00

$643,072.25

0.00
0,00
0.00
0.00
0,00
0.00
0.00
0.00
100.00
50.00
150.00

$642,922.25

Estimated
December

$642,922.25

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

$643,922.25

0.00

0,00

0.00

0.00

0,00
48,395.81

0.00

0.00
100.00
50.00
49,545.81

$504,376.44

Current
Estimate
2004

$301,845.60

$5,701.29
$58,083.08
$1,295,043.70,
$225,892,36
$83,467.18
$448,786.66
$334,479.38
$4,728.98
$6,166.48

$2,462,349.11

$2,764,194.71

$5,701.29
$58,083.08
$1,295,043.70
$233,144.96
$83,467.18
$128,135.75

$347,702.98

$393.38
$17,940.57
$205.38
$2,169,818.27

$594,376.44

Approved
2004

$301,845.60

$5,699.58
$58,071.57
$1,585,652.60
$238,809.95
$104,347.46
$448,759.81
$342,827.69
$0.00
$14,500.00
$2,798,668.66

$3,100,514.26 -

$5,699,58
$58,071.57
$1,585,652.60
$238,809.95
$104,347.46
$448,759,81
$364,027.69
$0.00
$13,700.00
$600.00

" $2,819,668.66

$280,845.60




DISTRICT ENDING BALANCES

August 31, 2004
~Bank Balance

General Fund
Discretionary Funds
Kress Project

Newtown District

Alvin Ricken District

Old Town District

North Main District
“Roosevelt District

Central Corridor District
North Yellowstone District

District Totals

39,099.28
115,911.14
- 0.00
0.00

0.00
3,084.60
0.00
370,046.72
126,248.89
-393.38

$653,997.25

$653,997.25
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POCATELLO DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

INCOME:

Old Town District:
Central Corridor District:
Interest Income:

EXPENSES:

Newtown District:

Alvin Ricken Drive District:
Old Town District:

North Main District:

Central Corridor District:
Kress District:

Roosevelt District:

No. Yellowstone District:
(General Funds:

August 2004

County tax revenue

22 114 11

$271.49

$33,777.37 (sent to Trustee)

$908,369.41 « <« «

$204,301.82 « « ¢

$41,277.40 “ o« «

$269,870.07 <« < ¢

$3,322.08 (payment to Carroll & Houston)
$39,023.74 (Pay Req. #2—to Kiggin’s Concrete)
$3,515.00 (RMES-—inv. #2004183 & 2004203)
$244.80 (legal notice)

$85.83—PDA lunch
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INVOICE

Budget Ramaining $11,635.00

CLIENT: City of Pocatelio DATE: 9/3/2004
ADDRESS: P.0O. Box 4168 J

CITY, STATE: Pocatelio, ID 83205-4189 INVOICE NO, 2004

' Altn; Tim Tingey ’/23-’3;/; y
PROJECT: Roosevalt - Alameda HOC" ;
CONTRACT NO: 21347 u’w‘i‘

) Progress Billing

INVOICE PERIOD; August 2 - September 3, 2004 Number: 10

WORK ACCOMPLISHED THIS PERIOD;

Horizontal and Vertical Caontrol for Improvements

Preiect Inspections

Administer Coniract

Progress Meetings

Inspections

CONTRACT SERVICE EEE QTY COST

Control $1,100.00 1 $1,100.00
Project inspections S500.00 1 $500.00
Administration $1C0.00 1 $100.00
Meetings 5100.00 1 £100.00
Inspections $100.00 1 $100.00
RIRECT AND REIMBURSABLE COSTS

Total Amount Due This Invoice

I RSt R G TR IR e Db M T 2L P L T e S b e = T A O T T R B e e 2 T T, T W RUEATIT TR "'.'!';’ZZ b b
PROJECT BUDGET SUMMARY - \2

Confract Amount £33.950.00 . \ v
Contract Changes $0.0 I P Yy
Total Inveiced Praviausly $20,415.00 N

Total invoiced This Perfed $1,900.00 @W‘P :
Total Invoiced To Date $22.315.00 . ,’&D@
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Billing Summary-Contract # 3
oo e e T S i e
Dollar Valus)  Involes Inwoice Invales Invalca lnvoica Inyaice Invoica
Toak Deatsipion of ltem 06388 55424 Bad2 03485 faton 9614 29848
2D .Daslgn Reviews . o $500 | $250
LE_ Projact Bldding e ) N 7
2E1 | Creats Bulding Documents _§24007T $3do0 N
2._E_.2AH - Advaruumnnl: (1] N 5350 $350 _ =
2E3_ 1 Pro-Bid Masting e 3250 3250 . s
2E4 Bid Addands and Cnordu'luum e 3550 #1806 ]
2E4 Pl Suminedies and Amard S0y $300 -
M - — X
______ Pm]m:l Poicaninge _ e B
2ER | {CostFor 4X Bid Process 15, i B Y i N 100" 2o
" 3.0{Conntriction Sarvicer o T IR I D S I
2.4 . cantmctarahiAmMs ‘:- RS o i - I U P
.. Raview Contracls, Shop Drawm . $350 350 i I R
Ruovhra Cantisct Schedudas ant Sequermnﬂ IE— . T N
Publn: Intormaton_ o $159 T50 I
9ER__ tCoak For 4X B Process (5] ‘—— $2,650 - o
3.8 (Comauuction Steking o _ L N S S T R o
R8T _...Hodzonla and Veticat Conir for Imp w 55100 300 2200 1750 200 “11o0 i $7,065 $2,038
3(: . ‘Cnns!ml:!!on rn:pacllmmdﬂmlglmmt I N S e —— PR S
3.0 ;A Partam Projac Inspactiars (2) ] 35,500 650 300 1600 . o 500 500 $3,750 1,760
JCTZ . Admlnmm  Contudd (pay req., d\annaordern) 51 200 100 __ 200 300 . 0 e IR oo} __5300
i C; a’ 1 Progress moor.lnqs and prepare press. votsnzas ~ 51 000 106 2006 100} L oo .. %700 ____ 300
3. C 4 1 Flnsl Inspadlnn Pum‘)\ Liat and Ch.-.eoul . o $9_5(} 400 e 00 . $580
i - SN NN S SR S
i R B LS R I I U N e -
__Summarize Contractor Nataiions i $1.383 400 R R A
Summaitzo inspection Motas 41,080 500 100
_| Wapranty inapections R o
i _Onu Year Inspection o N
e GonlrnclotCourdlnm.\m R $500 | N o
 _ _IProjact Pomnnlnu. I . I N o ;
l o3 rf— A =] — ] e B . v e - . - . R N L e
[ToTAL Mkl HEHS L I S I S A X i) | $2485 $3,700 $1.000 $1.200 $1,500 12,045 $1,000 $22315 §11.6357
- L
Hocky Mouninin Endinaesing and Swveying RogsaveH Alamerta Projact Potalsllo,ir )
C

)
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ROOSEVELT DISTRICT

ACTIVITY STATEMENT
CONTRACT WITH ROCKY MOUNTAIN ENGINEERING
PHASE THREE
DATE DESCRIPTION PAYMENT TOTAL PROJECT
' PAYMENTS BALANCE
3/19/2003 |Total Motion Amount $33,950.00
4/16/2003  |Inv. #98388 (ck#1365) 3,700.00 $3,700.00 $30,250.00
5/20/2003  |inv. #98424 (ck #1371) 1,900.00 $5,600.00 $28,350.00
6/18/2003 |Inv. #98442 (ck #1373) 2,950.00 $8,550.00 $25,400.00
7/16/2003  |Inv, #98485 (ck #1380) 2,450.00 $11,000.00 $22,950.00
9/17/2003  |[Inv. #98510 (ck #1392) 3,700.00 $14,700.00 $19,250.00
2/18/2004  ilnv. #98614 (ck #1422) 1,000.00 $15,700.00 $18,250.00
3M7/2004  |Inv. #98646 (ck #1429) 1,200.00 $16,900.00 $17,050.00
8/18/2004  |Inv. #2004183 (ck #1449) 1,500.00 $18,400.00 $15,550.00
8/18/2004 {Inv. #2004203 (ck #1449) 2,015.00 $20,415.00 $13,535.00
9/15/2004 lnv. #2004228 (ck #1458) 1,900.00 $22,315.00 $11,635.00
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KIGGIN'S CONSTRUCTION
Neighborhood Contract

DATE DESCRIPTION AMOUNT BALANCE
"6/1/2004 Contract Award $244.,050.00
7/21/2004 Pay Request #1 . 6,935.00 $237,115.00
7/31/2004 Change Order 1-4, 6 4.416.25 $241,531.25
8/18/2004 Pay Request #2 59,023.74 $182,507.51

9/15/2004 Pay Request #3 101,431.02 $81,076.49




A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF IDAHO

Pocatello, Idaho 83205 HARRY NEUHARDT
(208) 234-6163 EVA JOHNSON NYE
Fax: (208) 234-6297 RICHARD STALLINGS
www.pocatello.us BRIAN T. UNDERWOOD

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR ROGER W. CHASE Pocatello City Council:
911 North 7th Avenue Mayor RON FRASURE
R l II P.O. Box 4169 _ GARY MOORE
. 4

September 8, 2004

Idaho Housing and Finance Association
P.O. Box 7899

565 West Myrttle Street

Boise, Idaho 83701-7899

I am pleased to announce that the Pocatello Developmental Authority voted to allocate
developmental funds in the amount of $513,000.00 to the renovation projects for the Whitman
and Yellowstone Hotels. The City of Pocatello strongly supports the actions of the Pocatello
Developmental Authority.

The project as presented to the Pocatello Developmental Authority meets the goals and
objectives of the City of Pocatello Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community Development
by addressing the need for permanent affordable housing of adequate quality and safety for low
to moderate income occupants. This project is extremely important to the revitalization efforts in
central areas of our City.

The downtown area will be greatly enhanced with the renovations of the Whitman and
Yellowstone Hotels. This reinvestment will compliment existing and future projects in the

downtown area.

Once again, let me state the City’s support of this important project.

Sincerel/% '
. Chase

Roger
Mayor

Rew

ce: uncil members
. /Pocatello Developmental Authority

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY / AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER
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Rocky Mountain Engineering & Surveying
September 8, 2004 - 155 South 2nd Avenue e Pocatello, ID 83201

Voice: (208) 234-0110 e Fax: (208) 234-0117 ¢ email: rme@rmes.biz

City of Pocatello

Attn: Cac Tumner, P.E.
Public Works Engineer
P.O. Box 4169
Pocatello, 1D 83205-4169

RE: Roosevelt-Alameda Pay Request Analysis
Phase 3-Pay Request #3

Dear Mr. Turner:

We have completed our analysis of the 3rd Pay Request on Phase 3 of the Roosevelt
Alameda Neighborhood Improvement Project. We recommend a payment of
$116,280.16 be made to Kiggins Concrete which reflects a 5% retainage. This is the
total amount due through August 31, 2004.

Attached is an invoice from Kiggins Concrete. The amount requested by their invoice is
- $101,431.02. The difference between our recommendation and their invoice lies largely
in the amount requested for sidewalk and asphalt restoration. On Friday, September
03, our crew walked through the entire project to measure the quantities thus far in the
project. Our recommendation reflects the results of that walk through.

Work Change Orders 1-9 are reflected in the quantities or listed on the progress report
spreadsheet.

The project is close to being complete. There are a few stretches of sidewalk that still
need to be placed along with the restoration items. The final completion date is
September 18, 2004.

If you have any questions or reduiré additional information please let us know.

Sincefely,

<

itchell Greer, P.E.
'RMES

Attachments: Payment Progress Report, Application for Pa
Kiggins Concrete.

“Solutions by Besign™

Civil & Environmental & Transportation & Planning & Land Development e Municipal ¢ Surveying
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ROOSEVELT-ALAMEDA NEIGHBORHOOD IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
PHASE 3

Conlrastor: Kiggins Concrate

Last Updated: September B, 2004 By: Rob

1-Jui-04

1-Sep-04 | 1-0ct-04

Misc. Removal of Obsiructions LS, 1,800.00 - :
Removal of Curk and Guiter L.F. 180 3,00 450.00 - 226,00 '
Removal of Concrete S.F, 5000 0.76 3,750.00 - B50,00

Ramoval of 8'-24" Dia, Trag EA. 14 275.00 3,850.00 1,850.00 §50.00 1,8560,00

Removal of free {Larger thap 24% EA 10 500,00 6,000.00 1,000.00 2,500.00 1,500.00

SRW Retalning Wvall SF, 100 20,00 O - 2,000.00

SURFACE:REPAIR E

Misec. Burface Restarafion 486000 | § 900,00 2,250,00 1,700,600

Asgphait Restoratlon [ 55.368.00 | & - 4,600.00 37,813.15 12,754.85 :
Qravel Rastoration 1800 Kif) .600.00 | % - - 960.45 £39.56 :
Sod Restoration 14852 065 86640018 3,082.29 8,591.71 i
CONCRETE:CONSTRUCTION: SR

Gura and Gutter (Type Unspacliied) 64,400.00 | % 22,095.25 38,108.40 4,196,385

4'Conarete Vallay Guliar 10,000.00 | $ - - 4,400,00 £,800,00

Cancrste Sidewalk 68,846.25 - 20,085.00 21,12 27,638.87

MISC CONSTRUCTION: 55 cfes

Irigation System Repalrs LF,

Fenca Repalr

1,000.00

: MISC/ITEME i W s
1103 |Traflic Control L. 1 4,008,00 4000.00 | § 400,00 3,000.00 600,00
2010 _IMobllizetion LB, 1 8,500.00 8,500,.00 | § 4,250,00 4,250,00 -
2020 |Tres Installafion E.A. 12 408.00 4,800.00 ] § - - £00.00 4,000,00

2050 [Towing CA, 1 500.00 500.00 1 % - . - 500,00 0%
Large Trea Removal (Exira) EA, 5 00.00 B00.00 1 % - - 500,00 100,00 83%
CO#5 |Reprep Curb and Guter L5, 420.00 420,00 | § - - 420,50 - 100%
CO#7_|Raprep Curb and Gulter, Removal of Gang, LS. 1.326.00 326.00 | § - - 1,326,00 - 100%
CO#8 [Move Tree, Place Decorative Curb, R.W. L.8, 2,325,00 232600 | § - - 2,32500 - 100%
* Gancrete CRange frem S. V. To Approach S.F. 1025 1,00 026.00 | § - 1,025,00 — - 100%
Total 5 261,284,256 § 7,300.00 62,130.25 122,40017 $ - $9,432.83 2%

5% Retainage $ 365.00 3,106.61 6,120.01 % - :
Recommended Payment $ §,936.00 59,023.74 116,280.16 % -

"Work Changa Orders 1 through § ara reflectad In the quantities where applicable, The amounts that
can't be reflected in the quanilties are listad separately.

RIRME200f\AlamedatPhags 3 documentsipay requests\Pay Request #3\Payment Progress Report(8-5-04).xis
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- Less 5% Retainage

APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT

ROOSEVELT-ALAMEDA NEIGHBORHOOD ROW IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

PHASE 3
Monthly Estimate No. 3 Job No. 21347

Amount

Contract Amount $244 050.00

Amount of Approved Exira Work (CHANGE ORDERS 14, 6)...... $17,214.25

Total Contract $261,264.25

Total Eamed through _  8/31/2004 $191,830.42
$9,591.52

Net Amount Due $182,238.90

Advance for Materials delivered to Job Site $0.00

Less Previous Payment $65,958.74

Balance Due this Payment $116,280.16

| certify that the estimates contained in this Monthly Estimate represent the true and
correct amount of work performed or materials supplied for the period indicated.

DATE%% 7 % ROCKY MOUNTAIN ENGINEERING & SURVEYING
BY: WQM

(Mitc ell Greer)

[ have examined this Monthly Estimate and concuy’in thé certrﬁc;am ineer)

City of Pocailelio
Roosevelt Alameda Nighborhood Improvement Project

Pocatelio, ID

R:ARMEW2001\Alameda\Phase 3 documentsipay requests\Pay Req'uest #3\Application for Pay#zk (8-5-04).xls




Roosevelt - Alameda Neighborhood Phase 3
Schedule of Values

reriod Htart Dare:

O REES, B5 5. 2nd Awx. Jecytefle, 14 83201

Phose: 208-234-01%0

Fex: 208-234-0151

S/AFOAM  rerda Tha Lave-

Progress Payment #3 (8/04/04)

OF J1 7 AN

FRUM: ELOOANDS LUNCRE 1T, 301V AWY Ju w, rUCATELLU, LU 832U, (LUB} £33-YIDD

Item _577 Description Complete I% Complera Remaining tract
SITE Pagr 0.00§ 0.0%] 0.00} 0.00} .

3 1 [Misc. Removal of Obstrucyions 100000}  100.0% 000 1000.00]
z 15 [Remevd of Curb ond Guttar 430001  1000% 000} 45000
3 5000 fhemevot of Concrete 281250]  750%]  93750] 375000
4 7 [Romoval of 67-24" Dia.Tres 192500]  100.0% 0.00} 192500
5 2 |Removal of Trez (Larger than 24°) 100000]  100.0% 000 500000
6 100 |sAw Rataining Woll 2000.00 100.0% 000] 200000
|sunt act RepaIRS 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0.00

7 | [Misc. Surfoce Repoirs 315000]  709% 1350.00] 4300.00
8 1500  [(6ravel) Resterction 112500  750% 375.00| - 1500.00
9 34000 [{Asphalt) Resrocation 3264000 60.0%] 2176000 5440000
10 15000 |Sod Rasteration 321750 330%] 653250] 97%0.00]
JCONCRETE CONSTRUCTION 0.00 0.0% 0.00} 0,00}

1] 5600 [Curb and Gurter (Type Unspecified) 61180.00 950%|  3220.00] 64400.00}
12 400 |4 Concrewe Volley Gutver 2000,00 25.0% 00000  6000.00
1n 24500 JConcrete (5.W Handicop Ramp & Approach) 33687.50| 500%] 3368750 67373.00]
14 MISC. CONSTRUCTION 0.00} 00% 0.00 0.00
13 300 [xrrigation System Repoirs 75000f  50.0% 750.00] 150000
16 " 1100 |Fence Rapair 137500]  250%{ 4123001 5500.00f
, Miae. Trama 000]  00% 0.00] 0.00{

17 1 |Troffic Contral 400000]  1000% 0,00] 400000}
T} 1 |Meblization 850000] 1000%] =~ 000 8500.00|
19 10 [Tres Lnatafiation 80000  200% 2200,00| - 400000
20 1 [Towing 125,00 25.0% 37500  500.00]
21 €03 |[Chonge Order 3 2966.25 1000% 000] 296625
22 04 [chonge Order 4 0.00 1000% ¢.00 000
z3 €08 [Chonge Order S 342000f  1000% 000] 342000
24 0& |chonge Orger s 145000} 1000% 000] 1450.00]
) €07 |[Chongo Ordar 7 1326.00]  1000% 0.00] 1326.00}
26 08 |Chonge Deder 8 530000 1000% 0.00] 530000
27 €059 {Change Grear 9 0.00 0o0x] 276200 275200
FOTALE... . ooooresiooovee o eienrn 2 | 17619975 67.4%|  86064.50]| 261264.25

Original Contract Ameunt 244080.00

Approved Changs Orders/ PLUS EXTRA'S 1721428

Adjsted Cantroct Amesmt 20130428

Valus of Werk Complsted to Date/or Material @ Site 17619979

Vahug of Changs Ordara Compicted te Dats a.00

Total to Date (% Compiats) 67 4% 176199.73

Less Ameurt fictoined (TL) eop. 9y

Total Less Retninage 167389.76

Lass Previous Paymants 003,74

Balance to Finish, Incheding Retalnage 93474 49

I Amount Dus this Request 101431 62}

[Amount Retainage Dus 9.00

Q.
103491 .

_ on amdount Dus
i
- Votel Amount Due




KIGGIN'S CONSTRUCTION
Neighborhood Contract

DATE DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
6/1/2004 Contract Award
7/21/2004 Pay Request #1 6,935.00
7/31/2004 Change Order 14, 6 4.416.25
8/18/2004 Pay Request #2 59,023.74
9/15/2004 Pay Request #3 101,431.02

BALANCE

$244,050.00
$237,115.00
$241,531.25
$178,091.26
$140,100.23
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Wells Fargo Bank
MAC U1859-031
999 Main Street, 3™ Floor

POCATELLO DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

REVENUE ALLOCATION (TAX INCREMENT) BONDS, 2000 SERIES A

REQUISITION PURSUANT TO BOND ORDINANCE

Boise, Idaho 83702
Atin: Corporate Trust Services

The undersigned, who is authorized to make such request under Section 11 of the Bond
Ordinance, dated as of July 27, 2000, between First Securtty Bank, N.A. (“Trustee”) and the
Pocatello Development Authority (the “Agency”™), hereby requests the above Trustee as follows:

L.

2,

La

Requisition Number: E-64
Payment 1s due to: City of Pocatello
The amount to be disbursed is: $582,520.71

The funds are being disbursed from the Revenue Allocation Fund per Section 9 of the
Ordinance for repairs, additionis or improvements to the Project or for any new project
in the Revenue Allocation Area. An amount equal to the aggregate of the next payment
of principal and interest for all the outstanding bonds remain in the Revenue Allocation

Fund after this disbursement.

All of this requested payment is for the items on the attached Schedule, which are costs
of the Project. These costs have not been previously paid from the Revenue Allocation

Fund or Construction Fund.

Attachments: See Attached Schedule of Costs to Réquisition

DATED: October 20, 2004

POCATELLO DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

Authorized Representative

CITY OF POCATELLO

Authorized Representative

Terms used herein shall be as defined in the Bond Ordinance.




SCHEDULE OF COSTS TO REQUISI

" CERTIFICATE NO. E-64 T@ @P Y

( A Description of Costs Pavee and Location Amount
' Downtown Reinvestment City of Pocatello 582,520.71
Project—Pay request #4 P. 0. Box 4169 ' '

Pocatello, TD 83205-4169

Attn: Finance Dept.

INVOICE TOTAL  $582,520.71 3&’
N

The above are to be paid upon receipt by Trustee of an invoice therefor.




PUBLIC WORK.S DEPARTMENT _ GREG LANNING, DIRECTOR

911 North 7" Avenue ' ' (208) 234-6189
P.0. Box 4169 FAX (208) 234-6151

Pocatello, ID 83205-4169

MEMORANDUM

TO: Chairman Neuhardt and Members of the PDA Board
FROM: Greg Lanning, Director of Public Works
DATE: October 12, 2004

SUBJECT: Downtown Reinvestment
City Reimbursement — Pay Request #4

Please find attached Pay Request #4 as prepared, reviewed and recommended for payment to
BECO Construction Company, Inc., by JUB Engineers. The City has paid the contractor and
seeks reimbursement from PDA in the amount of $582,520.71.

‘We have prepared and attached a spreadsheet detailing the cost of reimbursement in which the
City contributes 20% and PDA the balance. Please note this total cost reimbursement
spreadsheet includes engineering fees and other miscellaneous expenses to the project.

The Phase I Downtown Reinvestment Project is expected to be “substantially complete’ October
15, with more minor “punch list” items being completed over the next two weeks, Over
$800,000 remains to be paid on this coniract and represents sufficient funds to cover anticipated

change orders and potential liquidated damages.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY/AF FIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER




CITY OF POCATELLO

DOWNTOWN REINVESTMENT PROJECT

PAYMENT REQUEST NO.: 4
For the period ending: 21-Sep-04
Contract/ This Total Costs 20% 80% Previously Amount
Bid Amount Invoice To Date City PDA Billed/Paid Due
By PDA From PDA

POCATELLO DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
a. Engineering costs .

J-U-B Engineers - Phase | $436,490.00 $0.00| $421,243.03] $84,24861| $336,094.42] %421 243.03] -584,248.61

J-U-B Engineers - High School Gym $49,703.00 $0.00 $29,821.80 $5,964.36 $23,857.44] $29.821.80 -$5,964.36
TOTAL PDA EXPENSES $0.00 $451,064.83] $90,212.97 $360,851.86| $451,064.83 -590,212.97| -$90,212.97
CITY OF POCATELLO EXPENSES
a. Postage $0.00 $182.00 $36.40 $145.80 $145.60 $0.00
b. Printing $0.00 $435.10 $87.02 $348.08 $348.08 $0.00
c. Travel $0.00 $719.26 $143.85 $575.41 $575.41 $0.00
d. Trees $0.00 $12,241.50 $2,448.30 $9,793.20 $9,793.20 $0.00
e. Misc $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
f. Construction Costs _

Beco Construction Co Inc - Phase | $2,696,976.10 $728,150.88| $1,892,873.53 $378,574.71| $1,514,298.82 $841,565.15| $672,733.67
TOTAL CITY EXPENSES $728,150.88| $1,906,451.39 $381,290.28( $1,525,161.11 $852 427.44| $672,733.67 $672,733.67

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE FROM PDA (REQUEST #4) | $582,520.71]

»



RECOMMENDATION OF PAYMENT

NO.: FOUR {4

PROJECT:
City of Pocatello - Downtown Reinvestment Project - Phase |
ENGINEER'S PROJ NO.: 58122
CONTRACTOR:
BECO CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC,
ADDRESS:
P.O. Box 1768, idaho Fails, Idaho 83403
APPLICATION DATE: CONTRACT DATE:

22-8ep-04 7-Jun-04
FOR PERICD ENDING: APPLICATION AMOUNT:

21-Sep-04 $728,150.88

TO: CITY OF POCATELLO DATE 9/5" 9/ ¥
Cwner CT7 7~CCO! ~S00
005

Attached hereto is the CONTRACTORs Application for Payment for the work accompﬁshédAunder -

the Contract through the date indicated above. The Appiication meets the requiremerts of the 2/AMT ECL@ Oflp
Contract Documents and includes the CONTRACTOR!'s Certificate stating that all previous paytgm'i' Formr— e

to him under the Contract have been applied by him to discharge in full a1l of his abligations in 7&? 8 I 5 O 8 S
cannection with the Work covered by afl previcus Applications of Payment. T INV. AMT. §. ’ :
In accordance with the Contract the undersigned recommends payment to the CONTRACTOR :

of the amount due as shown below. . APPR, BY.
LUEENC / SEQ. NO.
By: ¢ 2
Dat: — 9-29 —&75 i ]
STATEMENT OF WORK

ORIG. CONTRACT PRICE $2,696,976.10 WORK TO DATE $1,982,4898.45
NET CHANGE ORDERS | $0.00 AMOUNT RETAINED $98,624.93
CURRENT éONTR. PRICE $2,696.876.10 SUBTOTAL $1,892,873.52
BALANCE OF CONTRACT $704,477.68 PREVIOUS PAYMENTS _ $1,164.722.64
PERCENT COMPLETE 74% AMOUNT DUE $728,150.88
OWNER ACCEPTANCE:

Accepted
Z

BY: [ oy Sppones paTE: /o[ 04
"VV/ / !

Original {days} 90 Calendar Days to Substantial Completion

Days Used 105 Catendar Days
Revised :0: Days On Schedule NO (See Attached) Starting Date _.lune 9, 2004

Projected Completion September 6, 2004

( Substantial Completion)

Remaining -15 Calendar Days

Estimated Liquidated Damages, to Date - $398,650

BECO-ROP4 xls
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NUMBER :

FOUR (4)

1
\ !
e

PAGE 1 OjPAGES )

("\
CONTRACTOL _ BECO CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC.

TO:

I

CITY OF POCATELLO

CONTRACT FOR:  DOWNTOWN REINVESTMENT PROJECT, PHASE 1

FOR WORK ACCOMPLISHED COVERING PERIOD THROUGH —~ SEPTEMIBER 21, 2004
ITEM PAY REQUEST #4 PREV. COMPLETED TOTAL WORK

i ' o E— DESCRIPTI ‘ Ut ‘ H IT _PRICE || BUAN i A .
202.4.1.A.1 |Excavation - 10,250 CY $ 14,75 6230 oo $91 892.50 | 4020. oo $59,295.00 ] 10250, oo ‘ $_-151,1a7.50"'
202.4.1.A,1 Unsuitable Material Excavation 1,230 ¢y |¢ 40.00 130.00{  $5,200.00 130,00 . $5.200.00
207.4.1.A.1 {Removal of Obstructions 11 LS [$ 58,000.00 0.35) $20,300.00 0.65| $37,700.00 1.00| :$58,000.00
207.4.1.8.1 |Rem of Concrete Sidewalks and Driveways 5490 sy |$ 9.50 3132.00f $29,754.00 § 2462.00| $23,389.00 5594.00]  $53,143.00
207.4.1.C.1 [Rem of Aband Storm, Sanitary, &Waterlines 1,000 LF |$ 2.60 409.00| $1,063.40| 1623.00] $4.219.80 2032.00 $5,283.20
207.4.1.D.1 {Rem of Asphalt Pavement 13,4201 sy |3 4,20 2726.00| $11,449.20 || 10238.00| $42,999.60 || 12964.00]  $54 448.80
207.4.1.E,3 |Rem of Street Lights and Poles 771 EA [$  137.00 -15.00|  ($2,055.00)  77.00| $10,549.00 62.00| ° $8,494.00
302.4.1,A.1 |Rock Excavation 600l CY |$  126.00 85.55| $10,779.30| 52245 $65,828.70 608.00] .$76,608.00
305.4.1.A.1 [Pipe Bedding for 6” thru 12" Diam Pipe 2,352 LF ¢ 3.00 275.00 $825.00 || 2053.00] $6,159.00 2328.00] ~ $6,084.00
305.4.1,A.1 |Pipe Bedding for 18" Diameter Pipe 2,098 LF | 3.00 343.00]  $1,029.00 1762.00] $5,286.00 2105.00{ - $6,315.00
305.4.1.A.1 [Pipe Bedding for 24” Diameter Pipe 1,890 LF |$ 4,00 -82.00] - ($328.00) 1887.00] $7,548.00 1805.00 $7,220.00
401.4.1.A.1 |Water Main Pipe-6” DI Thick. Cl 350 Pipe 200 LF [¢ 38.00 9.00 $342.00 9.00 $342.00
401.4.1.A,1 |Water Main Pipe - 8” DI Thick. C[ 350 Pipe 208] LF |$ 63.00 -40.00{ ($2,520.00)f 250.00| $15,750.00 210.00] $13,230.00
401.4,1.A.1 |Water Main Pipe - 12" DI Thick Tl 350 Pipe 750 LF [$ 53.00 -20.50]  ($1,086.50) 778.50| $41,260.50 758.00]  $40,174.00
401.4.1.A.1 |Water Main Pipe - 14” DI Thick Cl 350 Pipe 58] LF [$ 126,00 32.00] $4,032.00 20.00(  $2,520.00 52,00 $6,552.00
401.4.1.A.1 |Water Main Pipe - 18" DI Thick C[ 350 Pipe 2,052 LF |§ 70.00 296.00 $20,720.00 § 1762.00| $123,340.00 2058.00] $144,080.00
401.4.1.B.1 |Wtr Main Fitting-Sz 6" Btind Flange DI AWWA C110 2| EA |S 63.00 2.00 $126.00 2.00] $126.00
401.4.1.B.1 |Water Main Fitting - Size 6” Coupler, DI AWWA C110 2| EA [$  105.00 1.00 $105.00 1.00 $105.00 2.00 $210.00
401.4.1,B.1 [Water Main Fitting - Size 6"x6” Tee, DI AWWA C110 2| EA IS 21000 1.00 $210.00 1.00 $210.00
401.4.1.B.1 |Wtr Main Fitting-Size 8" Blind Flange DI AWWA C110 4 EA |$ 79.00 3.00 $237.00 3.00 $237.00
401.4.1.8,1 |Water Main Fitting - Size 8” Coupler, DT AWWA €110 1| EA |$  136.00 1.00 $136.00 1.00 $136.00
401.4.1,B.1 |Water Main Fitting - Size 8"x6" Tee, DI AWWA C110 1 EA |$  210.00 1.00 $210.00 1.00 $210.00
401.4,1.8.1 |Water Main Fitting - Size 8"x8" Tee, DI AWWA C110 3] EA |§$  273.00 3.00 $819.00 3.00 $818.00
401.4.1.8.1 [Wtr Main FittingSize12"90degr ElbowDl AWWA C110 11 EA | 400,00 1.00 $400.00 1.00 $400.00
401.4.1.B.1 |Wtr Main FittingSize 12" Blind Flange DI AWWA CT10 5 EA |$  137.00 -1.00 ($137.00) 6.00 $822.00 5.00 $685.00
401.4.1.B.1 [Wtr Main Fitting - Size 12” Coupler, DI AWWA C110 2] EA |$  190.00 -2.00 {$380.00) 4.00 $760.00 2.00 $380.00
401.4.1.B.1 |Wtr Main Fitting-Size 12"x12" Tee, DI AWWA C110 4 EA {$  504.00 4.00 $2,016.00 4.00 $2 016.00
401.4.1.B.1 |Wtr Main Fitting-Size 12"x16" Tee, D] AWWA C110 1| EA |$ 1,470.00

401.4.1.8.1 {Wtr Main Fitting-Size12"x4"Reducer DI AWWA €110 1 EA |$ 190.00 1.00 $190.00 1.00 ‘ $190.00
401.4,1.B.1 |Wtr Main Fitting-Size 12"x8" Tee, Dl AWWA C110 11 EA 5 346.00 1.00 $346.00 1.00 $346.00
401.4.1,B.1 [Wtr Main Fitting-Size14” Blind Flange DI AWWACTT0 2| EA |§ 242,00 1.00 $242.00 1.00 $242.00 2.00 $484.00




[l SAC THRPY Ulijg{ﬂ\:ll;ﬂ

ITEM C Y PAY REQUEST #4 PREV. COMPLETED TOV. _NORK -

NO. - DESCRIPTION QUAN. | UNIT | UNITPRICE | QUAN. | UNIT BRICE || QUAN. | UNITPRICE | QUAN. | UNIT PRICE
401.4.1.B,1 [Wtr Main Fitng-Size14”RomacCouplerDl AWWAC110 3} EA |§  368.00 1.00 $368.00 2.00 $736.00 ool $1,104.00
401.4.1.B,1 |Water Main Fitting-Size 14"x14™ Tee DI AWWA C110 3] EA |$ 1,050.00 1.00]  $1,050.00 1.00 $1,050.00 2.00]  $2,100.00
401.4.1,B.1 |Wtr Main Fitting-Size 18”Blind Flange DI AWWACT10 2| EA [$  410.00 1.00 $410.00 1.00 $410.00 2.00 $820.00
401.4.1.B.1 Wtr Main Ftng-Size18"t012” Reducer Df AWWACT10 1| EA |§ 1,785.00 1.00 $1,785.00 1.00 $1,785.00
401.4.1.8.1 [ Wer Nain Fitting Size T6"x12" Crass BT AWWA c110 2] EA |$ 2,205.00 ‘ 2.00 $4,410.00 2.00 $4,410.00
401.4.1.B,1 |Water Main Fitting-Size 18"x14" Tee DI AWWA C110 2l EA [$ 1,155.00 1.00 $1,155.00 1.00 $1,155.00
401,4.1.8.1 |Water Main Fitting - Size 18"x8™ Tee DI AWWA C110 3j EA |$ 1,500.00 3.00[ $4,500.00 3.00 $4,500.00
401.4.1.B,1 |Wur Main Fitng-Size 14"90Degr Elbow DI AWWAC110 11 EA 5 675.00 :
401.4.1.B.1 WU Main Fitng-Size 18"x74” Reducer DI AWWAC110 11 EA |$ 1,000.00 1.00|  $1,000.00 1.00 $1,000.00
402.4.1.A.1 |Valve - Size &" - Type Resifient Seated Gate Valves 4 EA |$  720.00 2.00 $440.00 2.00 $440.00
402.4.1,A,1 [Valve - Size B” - Type Resilient Seated Gate Valves 5/ EA |$ 1,050.00 3.00|  $3,150.00 4.00|  $4,200.00 7.00 $7,350.00
402.4.1.A.1 |Valve - Size 12" - Type Resilient Seated Gate Valves 10| EA [$ 1,680.00 9.00[ $15,120.00 9.00{ $15,120.00
402.4.1.A.1 [Valve - Size 14" Valves (City Furnished) 6] EA |$ 1,470.00 2.00| $2,940.00 2.00 $2,940.00 4.00 $5,880.00
402.4.1.A.1 [Valve - Size 18" Butterfly Valves 10 EA |$ 4,650.00 10.00| $46,500.00 1000  $46,500.00
403.4.1.A.1 |Hydrant | 6| EA [$ 4,850.00 1.00|  $4,850.00 5.00| $24,250.00 6.00]  $29,100.00
403.4.1.B.2 [Fire Service Line - Size 4™ Long 2| EA |$ 2,850.00 1.00]  $2,850.00 200  $5,700.00 3.00|  $8,550.00
403.4.1..2 |Fire Service Line - Size 47 Short 3| EA [$ 1,375.00 -1.00[  ($1,375.00) 200  $2,750.00 1.00] . $1,375.00
403.4.1.8.2 [Fire Service Line - Size 67 Long 3| EA [$ 3,000.00 1.00{  $3,000.00 1.00{  $3,000.00
403.4.1,B.2 [Fire Service Line - Size 6” Short 2| EA |$ 1,500.00 1.00]  $1,500.00 1.00 $1,500.00
403.4.1.8.2 |Fire Service Line - Size 8” Long 4 EA |$ 3,700.00 2.00]  $7,400.00 2.00|  $7,400.00 4.00| $14,800.00
403.4.1.B.2 [Fire Service Line - Size 8 Short 2| EA |$ 3,800.00 1.00}  $3,800.00 1.00{ . $3,800.00
404.4,1.A,1 |Interior Water Service 17 EA |$ 1,700.00 12.00|  $20,400.00 ||. 12.00]  $20,400.00
404.4.1.A.1 |WtrServ Conn, Size 1.5” Long Side Inter Wtr Serv il EA |$ 2,000,00 1.00]  $2,000.00 1.00{ - $2,000.00
404.4.1.A.1 |Wtr Serv Conn Size 2" Long Side Infer Wir Serv 3l EA |$ 2,200.00 5.00[ $11,000.00 5.00( $11,000.00
404.4.1.A.1 {Wtr Serv Conn Size 1" Long Side Ext Wir Serv & Box 9| EA [$ 1,400,00 2.00| $2,800.00 13.00{ $18,200.00 15.00|  $21,000.00
404.4.1.A.1 |Wtr Serv ConnSize 1.5"Long Side Ext Wir Serv&Box 2| EA [$ 2,300.00
404.4.1.A.1 |Wtr Serv Conn Size 1" Short Side Inter Wtr Serv 17] EA |$ 1,400.00 1.00]  $1,400.00 9.00] $12,600.00 10.00f  $14,000.00
404.4.1,A.1 |Wtr Serv Conn Size 1.5"Short Side Inter Wir Serv 2( EA |$ 1,600.00 1.00|  $1,600.00 1.00|  $1,600.00 2.00 $3,200.00
404.4.1.A,1 |Wtr Serv Conn Size 17 Short Side Ext Wtr ServéBox 6f EA |$ 1,000.00 3.00  $3,000.00 5.00|  $5,000.00 8.00 $8,000.00
404.4.1.A.1 |Wtr Serv Conn Size1.5"Short Side Ext Wtr Serv&Box 11 EA [$ 3,000.00 -1.00f  ($3,000.00) 1.00 $3,000.00
404.4.1.A.1 |Wtr Serv Conn Size2” Short Side Ext Wir ServEBox 1l EA $  3,500.00 2.00 $7,000.00 200 $7,000.00
404.4.1.A.1 |Wtr Serv Conn Size 3", Long Side, Interior 11 EA |$ 6,000.00
404.4.1.A.2 |City and or State Plumbing Fee 60| EA [3% 21,00 .00 $126.00 6.00 $126.00
601.4.1.A.3 |12" Storm Drain Pipe, Class ASTM D3034 SOR 35 1,134 LF |[§ 31.00 129.00| $3,999.00§ 9©93.00| $30,783.00 1122.00]  $34,782.00
601.4.1.A.3 12" Storm Drain Pipe Cl ASTM D2241Water Class Pipe 17| LF |$ 39.00 97.00| $3,783.00 61.00 $2,379.00 158.00 $6,162.00
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ITEM (~ h PAY REQUEST #4 PREV. COMPLETED TO1. ,ZV_ORK
NO. - DESCRIPTION QUAN. | UNIT | UNITPRICE | QUAN. | UNIT PRIGE || QUAN. | UNIT PRICE QUAN. . | UNIT PRICE
601.4,1.A,3 24" Storm Drain Pipe, Class ASTM F679, T-1 1,843 LF |$ 66.00 -86.00| ($5,676.00) 1887.00] $124,542.00 1801.00f $118,866.00 |-
602.4,1.A.1 (Storm Drain Manhote - Size 48” Diameter 11| EA |$ 1,600.00 3.00] $4,800.00 9.00} $14,400.00 12.00] $19,200.00
602.4.1.A.1 |Storm Drain Manhole - Size 727 Diameter 1| EA |$ 2,500.00 1.00f  $2,500.00 1.00f . $2,500.00
602.4.1.F.1 [Catch Basin - City Standard Type 1 39| EA [$  950.00 5.00 $4,750.00 33.00{ $31,350.00 38.00|  $36,100.00
602.4.1.G.1 |Roof/Canopy Drain, Long 15 EA |$ 1,800.00 ( 13.00| $23,400.00 13.00f  $23,400.00
602.4.1.G.1 |Roof/Canopy Drain, Short 3] EA |$  800.00 2.00]  $1,600.00 400|  $3,200.00 6.00[  $4,800.00
706.4.1.A.3 [Standard Curb and Gutter 5,630 LF |§ 13.70 1800.00| $24,660.00 | 1554.00| $21,289.80 3354.00 = $45,949.80
706.4.1.E.1 |Concrete Sidewalks 3,430[ SY {$ 37.50 169460 $63,547.50 1694.60|  $63,547.50
706.4.1.F.1 [Concrete Driveway Approach 500 Sy |$ 47.00 5130}  $2,411.10 51.30  $2,.411.10
706.4.1.G.1 |Concrete Pedestrian Ramp 21| EA |$  430.00 10.00f  $4,300.00 10.00(  :$4,300.00
802.4.1.B.1 |Type 1 Crushed Aggr for Base (for Roadway) 6,100 TONS | § 15.25 |  4154.75] $63,359.94 || 1583.25| $24.144.56 5738.00|  $87,504.50
802.4.1.B.1 |Type 2 Crushed Aggr for Subbase (forRoadway) 9,050| TONS | § 11.50 3108.04] $35,742.46 || 3552.25| $40,850.88 6660.29|  $76,593.34
802.4.1.B.1 [Crushed Aggregate for Sidewalk Base 3,250 TONS [ § 16.00 1265.00| $20,240.00 1265.00|  $20,240.00
810.4.1.A.1 |Class 1 Plant Mix Pavemnent 3,074| TONS | § 41.00 1140.36| $46,754.76 114036  $46,754.76
810.4.1.B.1 Miscellaneous Plant Mix Pavement 00| sy S 26.00
1105.4.1.A.1.AlInstall New Sign Foundation 24] EA [ 65.00
1105.4.1.A.1,A{Remove Sign and Salvage to City 30| EA ]S 53.00 _
2010.4,1.A.1 {Mobilization/Weekly Construction Meeting 11 LS [$ 30,000.00 0.40| $12,000.00 0.60| $18,000.00 1.00|  $30,000.00
2020.4.1.C,4 |Furnishing & Placing MonUment Frame & Cover 6] EA | 200.00 ' :
2030.4,1.A,1 |Existing Manhole, Adjust to Grade 4 EA [$ 350,00 1.00 $350.00 1.00 $350.00
2030.4,1.C.1 |Existing Valve Box, Adjust to Grade 14 EA |$ 300.00
2060.4;1.A.1 subgrade Separation Geotextile 19,634] Sy |5 1,40 7068.00)  $9,895.20 | 9500.00| $13,300.00 16568.00  $23,195.20
SP-1 Concrete Unit Pavers 13,640 SF |$ 8.50 3500.00( $29,750.00 3500.00  $29,750.00
SP-4A Luminaire Foundation 80| EA |$  352.00 29.00{ $10,208.00 52.00] $18,304.00 81.00f  $28,512.00
SP-4B Set City Provided Luminaire Pole and Fixture 30| EA 5§ 182.00
SP-4C Set ContractorProvided Luminaire Pole&Fixture 501 EA S 182.00 37.50 $6,825.00 37.50 . $6,825.00
SP-4D Lighting and Light Receptacle, Wirlng, and Conduft 1] LS | $165,000.00 0.60{ $99,000.00 0.15]  $24,750.00 0.75 $ﬁ23,750.00
SP-4E Tree Lighting Wiring, Conduit and Receptacle 11 LS |$ 36,000.00 0.55] $19,800.00 0.15]  $5,400.00 0.70]  $25,200.00
SP-4F Electrical Service - Trees, Lights and Signals 1} LS |$ 25,000.00 0.40] $10,000.00 0.10]  $2,500.00 0.50]  $12,500.00
SP-5A Signal Rewire Main and Lewis 1] LS [$§ 7,350.00 0.20{  $1,470.00 0.20 $1,470.00
Sp.58 Signal Rewire Main and Clark il LS |§ 7,350.00 0.70[  $5,145.00 0.20[  $1,470.00 0.90[ :$6,615.00
SP-5C Signal Rewire Main and Center 1 LS |$ 7,350.00 0.80[  $5,880.00 0.20]  $1,470.00 1.00]  $7,350.00
SP-50 New “Central” Power Panel Box 17 LS {$ 9,000.00 0.40(  $3,600.00 0.10 $900.00 050!  .%$4,500.00
SP-5E Interconnect Condut for Traffic Signals 1] LS |$ 7,600.00 0.05 $380.00 0.95|  $7,220.00 1.00]  $7.600.00
SP-6 Traffic Control 11 LS |$ 80,000.00 0.04|  $3,200.00 0.76| $60,800.00 0.80]  $64,000.00
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ITEM ( - - PAY REQUEST#4 | PREV. COMPLETED TO\. WORK -
NO. DESCRIPTION QUAN. | UNIT { UNIT PRICE|| QuaN. | uNIT PRICE || QUAN. | UNITPRICE | QUAN. | UNIT PRICE
SP-6A Business Access Sign and Post 8| EA |$  400.00 8.00|  $3,200.00 8.00|  $3,200.00
Sp-7 Irrigation System 11 LS |$ 23,000.00 0.25|  $5750.00 0.50( $11,500.00 0.75]  $17,250.00
SP-8A Place Structural Planting Material 1,668 cYy |§ 32.00 643.00| $20576.00| 930.00] $29,760.00 1573.00|  $50,336.00
SP-8B Transplant Tree 3t EA [$  820.00 -3.00]  ($2,460.00) -3.00|  ($2,460.00)
SP-8C Plant Tree 24 EA {$  355.00 12.00]  $4,260.00 12.00{ . $4,260.00
SP-8D-1 48" x 48”+/- Tree Grate Frame 27 EA {$  315.00 11.00|  $3,465.00 11.00 $3,465.00
Sp-8D-2 36" x 36"+/- Tree Grate Frame 10 EA |$  315.00 10.00(  $3,150.00 10.00 $3,150.00
SP-8E 48" x48" Tree Grate and Frame 17| EA |$ 1,200.00 1.00[  $1,200.00 1.00{ - $1,200.00
SP-8F Tree Guard 44 EA |S  600.00 2.00| $1,200.00 200 - $1,200.00
SP-8G Tree Warranty (24 each) 1 LS |$ 5,000.00 0.15 $750.00 0.15 $750.00
$p-g Remove and Reset Street Clock 1l S |$ 483.00
SP-10A Vault Surface Repair 312 W. Center 11 LS |$ 3,000.00
SP-108 Vault Surface Repair 101 N. Main 1l 18 $  3,000.00 ;
SP-10C Vault Surface Repair 102'S. Main 11 LS |$ 3,000.00 0.80|  $2,400.00 0.80|  $2,400.00
5P.10D Vault Surface Repair 240 W. Center 11 1S |$ 3,000.00 e
SP-10F Vault Surface Repair 224 N. Main 11 LS 5 3,000.00
SP-10F Vault Surface Repair 230 W, Bonneville 11 LS [|$ 3,000.00 0.50]  $1,500.00 0.50| - $1,500.00
SP-11 Irrigation Drain 11 LS |$ 30,000.00 0.27|  $8,100.00 0.70| $21,000.00 0.97| $29,100.00
SP-13 Remove and Reset Banner Poles 2| EA [ 500.00 ‘ _ ;
SP-14A 2 Gallon Expansion Tank 30 EA |{$  250.00 13.00|  $3,250.00 11.00|  $2,750.00 24.00 $6,000.00
SP-14B 5 Gallon Expansion Tank 30| EA |$  265.00 12.00[  $3,180.00 1200  $3,180.00 24.00]  $6,360.00
P15 Use Tax _ 1] s [$ 5,500.00 T
SP-16 Non-Potable Main Line Separation Encasement 51 EA |$  850.00 5.00]  $4,250.00 5.00 $4,250.00
ADDITIVE ALTERNATE ITEMS
SP-8C Plant Tree 54| EA [5  315.00 ‘
SP-8E 307 X 367 Tree'Grate and Frame 54 EA |$  315.00 -13.00]  ($4,095.00) 47.001 $14,805.00 34.00f $10,710.00
SP-8F _ [ree Luargs 54| EA 3 610.00
SP-BG TTee Warranty (54 each} 1 S [$ 2,625.00 0.15 $393.75 0.15 $393.75
SP-17 Additional year of Warranty and bondmng 11 LS [$ 3,200.00
CHANGE ORDERS; — 1
CO-1 Added 45 Deg. Bend for Fire Service 8 EA |$  350.00 -8.00|  ($2,800.00) 8.00]  $2,800.00
o2 Additional Manhole Work 17 1S {$ 2,997.75 |
Total $766,474.61 $1,226,023.84

Less Retainage - 5%

Less Previous Payments

Total Due

$38,323.73

$728,150.88

$61,301.20
$1,164,722.64

$1,992,498.45
'$99,624.93
$1,164,722 64
$728,150.88
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CONTRACTOR'S Certification:
The undersigned CONTRACTOR certifies that (1) all previous pa

Contract referred to above have been applied to discharge in full, all obligations of the CONTRACTOR incurred In connection
with Work covered by prior Applications for Payment numbered 1 through 4 inclusive: and {2) title to all materials and

equipment incorporated in said Work or otherwise listed in or covered by this Application of Payment will pass to OWNER at time

yments received from the OWNER on account of Work done under the

of payment, free and clear of all liens, claims, security interests and encumbrances (except such as covered by bond acceptable

to the OWNER).

DATED: 9/29//!7/-7/ BECO CONSTRUCTION.GOMPANY, INC.
bé Z = ¥ ‘

Contractor /
BY: M/\/IZ 2] Lo A
T ¥ 7 [V s v

On Schedute NO - SEE SCHEDULE COMMENTS

Original (days) _90 Calendar Days to Substantial Completion
Days Used 105 Calendar Days
Revised -0- Days

Starting Date _June 9, 2004

Projected Completion September 6, 2004 (:Substantiau

Remaining -15 Calendar Days

Estimated Liquidated Damages, to Date - $398,650




YEARS ENDED
Previous Year Balance*;

INCOME:
Estimated Tax Revenues:

South Cliffs Repayment:

Ross Park Pool Repayment:
Positron Repayment:

Total Projected lnéome:
TOTAL AVAILABLE INCOME:
EXPENSE: |

Current Year Debt Service™
South Cliffs--Phase 1**:

South Cliffs--Phase 2**:

Old Town Revitalization:
Proposed Revitalization:

Old Town Reinvestment**:

Old Town Engineering--Phase 2:

Positron:

Cheyenne Crossing™
Whitman/Yellowstone Hotel:
Féderal Express:

Clark Street Overpass:

' Total Projected Expense:

CALCULATED ANNUAL BAILANCE

Notes:

M

2004
$3,542,409.35

2,341,586.59

2,341,586.59

$5,883,995,94

932,031.25
19,636.53
2,967.11

622,000.00
{382,657.95}

2,546,635.28

400,300.00
4,385.00

4,628,485.17
$1,355,610.77

POCATELLO DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
CENTRAL CORRIDOR CASH FLOW PROJECTION.

2005
$1,355,510.77

2,341,586.59
85,000.00

2,426,586.59
$3,782,097.36

932,911.25

{947,992.00}
1,910,000.00

100,000.00

281,483.11
256,500.00
200,000.00
101,203.00
3,782,097.36
$0.00

2004 THROUGH 2010
2006
$0.00

2,341,5686.59
120,000.00

2,461,586.59
$2,461,586.59

930,850.00

{878,032.00)
1,410,000.00

2007
-$531,941.21

2,341,586.59
120,080.00

2,461,586.59
$1,920,645.38

931,772.50

2008
$997,872.88

2,341,586.59
200,000.00

2,541,586.59
$3,539,459.47

931,635.00

Probaky delay Phase 3 until 2007 to
make 2006 balance.

294,934.80 ¢—;

$6,725.85 of 2005 Cheyenne
shifted to 2006 to make 2005

256,500.00-"

-
”
-

101,203.00

_-72,993,527.80
s

-$631,541.21

*  Includes all Central Corrider Tax Districts--Newtown, Alvin Ricken, Cld Town, North Main, Central Corridor

**  Project totals as of 1/1/04.

**  Anticipted cost as per file documents--includes portions of project not yet approved by board.
Beginning balance 2003 is total revenues held by Trustee as of 1/1/04.
Repaymenis in 2010: $400,000 from Positron, & $200,000 from South Cliffs.

AMI repayment of $1.2 million is due in 2012.

Updated 11/15/04.
pdaffinancials/ccprojections2004.xls

balance.
931,772.50 931,635.00
$967,872.88 $2,607,824.47

2009
$2,607,824.47

2,341,586.59

2,341,586.59
$4,949,411.06

2,793,657.50

2,793,657.50
$2,155,753.56

2010
$2,155,753.56

2,341,586.59
200,000.00

400,000.00
2,841,586.59
$5,097,340.15

0.00

0.00

$5,097,340.15
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POCATELLO DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

REVENUE ALLOCATION (TAX INCREMENT) BONDS, 2000 SERIES A

REQUISITION PURSUANT TO BOND ORDINANCE

999 Main Street, 3™ Floor

Wells Fargo Bank @ N
MAC U1859-031 : OPV

Boise, Idaho 83702
Attn: Corporate Trust Services

The undersigned, who is authorized to make such request under Section 11 of the Bond
Ordinance, dated as of July 27, 2000, between First Security Bank, N.A. (“Trustee”) and the
Pocatello Development Authority (the “Agency™), hereby requests the above Trustee as follows:

1.

2.

L2

Requisition Number: E-64
Payment is due to: City of Pocatello

The amount to be disbursed is: $611,165.06

The funds are being disbursed from the Revenue Allocation Fund per Section 9 of the
Ordinance for repatrs, additions or improvements to the Project or for any new project
in the Revenue Allocation Area. An amount equal to the aggregate of the next payment
of principal and interest for all the outstanding bonds remain in the Revenue Allocation

Fund after this disbursement.

All of this requested pajrment is for the items on the attached Schedule, which are costs
of the Project. These costs have not been previously paid from the Revenue Allocation

Fund or Construction Fund.

Attachments: See Attached Schedule of Costs to Requisition

DATED: September 15, 2004

POCATELLOQ DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

Authorized Representative

- CITY OF POCATELLO

Authorized Representative

Terms used he_rein shall be as defined in the Bond Ordinance.




SCHEDULE OF COSTS TO REQUISITION
CERTIFICATE NO. E-64

Description of Costs Pavee and Location  Amount
Reimbursement for ' City of Pocatello 611,165.06
Construction Materials in P. 0. Box 4169

connection with the Old Town  Pocatello, ID 83205-4169

Pocatello reinvestment project. :
Attn: Finance Dept.

INVOICE TOTAL $611,165.0§§\}/

The above are to be paid upon receipt by Trustee of an invoice therefor.




POCATELLO DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

REVENUE ALLOCATION (TAX INCREMENT) BONDS, 2000 SERIES A

REQUISITION PURSUANT TO BOND ORDINANCE

Wells Fargo Bank
MAC U1859-031

999 Main Street, 3™ Floor o~ ,
Boise, Idaho 83702 _ QJ Y fae
“Attn: Corporate Trust Services _ O /@JZ\E?

the Bond

The undersigned, who is authorized to make such request under Section 11
Ordinance, dated as of July 27, 2000, between First Security Bank, N.A. (*Trustee”) and the
Pocatello Development Authority (the “Agency™), hereby requests the above Trustee as follows:

1..
2.

3.

Requisition Number: E-62
Payment is due to: City of Pocatello

The amount to be disbursed is: $483,323.29

The funds are being disbursed from the Revenue Allocation Fund per Section 9 of the
Ordinance for repairs, additions or improvements to the Project or for any new project
in the Revenue Allocation Area. An amount equal to the aggregate of the next payment
of principal and interest for all the outstanding bonds remain in the Revenue Allocation

Fund after this disbursement.

All of this requested payment is for the items on the attached Schedule, which are costs

‘of the Project. These costs ha\_re not been previously paid from the Revenue Allocation

Fund or Construction Fund.

Attachments: See Attached Schedule of Costs to Requisition

DATED: September 15, 2004

POCATELLO DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

Authorized Representative

CITY OF POCATELLO

Authorized Representative

Terms used herein shall bg as defined in the Bond Ordinance.




SCHEDULE OF COSTS TO REQUISITION
CERTIFICATE NO. E-62

Pavee and Location "Amount

Description of Costs
483,323.29

Old Town Pocatello (97-A) City of Pocatello

downtown reinvestment project. P. Q. Box 4169
(pay request #3) Pocatello, ID 83205-4169

 um: Finance Dept. C@ E_D Y
, NZ

_,,,..,

Ei'
a8

* The above are to be paid upon receipt by Trustec of an invoice therefor.

TOTAL  $5483,323.29 \j}/
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PAYMENT REQUEST NO.:

For the period ending:

21-Aug-04

CITY OF POCATELLO

DOWNTOWN REINVESTMENT PROJECT

Contract! This Total Costs 20% 80% | Previously | Amount
Bid Amount invoice To Date City PDA Billed/Paid Due
By PDA From PDA

POCATELLO DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
a. Engingering costs

J-U-B Engineers - Phase | $436,490.00 $77,009.78] $421.243.03| $84,248.61 $336,994.42| $421,243.03] -$84,248.81

J-U-B Engineers - High School Gym $49,703.00 $0.00 $29,821.80 $5,964.36 $23,857.44| $29,821.80 -$5,964.36
TOTAL PDA EXPENSES $77,000.78] $451,064.83] $90,212.97| $360,851.86] $451,064.83 -$90,212.97| -$90,212.97
CITY OF POCATELLO EXPENSES ‘
a. Postage $0.00 $182.00 $36.40 $145.60 $145.60 $0.00
b. Prinfing $0.00 $435.10 $87.02 $348.08 $348.08 $0.00
¢. Travel '$0.00 $719.26 $143.85 $575.41 $575.41 $0.00
d. Trees $12,241.50 $12,241.50 $2,448.30 $9,793.20 $0.00 $9,793.20
e. Misc $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
f. Construction Costs .

Beco Construction Co Inc - Phase | $2,696,976.10 $611,165.061 §1,164,722.65| $232,944.53 $931,778.12| $368,035.06] $563,743.06
TOTAL CITY EXPENSES $623,406.56] $1,178,300.51| $235,660.10] $942,640.41| $369,104.15 $573,536.26| $573,536.26

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE FROM PDA {REQUEST #3) I $483,323.29|

B



Town & Country Pecatello

Pocatello, I0 iy
(208) 232-19¢ 5 Brond & 57

Ticket#148993 Cust656 Jutl 12 04

Usr R12 S1p 250 Rg# 12 Or& 12 Time 09:15

Item Number Gty  Price Ext

CRSS 2.5 4 165.00 660.00

CRAB SPRING SNOW BB 2.5 '

CRJE BB2.5 4 165.00 680.00 —1°

CRAB Red Jewel BB 2.5 \reeg 9@(‘ FD_GWW\T)@“ +
HALA BB2.51 5 B2.50 412.50 . . = Lo
Hauthorn Lavelle BB 2.5 Reuibelization Proje
PECHBBZI 2 159.00 318.00 '

PEAR CHANTICLEER BB2I

CHSA BB 2.51 , 3 159.00 477.00

Cherry Sargent BB 2.5

HOSHBB21 21 159.00 333§.00

HONEYLOCUST SHDMSTR BB2 . g e

HACOBBZ1 10 i59.00 1590.00

HACKBERRY COMMON BB 21

GIAU BB2.51 10 165.00 1650.00

Ginkgo Autumn Gold BB 2.5

ZEL21BB 19 165.00 3135.00

Ielkove Japaneese

Subtotal 12,241.50

Tax .00 .
Total sale 12,241.50 -
CHARGE - 12,241.50

CITY DF POCATELLO
PO BOX 4169
POCATELLC, ID 83405
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" RECOMMENDATION OF PAYMENT
No.: THREE (3)

PROJECT:
(\ City of Pocatello - Downtown Reinvestment Project - Phase |
ENGINEER'S PROJ NO.: 58122 ' [ |
CONTRACTOR:
BECQO CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC,
ADDRESS:
P.0. Box 1768, Idaho Falls, Idaho 83403
APPLICATION DATE: - CONTRACT DATE:
26-Aug-04 7-Jun-04
FOR PERIOD ENDING: : APPLICATION AMOUNT:
21-Aug-04 ' $611,165.06

TO: CETY OF POCATELLO
Owner

Adttached bereto 15 the CONTRACTOR’s Application for Payment for the work accomplished under
the Contract through the date indicated above. The Application meets the requirements of the
Contract Documents and includes the CONTRACTOR's Certificate stating that all previous payments
to him under the Contract have been applied by him to discharge in full all of his obligations in
conmection with the Work covered by all previous Applications of Payment,

In accordance with the Contract the undersigned recommends payment to the CONTRACTOR

of the amount due as shown below.

J-H-BENGINEERS, Ipc.
By: el Sy Au(m E
Date: 8.2 F-0 "{

STATEMENT OF WORK

ORIG. CONTRACT PRICE $2,696,876.10 WORK TO DATE $1,226,023.84
NET CHANGE ORbERS $0.00 AMOUNT RETAINED $61,301.207
CURRENT CONTR. PRICE $2,696,976.10 SUBTOTAL $1 ,164,722.64
BALANCE OF CONTRACT $1,470,952.26 PREVIOUS PAYMENTS. ] $553,557.58
PERCENT COMPLETE 45% AMOUNT DUE . $611,165.06
OWNER ACCEPTANCE:

gr;cn?;éed >4 /,Z:WM/\ Aﬂ@fﬂ %/nwé?
BY: hlj DATE: j/ @4’ | !

. e iy »
Original (days) 90 Calend/ lLays to Substantiai Compl! tion

Days Used 74 Calen ar Days
Revised -0- Days On Schedule NO (See Attached) Starting Date _June 9, 2004
L/,dining 16 Calendar Days _ Projected Compietion September &, 2004

{ Substantial Completion} -

BECO-ROP3.xis
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{ NUMBER : THREE (3) A

CONTRACTOR -3dECO CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC. I | | ]

TO: CITY OF POCATELLO

CONTRACT FOR: DOWNTOWN REINVESTMENT PROJECT, PHASE T .

FOR WORK ACCOMPLISHED COVERING PERIOD THROUGH _ AUGUST 21, 2004 , ‘

TEM PAY REQUEST #3 PREV. COMPLETED TOTAL WORK
NO. DESCRIPTION QUAN. T UNIT [ UNIT PRICE .

N S e R BE : Al e
202.4.1.A.1 |Excavation 10,250, €Y {§ 14.75 926.00] $13,658. 50 3094 00 $45 636.50 4020 00 $59 295.00
202.4.1.4.1 [Unsuitable Material Excavation 1,230 Cr 1% 40.00 ,
207.4.1.A.1 |Removal of Obstructions 1) LS |$ 58,000.00 0.15|  $8,700.00 0.50| $29,000.00 0.65| $37,700.00
207.4.1.8.1 |Rem of Concrete Sidewalks and Driveways 5490 sy | 9.50 1245.00) $11,827.50 | 1217.00] $11,561.50 2462.00]  $23,389.00
207.4.1.C.1 |Rem of Aband Storm, Sanitary, &Waterlines 1,000 LF [$ 2.60 1017.00| $2,64420( 606.00 $1,575.60 1623.00 $4,219.80
207.4.1.D.1 {Rem of Asphalt Pavement 13,420 Sy | § 4,20 4988.00| $20,949.60 || 5250.00| $22,050.00 || 10238.00{ $42,999.60
207.4.1.E.3 [Rem of Street Lights and Poles 770 EA [§ 437.00 39.00{  $5,343.00 38.00[  $5,206.00 77.00]  $10,549.00
302.4.1.A.1 {Rock Excavation 600 CY |5 126.00 204.10| $25,716.60 | 318.35] $40,112.10 522.45)  $65,828.70
305.4.1.A.1 |Pipe Bedding for 67 thri 12° Diam Pipe 2,352 LF [¢ 3.00 1216.00]  $3,648.00| 837.00 $2,511.00 2053.00 $6,158.00
305.4.1.A.1 [Pipe Bedding for 18” Diameter Pipe 2,098 LF |[¢ 3.00 1052.00|  $3,156.00 | 710.00 $2,130.00 1762.00 $5,286.00
305.4.1.A.1 |Pipe Bedding for 24" Diameter Pipe 1,890 LF |§ 4.00 725.00|  $2,900.00 1162.00 $4,648.00 1887.00 -$7,548.00
401.4.1.A.1 [Water Main Pipe-6” DI Thick. CT 350 Pipe 20 LF |§ 38.00 | 9.00 $342.00 - 9.00 $342.00
401.4.1.A.1 |Water Main Pipe - 87 DI Thick. C{ 350 Pipe 208 LF |§ 63.00 250.00| $15,750.00 250.00f  $15,750.00
401.4.1.A.1 |Water Main Pipe - 127 DI Thick CL 350 Pipe 7500 LF |§ 53.00 298.00] - $15,794.00 || 480.50| $25,466.50 778.50|  $41,260.50
401.4.1.A.1 |Water Main Pipe - 147 DI Thick CT 350 Pipe 58] LF |S  126.00 20.00|  $2,520.00 20.00]  $2,520.00
401.4.1.A.1 jWater Main Pipe - 187 DI Thick Cl 350 Pipe 12,052) LF |¢§ 70.00 1052.00 $73,640.00| 710.00] $49.700.00 1762.00f $123,340.00
401.4.1.8.1 [Wtr Main Fitting-5z 6" Blind Flange DI AWWA C110 2| EA § 63.00 _
401.4.1.8.1 |Water Main Fitting - Size 6” Coupler, DI AWWA C110 2l EA |S 105.00 1.00 " $105.00 1.00 $105.00
401.4.1.B.1 |Water Main Fitting - Size 6"x6" Tee, Ol AWWA C110 2] EA |S 210.00 1.00 $210.00 1.00 '$210.00
401.4.1.B.1 [Wtr Main Fitting-Size 8" Blind Flange DI AWWA c110 4] EA | 79.00 3.00 $237.00 3.00 $237.00

01 -4.1.B.1 |Water Main Fitting - Size 8” Coupler, DI AWWA C10 11 EA |§ 136.00 1.00 $136.00 1.00 $136.00
401.4.1.8.1 |Water Main Fitting - Size 8"x6” Tee, DI AWWA C110 11 EA |$  210.00 1.00 $210.00 1.00 $210.00
401.4.1.8.1 |Water Main Fitting - Size 8”x8" Tee, DI AWWA C110 3 EA | 273.00 3.00 $819.00 3.00 $818.00
401.4.1.B.1 |Wtr Main FittingSize12"90degr ElbowDl AWWA C110 i EA 3 400.00 1.00 $400.00 1.00 $400.00
401.4.1.B.1 [Wtr Main FittingSize 12" Blind Flange DI AWWA C110 51 EA |5 137.00 4.00 $548.00 2.00 $274.00 6.00 $822.00
401.4.1.B.1 [WtrMain Fitting - Size 12" Coupler, DI AWWA C110 2i EA 1S 190.00 2.00 $380.00 2.00 $380.00 4.00 $760.00
401.4.1.B.1 |Wtr Main Fitting-Size 12"x12” Tee, DI AWWA C110 4 EA ]S 504.00 4.00 $2,016.00 4,00 $2,016.00
401.4.1.5.1 -|Wtr Main Fitting-5ize 127x16" Tee, DI AWWA C110 1| EA S 1,470.00 '
401.4.1.B.1 |Wtr Main Fitting-Size12"x4"Reducer DI AWWA C110 ' 1 EA |$  1%0.00 1.00 $190.00 1.00 $190.00
401.4.1.B.1 |Wtr Main Fitting-Size 12”x8” Tee, DI AWWA C110 11 EA [S  346.00 1.00 $346.00 1.00 $346.00
401.4.1.B.1 [Wtr Main Fitting-Size14" Blind Flange DI AWWAC110 2| EA 5 242.00 1.00 $242.00 1.00 $242.00
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ITEM ( O PREV. COMPLETED 1O JWORK " -]
NO. |~ DESCRIPTION QUAN. | UNIT | UNIT PRICE UNIT PRICE || QUAN. | UNITPRICE | QUAN. UNIT PRICE |
401.4.1.8.1 |Wtr Main Fitng-Size14"RomacCouplerDl AWWAC110 3] EA | 368.00 1.00 $368.00 1.00 $368.00 2.00 $736.00 1
401.4.1.8.1 {Water Main Fitting-Size 14"x14" Tee DI AWWA Cito 3l EA $  1,050.00 1,00 $1,050.00 1.00 $1,050.00
401.4.1.B.1 |Wtr Main Fitting-Size 18"Blind Flange DI AWWAC110 21 EA |5 410.00 1.00 $410.00 1.00 $410.00
401.4.1.8.1 (Wir Main Ftng-Size18"to12” Reducer DI AWWACTID 1 EA |§ 1,785.00 1.00f  $1,785.00 _ ‘ 1.00 $1,785.00
401.4.1.B.1 [Wtr Main Fitting-Size 18"x12" Cross DI AWWA C110 2| EA |§ 2,205.00 2.00 $4,410.00 2.00 $4,410.00
401.4.1.B.1 | Water Main Fitting-Size 18"x147 Tee DI AWWA C110 2| EA |$ 1,155.00 1.00 $1,155.00 1.00 $1,155.00
401.4.1.8.1 (Water Main Fitting - Size 18"x8” Tee DI AWWA C110 3] EA % 1,500.00 3.00| . $4,500.00 3.00 $4,500.00 |
401.4.1.B.1 [Wtr Main Fitng-Size 14"90Degr Elbow DI AWWAC110 1 EA § 675.00 ) .
401.4.1.B.1 [Wtr Main Fitng-Size 18"x14” Reducer DJ AWWACT10 1 EA 5 1,000.00
402.4.1.A.1 |Valve - Size 6" - Type Resilient Seated Gate Valves 4] EA 5 220.00 2.00 ‘$440.00 2.00{ $440.00°
402.4.1.A.1 |Valve - Size 8” - Type Resilient Seated Gate Valves sl Ea $ 1,050.00 4.00 $4,200.00 4.00 $4,200.00
402.4.1.A.1 |Valve - Size 12" - Type Resilient Seated Gate Vaives 10 EA [$ 1,680.00 1.00]  $1,680.00 8.00{ $13,440.00 9.001 $15,120.00
402.4.1.A.1 {Valve - Size 147 Valves {City Furnished) 6] EA |$ 1,470.00 2.00 $2,940.00 2.00 $2,940.00
4074, 1.A.1 |Valve - Size 187 Butterfly Valves 10] EA |'$  4,650.00 6.00{ $27,900.00 4.00| $18,600.00 10.00f  $46,500.00
403.4.1,A,1 |Hydrant 6] EA |$ 4,850.00 3.00| $14,550.00 2.00 $9,700.00 5.00  $24,250.00
403.4.1.8.2 |Fire Service Line - Size 4™ Long 2| EA 1% 2,850.00 1.00}  $2,850.00 1.00 $2,850.00 2.00 $5,700.00 |-
403.4.1.B.2 |Fire Service Line - Size 4” Short 3] EA |S 1,375.00 1.00{  $1,375.00 1.00]  $1,375.00 2,00 $2,750.00
403.4.1.8.2 |Fire Service Line - Size 6" Long 3] EA [$ 3,000.00 1.00|  $3,000.00 1.00 $3,000.00
403.4.1.8.2 |Fire Service Line - Size 6” Short 21 EA $ 1,500.00
403.4.1.B.2 |Fire Service Line - Size 8” Long 4 EA |§  3,700.00 2.00  $7.,400.00 2.00 $7,400.00
403.4.1.B.2 {Fire Service Line - Size 8” Short 2l EA $  3,800.00
404.4.1.A.1 [Interior Water Service 17 EA | $ 1,700.00 7.00| $11,900.00 5.00 $8,500.00 12.00]  $20,400.00
404.4.1.A.1 [Wtr Serv Conn, Size 1.5” Long Side Inter Wtr Serv 1| EA {$ 2,000.00 1.00f  $2,000.00 " 1.00 $2,000.00
404.4.1.A.1 |Wtr Serv Conn Size 27 Long Side Inter Wir Serv 3] EA |$  2,200.00 3.00]  $6,600.00 2.00 $4,400.00 5001  $11,000.00
404.4.1.A.1 [Wtr Serv Conn Size 17 Long Side Ext Wir Serv & Box 9] EA |$ 1,400.00 - 7.00]  $9,800.00 6.00 $8,400.00 13.00]  $18,200.00
404.4.1 A1 |Wtr Serv ConnSize 1.5"Long Side Ext Wtr Serv&Box 2l EA $  2,300.00
| 404.4.1.A.1 | Wt Serv Conn Size 17 Short Side Inter Wtr Serv 7] EA |§  1,400.00 200  $2,800.00 7.00 $9,800.00 9.00|  $12,600.00 |
404.4.1.A.1  [Wtr Serv Conn Size 1.57Short Side Inter Wer Serv 2l EA 1§ 1,600.00 1.00 $1,600.00 1.00 $1,600.00
404.4.1.A,1 [Wtr Serv Conn Size 1" Short Side Ext Wer ServiBox 6] EA |$ 1,000.00 200  $2,000.00 3.00 $3,000.00 5.00 $5,000.00
404.4.1.A.1 |Wtr Serv Conn Size1.5”Short Side Ext Wtr ServiBox i EA 1S 3,000.00 1.00 $3,000.00 1.00 $3,000.00
404.4.1.A.1 |Wtr Serv Conn Size2” Short Side Ext Wir Serv&Box 11 EA [$ 3,500.00 2.00(  $7,000.00 2.00 $7,000.00 |
404.4.1. A1 Wtr Serv Conn Size 3%, Long Side, nterior 1 EA §  6,000.00
404.4.1.A.2 City and or State Plumbing Fee 60| EA 5 21.00
601.4.1.A.3 |12” Storm Drain Pipe, Class ASTM D3034 SDR 35 1,134] LF | 31.00 659.00] $20429.00 | 334.00[ $10,354.00 993.00|  $30,783.00
L601.4.1 .A.3 [12" Storm Drain Pipe CL ASTM D2241Water Class Pipe 17 LF |5 39.00 ' §1.00 $2,379.00 61.00 $2,379.00
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ITEM ( ' () PAY REQUEST #3 PREV. COMPLETED TO.__/WORK °
NO. " DESCRIPTION QUAN. | UNIT | UNIT PRICE QUAN. | UNITPRICE i QUAN. | UNITPRICE | QUAN. UNIT PRICE
601.4.1.A.3 24" Storm Drain Pipe, Class ASTM F679, T-1 1,843 LF |§ 66,00 725.00| $47,850.00 | 1162.00| $76,692.00 1887.00 $124,542.00 1
602.4.1.A.1 |Storm Drain Manhole - Size 48” Diameter 11 EA [$ 1,600.00 4.00| . $6,400.00 500  $8,000.00 9.00|  $14,400.00}
602.4.1.A.1 |Storm Drain Manhole™- Size 72" Diameter 1 EA [$ 2,500.00 1.00]  $2,500.00 1.00 $2,500.00
- 602.4.1.F.1 : {Catch Basin - City Standard Type 1 390 EA |$  950.00 22.00{ $20,900.00 11.00|  $10,450.00 33.00]  $31,350.00.
1602.4.1.G.1 : |Roof/Canopy Drain, Long 15 EA |$ 1,800.00 3.00{  $5,400.00 10.00}  $18,000.00 13.00]  $23,400.00
602.4.1.G.1 _[Roof/Canopy Drain, Short 3| EA |$  800.00 1.00 $800.00 3.00{  $2,400.00 4.00 $3,200.00
706.4.1.A.3 '|Standard Curb and Gutter 5,630y LF | 13.70 1554.00( $21,289.80 1554.00(  $21,289.80
706.4.1.E.1 -|Concrete Sidewalks 3,430 sy | 37.50 '
706.4.1.F.1 :{Concrete Driveway Approach 500 sY |§ 47.00
706.4.1.G.1 |Concrete Pedestrian Ramp 21 EA |$  430.00 -
802.4.1.8.1 :|Type 1 Crushed Aggr for Base (for Roadway) 6,100] TONS | § 15.25 1583.25] $24,144.56 1583.25|  $24,144.56
802.4.1.8.1 .|Type 2 Crushed Aggr for Subbase (forRoadway) 9,050 TONS { § 11,50 3552.25; $40,850.88 355225  $40,850.88
802.4.1.B.1 '|Crushed Aggregate for Sidewalk Base 3,250 TONS | ¢ 16.00
810.4.1.A.1 |Class 1 Plant Mix Paverment 3,074; TONS | § 41,00
810.4.1.8.1 .|Miscellaneous Plant Mix Pavement 2000 sy 5 26.00
1105.4.1.A.1.A Install New Sign Foundation 24] EA | S 65.00
1105.4, 1‘,3‘_1.,3'~ Remove Sign and Salvage to City 30| EA | 53.00
2010.4.1.A.1 |Mobilization/Weekly Construction Meeting 1. LS |'§ 30,000.00 0.60; $18,000.00 0.60f  $18,000.00
2020.4.1.C.1 |Furnishing & Placing Monument Frame & Cover 6| EA 5 200.00
2030.4,1.A.1 - |Existing Manhole, Adjust to Grade 4] EA | 350.00
E30_4,1 .C.1|Existing Valve Box, Adjust to Grade i OEA 1% 300.00 .
| 2060.4.1.A.1:|Subgrade Separation Geotextite 19,634) SY |§ 1.40 9500.00| $13,300.00 9500.00|  $13,300.00
SP-1 Concrete Unit Pavers 13,640f SF 3 8.50 '
SP-4A Luminaire Foundation 80| EA |$  352.00 52.00[ $18,304.00 52.00{  $18,304.00
SP-4B Set City Provided Luminaire Pole and Fixture 30l EA 3 182.00
SP-4C Set ContractorProvided Luminaire Pole&Fixture 50 EA. | 182.00 ‘
SP-4D |Lighting and Light Receptacle, Wiring, and Conduit 11 LS | $165,000.00 0.05|  $8,250.00 0.10|  $16,500.00 0.15|  $24,750.00
SP-4E |Tree Lighting Wiring, Conduit and Receptacle 11 LS |'$ 36,000.00 0.05]  $1,800.00 0.10 $3,600.00 0.15 $5,400.00
SP-4F Electrical Service - Trees, Lights and Signals 11 Ls |$ 25,000.00 0.10 $2,500.00 0.10 $2,500.00
SP-5A :Signal Rewire Main and Lewis il s $  7,350.00 [
SP-5B Signal Rewire Main and Clark il LS {$ 7,350.00 0.10 $735.00 0.10 " $735.00 0.20 $1,470.00
SP-5C signal Rewire Mafn and Center 11 LS |§ 7,350.00 0.201  $1,470.00 0.20 $1,470.00
SP-5D New "Central” Power Panel Box 7 11 LS [$ 9,000.00 0.10 $900.00 0.10 $900.00
SP-5E Interconnect Conduit for Traffic Signals 11 LS |$ 7,600.00 0.85]  $6,460.00 0.10 $760.00 0.95 $7,220.00
SP-5 1Tratfic Control 11 LS |§ 80,000.00 0.33| $26,400.00 0.43]  $34.400.00 0.76 $60,800.0&




Total Due

$611,165.06

—_—
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ITEM (‘ ‘ 5 PAY REQUEST #3 PREV. COMPLETED 0 JWORK ~ +~
NO, ' DESCRIPTION QUAN. | UNIT UN[TKII‘D'R;JICE QUAN, UNIT PRICE || QUAN, | UNIT PRICE QUAN. UNIT PRICE |
SP-6A Business Access Sign and Post 8| EA |$  400.00 2.00 $800.00 6.00 $2,400.00 8.00 $3.200.00
SP-7 {Irrigation System 1 LS |$ 23,000.00 0.50( $11,500.00 ‘ 0.50(  $11,500.00
SP-8A Place Structural Planting Material 1,668] cY |¢ 32.00 930.00| $29,760.00 930.00|  $29,760.00
SP-8B Transplant Tree 3t EA }S 820.00
SP-8C Plant Tree 24 EA |§  355.00
SP-8D-1 48" x 487+7" Tree Grate Frame 27} EA |§ 315.00
SP-8p-2 36" x 36"+/- Tree Grate Frame 10/ EA |[$ 315.00
SP-8E 48" x4B” Tree Grate and Frame 17 EA |$ 1,200.00
SP-8F Tree Guard 44! EA |S 600,00
SP-8G |Tree Warranty (24 each) 11 5 |$ 5,000.00(
@_9 Remove and Reset Street Clock 1l LS § 483.00 |
SP-10A Vault Surface Repair 312 W. Center 11 LS |$ 3,000.00
SP-10B Vault Surface Repair 101 N. Main 11 LS |$ 3,000.00
SP-10C Vault Surface Repair 102 5. Main il LS $  3,000.00
SP-10D Vault Surface Repair 240 W, Center il LS [$ 3,000.00
SP-10E Vault Surface Repair 224 N. Main 1 LS |$ 3,000.00
SP-10F Vault Surface Repair 230 W. Bonneville 11 LS [$ 3,000.00 _
SP-11 Irrigation Drain 11 LS |§ 30,000.00 0.10 $3,000.00 0.801 $18,000.00 0.701  $21,000.00
5P-13 Remove and Reset Banrnier Poles 2| EA |$ 500.00 '
SP-14A 2 Gallon Expansion Tank 30 EA |§ - 250.00 11.00|  $2,750.00 11.00 $2,750.00
SP-14B 3 Gallon Expansion Tank 30| EA |$  265.00 12.00]  $3,180.00 12.00 $3,180.00
SP-15 Use Tax 1 LS |$ 5,500.00
SP-16 _ Non-Potable Main Line Separation tncasement 5 EA |§ 850.00 5.00 $4,250.00 5.00 $4,250.00
ADDITIVE ALTERNATE ITEMS
SP-8C Flant Tree 540 EA |S  315.00
SP-8E 307X 3BT ITeE Grate and Frame 54| EA [ S 315.00 47.00] $14,805.00 47.00{  $14,805.00
SP-8F IT&e LUards 54/ EA |$S  610.00 '
SP-8G Iree Warranty (54 eachj 1 LS 3 2,625.00
$p-17 Additional year of warranty and bonaimg 11 LS [$ 3,200.00
WORK CHANGE DIRECTIVES
[weo _|Added 5 Deg. Béna Tor Fire Service 8 EA |$  350.00 8.00]  $2,800.00 8.00]  $2,800.00
Total $643,331.64 $582 692.20 $1,226,023.84
Less Retainage - 5% $32,166.58 $29,134.62 $61,301.20
Less Previous Payments $553,557.58 $553,557.58

$611,165.06
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CONTRACTOR'S Certification:

The undersigned CONTRACTOR cerlifies that (1} all previous payments received from the OWNER on account of Work done under the

Contract referred to above have been applied to discharge in full, ali obligations of the CONTRACTOR incurred in connection
wilh Work covered by prior Applications for Payment numbered 1 through 2 inclusive; and (2) title to ali materials and

equipment incorporated in said Work or otherwise listed in or covered by this Application of Payment will pass to OWNER at time

of payment, free and clear of all liens, claims, security interests and encumbrances {except such as cavered by bond acceptable
to the OWNER).

DATED: BECO CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC.
Contractor
BY;
Original (days);- 90 Calendar Days to Substantial Completion
Days Used - * 74 Calendar Days , ,
Revised ._-0: Days On Schedule NO - SEE SCHEDULE COMMENTS Starting Date _June 9, 2004
- Remaining ' 16 Calendar Days .

Projected Completion September 6, 2004 {(Substantial
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Whitman PDA Loan
Compound Period .......: Semiannual-

5% .
;,.7, , %W@Z‘/ }; 7/]0.’

~lominal Annual Rate ...:

21500% % + ¥4
Effective Annual Rate .. : 2516 % P if 7368
Periodic Rate .............. : 1.2500 %
. Daily Rate ...................: 0.00685 %
CASH FLOW DATA
Event Start Date Amount Number Period End Date
1 Loan 09/08/2004 513,000.00 1
2 Payment 03/08/2005 (2487365~  @24=Semiannual,. 09/08/2016

AMORTIZATION SCHEDULE - Normal Amortization

~ Date Payment Interest Principai Balance

Loan 09/08/2004 513,000.00
2004 Totals 0.00 0.00 0.00

1 03/08/2005 24,873.65 6,412.50 18,461.15 494 538.85

2 09/08/2005 24 873.65 6,181.74 18,691.91 475,846.94
2005 Totals 49,747.30 12,594.24 37,153.06

Q—/' 3 03/08/2006 24 873.65 5,948.09 18,925.56 456,921.38

4 09/08/2006 24,873.65 5,711.52 19,162.13 437,759.25
2006 Totals 49,747.30 11,659.61 38,087.69

5 03/08/2007 24,873.65 5,471.99 19,401.66 418,357.59

6 09/08/2007 24,873.65 5,229.47 19,644.18 398,713.41
2007 Totals 49,747.30 10,701.46 39,045.84

7 03/08/2008 24,873.65 4,983.92 19,889.73 378,823.68

8 09/08/2008 24,873.65 4,735.30 20,138.35 358,685.33
2008 Totals 49,747.30 9,719.22 40,028.08

9 03/08/2009 24,873.65 4,483.57 20,390.08 338,295.25

10 09/08/2009 24,873.65 4,228.69 20,644.96 317,650.29
2009 Totals 49,747.30 8,712.26 41,035.04

11 03/08/2010 24,873.65 3,970.63 20,903.02 296,747.27

12 09/08/2010 24,873.65 3,709.34 21,164.31 275,582.96
2010 Totals 49,747.30 7,679.97 42,067.33

13 03/08/2011 24,873.65 3,44479 21,428.86 254,154.10

, 14 09/08/2011 24,873.65 3,176.93 21,696.72 232,457.38
L,.-OH Totals 49,747.30 6,621.72 43,125.58

15 03/08/2012 24, 873.65 2,905.72 21,967.93 210,489.45

16 09/08/2012 24,873.65 2,631.12 22,242 .53 188,246.92




o
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Whitman PDA Loan

- Date Payment Interest Principal Balance
(012 Totals 49,747.30 5,5636.84 44.210.46

17 03/08/2013 24,873.65 2,353.09 22,520.56 165,726.36

18 09/08/2013 24,873.65 2,071.58 22,802.07 142,924.29
2013 Totals 49,747.30 4,424.67 45,322.63

19 03/08/2014 24,873.65 1,786.55 23,087.10 119,837.19

20 09/08/2014 24,873.65 1,497.96 23,375.69 96,461.50
2014 Totals 49,747.30 3,284.51 46,462.79

21 03/08/2015 24,873.65 1,205.77 23,667.88 72,793.62

22 09/08/2015 24,873.65 909.92 23,963.73 48,829.89
2015 Totals 49,747.30 2,115.69 47,631.61

23 03/08/2016 24 .873.65 610.37 24,263.28 24,566.61

24 09/08/2016 24,873.65 307.04 24,566.61 0.00
2016 Totals 49,747.30 917.41 48,829.89
Grand Totals 596,967.60 83,967.60 513,000.00
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PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

911 North 7th Avenue  PO. Box 4169
Pocatello, Idaho 83205-4169

To: Jerry Myers, Whitman LTD

From: Planning and Development Services Department Staf! :

Subject: ‘Pa:rking standards/requirements in the Central Commercid district
Date: August 20, 2004

In response to your inquiry about parking requirements in the Central Commercial district, we
have put together a summary of code requirements and some of the history and intent behind

these code requirements.

Municipal Code Section 17.44.085 specifies that off-street parking requirements in the Central
Commercial district are not applicable for any permitted use which will occupy an existing -
building in this district. Therefore, reuse of an existing building does not require the addition of
parking spaces. This section is based on the understanding of physical constraints in the Central
Commercial district. Also, this is consistent with how parking requirements are applied to any
existing building. For sites that do not have adequate parking according to current codes,
additional parking is only required when a building is expanded. Outside of the Central
Commercial District, additional parking may be required for an existing building if a more
intensive use replaces an existing use, but in the Central Commercial district it is explicit that
additional parking is not required for any permitted use. Additionally, both of these buildings
were former hotels which if operating today would have parking needs beyond the proposed
residential dwelling units. :

In addition, in the carly 1990’s, federal grant money was used to improve the Union Pacific
parking lots for public use specifically to address parking constraints in the Central Commercial
District just so that lack of parking would not be an impediment to redevelopment. This project
was one of the first improvements made in the initial Old Town redevelopment efforts. Publicly
provided parking was offered as an incentive to private businesses and building owners who
were willing to take on the challenge of restoring and maintaining historic buildings and become
partners in redevelopment efforts. Although reuse of Old Town’s upper floors has not occurred
as rapidly as initially hoped, as redevelopment cfforts continue and as the Old Town area
becomes more and more vibrant, parking may become more of an issue that may have to be
readdressed on an area-wide basis. However, for now, staff finds that parking availability should
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not be an obstacle for the redevelopment of the Whitman and the Yellowstone buildings due to
the availability of parking in the Union Pacific parking lots. '

Also, staff notes that Municipal Code Section 17.44.050 allows for special exceptions to parking
requirement for joint uses of parking facilities that use parking spaces at different times of the
day. A mixture of housing and commercial uses in these buildings will allow for this type of
sharing of parking facilities because residential users and commercial users generally need
parking at different times. Furthermore, staff believes that the type of residents that are attracted
to downtown living will have a higher tolerance for using an off-site parking lot and/or using
other modes of transportation such as transit, walking and bicycling.

We would also like to note that this issue is specifically addressed in the following Objectives
and Policies in the City’s Comprehensive Plan:

Land Use Chapter - Policy G under Objective 4.1: Explore opportunities to create
public/private partnerships for the promotion of infill, redevelopment, and mixed-use
development, such as but not limited to, public incentives or funds to assist with parking,
housing, other improvements or demonstration projects.

Land Use Chapter — Objective 5.2: Encourage mixed-use developments to provide
commercial services within walking or biking distance from residences.

Housing Chapter — Objective 2.4: Encourage upper-story housing in the downtown areca
and the Warechouse Historic District.

Special Sites Chapter — Objective 1.3: Encourage the rehabilitation of historic or
architecturally significant structures for continued use or appropriate adaptive reuse.

Special Sites Chapter — Objective 1.7: Discourage “demolition by neglect” of historic
buildings by utilizing public and private resources.

We hope this answers your questions and that you are successtul in your redevelopment efforts.




Mina Brown
L

From: Melissa Green [GREENME@d25.k12.id.us}
Sent: Monday, August 30, 2004 3:38 PM

To: otp@ oldtownpocatelio.com

Subject: Old Town

I'm responding to the information sent out by Mina Brown,

The apartments would be great for the downtown area, but a hotel situation would also be great. Visitors to town
would help support the local restaurants and shops.

My son is in school at MSU in Bozeman and another son had tived in Bend, OR. These towns are our size and have a
thriving downtown - people are everywhere and it's fun to be there. 1 believe our town has the potential to also be a
thriving community. I'm for anything that will help the downtown.

Thanks
Melissa Green

9839 W. Bighorn Dr.
Pocatello, 1D




Mina Brown

Neal Richardson [RICHARNE@d25.k12.id.us]

From:

Sent: Friday, August 27, 2004 2:27 PM
- ‘To: otp@oidtownpocateilo.com

Subject: Whitman & Yellowstone Hotels

| think anything that would help to restore these histric building is fantastic.




Mina Brown

From:

Sent:
‘To:

Subject:

Antoinette Paulus [PAULUSAN@d25.k12.id.us]
Friday, August 27, 2004 12:47 PM
ofp@oldtownpocatello.com

Restoring the Whitman and Yellowstone Hotels

Great Idea!!! | am all in support of it!

Toni Paulus
923 N. Hayes
232-8343
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Mina Brown

From: Marla Vik [mvik@jub.com]

Sent:  Tuesday, August 31, 2004 8:28 AM

To: OTP@oldtownpocatelio.com

Subject: Restoration of Whitman & Yellowstone hotels

Dear Mina,

Just read a couple of articles about the possible renovation of the \Whitman and Yellowstone Hotels and did not want to
delay in sending you a letter of my support for this project. This is a great opportunity to improve the downtown area and
take a huge step forward in the process of making Old Town Pocatelflo an even more appealing place for shopping,
eating, socializing and appreciating the history and beauty of the architecture there. The creation of 51 low and moderate
income apartments is an added bonus that is very needed in Pocatelio.

I can see no downside to this project and would encourage the PDA board to vote in favor of supporting this
undertaking. As Harry said himself, it could cost the City even more if they are required to tear it down. Contrast that
scenario with the pride the community will have in restoring and ufilizing this great part of our history. Let’s continue the
vision of creating a beautiful, historic, engaging center for Pocatelio.

Marla L. Vi, PE.
J-U-B ENGINEERS Inc.
Pocatello, Idaho 83201
208-232-1313
208-232-3489 fax
208-241-0371 cell

8/31/2004




Mina Brown

From: Margaret Ganyo [mganyo@ida.net]
Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2004 10:34 AM
To: Mina Brown

Mina, .
{ think that the restoration of the Whitman and Yellowstone Hotels would be a tremendous boost to Pocatello’s economy.
Please let me know how 1 might be of help to support this project.

Margaret Ganyo
4987 Independence
Chubbuck, ID 83202

bﬁ

8/31/2004
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Mina Brown

From: Elisabeth Hunt [ethunt@hotmail.com]
Sent: Friday, August 27, 2004 9:05 AM

To: otp@oldtownpocatello.com

Subject: Save downtown

I have always LOVED the idea of making our "urban" landscape a little more beautiful! I would be very much
in favor of using tax dollars to improve the Yellowstone Hotel and the Whitman Building.

Please let me know how I can help.

Liza Raley

KLCE -FM

Morning Show

(And proud Pocatello Resident)

1130 East Clark Street

FREE pop-up blocking with the new MSN Toolbar — get it now!

8/31/2004




Mina Brown

From: Ted and Carrie Booth [tedandcarrie@cableone.net]
(\ Sent: Sunday, August 28, 2004 2:18 PM

To: otp@oldtownpocatello.com

Subject: Whitman

I support the Whitman project.

Ted Booth, AlA

b

8/31/2004




Mina Brown

From: Kiristina Sainess [ktsalness@cableone.net]
(" Sent: Monday, August 30, 2004 9:17 AM

To: otp@oldtownpocatello.com

Subject: restoration

| am definately in favor of the restoration of The Whitman and Yellowstone and appreciate the work done so far toward
that effort. | can't think of a better way to spend our tax dollars. Any urban renewal which includes apartments, is
beneficial to everyone. | will attend the meeting on Wed. at 11. '

Kristina Salness

336 S. 8th Ave

Pocatello

-

8/31/2004




Mina Brown

From: Peter W. Vik [vikpete@isu.edu]

(\ . Sent:  Tuesday, August 31, 2004 9:30 AM
To: otp@oldtownpocatelio.com
Subject: restore Whitman & Yellowstone Hotel

Dear Mina,

I appreciate and support your efforts to encourage the Pocatello Development Authority to work to restore the
Whitman and Yellowstone hotels. T would be delighted to offer whatever assistance [ might to this effort.

Yours respectfully,
Peter Vik

760 South 19th Ave
Pocatello, ID 83201

C

8/31/2004




Mina Brown

From: John Looze fjlooze@earthlink.net]
- Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2004 1:14 PM
To: otp@oldtownpocatello.com

Restore the downtown.
John Looze

C

8/31/2004




Mina Brown

From:
Sent:

v To:
Subject:

Denise Lee [LEEDE@d25.k12.id.us]

Friday, August 27, 2004 11:55 AM

otp@oldtownpaocatello.com

I think it would be very appropriate to renevate these olderbuildings. New buildings just don't

ha

I think it would be very appropriate to renevate these older buildings.
New buildings just don't have the personatity and charm found inn otder buildings.

Denise Lee




Mina Brown

From:
Sent:

- "To:
Subject:

Tammy Farsi [FARSITA@d25.k12.id.us}
Friday, August 27, 2004 10:13 AM
otp@oldtownpocatello.corm

| would absolutely support this.

i would absolutely support this.

Tammy Farsi




Mina Brown

From: Heidi Lyons [LYONSHE@d25.k12.id.us]
Sent: Friday, August 27, 2004 9:15 AM

To: otp@oldtownpocatello.com

Subject: Restoration of Yellowstone & Whitman hotels

Our family thinks there is value in restoring the two hotels.

Jerry and Heidi Lyons
1608 N. Mink Creek Rd.
Pocatello, ID 83204




Mina Brown

From:
(—\ 'Sent.
T To:
Subject:

Kathy Collins [COLLINKA@d25.k12.id.us]
Friday, August 27, 2004 8:03 AM
otp@oidtownpocatelio.com

Restoration of Whitman and Yellowstone Hotels

| totally support this project. | think it is a wonderful use for PDA funds.

Kathleen Collins
10 Valleyview
Pocatelio, ID 83204




Mina Brown

From: Rhonda Naftz [NAFTZRH@d25.k12.id.us]
(" Sent: Friday, August 27, 2004 7:59 AM
- To otp@oldtownpocatello.com

Suiaject: Whitman and Yellowstone Hotels

Rhonda Naftz
817 N Garfield

i would like to see these building fixup and used once again. Please consider this request.




Mina Brown

From:
.Sent:

.. 'To:

Subject:

Mina,

| think this is a fabulous ideal 1 will not be able to attend the meeting on Wednesday, [ will be working. My address is

Peck, Diane [dianep@portmed.org]
Thursday, August 26, 2004 2:05 PM
otp@oidtownpocatelic.com
approve

532 North Garfield phone 478-6595

Diane Peck

Diane Peck, Health Educator
Community Health Education

(208) 239-2430

Portneuf Medical Center
651 Memorial Drive
Pocatello, ID 83209




Mina Brown

From: Corinne Dixon [cdixon@cleartaik.net]
{ Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2004 1:54 PM
Y To: otp@oldtownpocatello.com
Cc: Libby Sargeant _
Subject: Restoration of Whitman and Yellowstone Hotels

You have my vote for the restoration of both these locations. | remember how beautiful this area was when | was a
small girl, and i would love to relive that again.

Corinne Dixon
Regional Sales Manager
Clear Talk

Pocatelto, ID 83204
{01208-233-6246
(C)208-223-1377
{F)208-233-6244




Mina Brown

From: Rory Erchul frory.erchul@keyon.com]
(" Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2004 1:44 PM
- To: otp@oldtownpocatello.com
Subject: RE: Help Restore Whitman & Yellowstone Hotels
| support it!
Rory Erchul
-----'Original Message-----

From: Mina Brown [mailto:otp@oldtownpocatello.com]

Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2004 9:37 AM
To: 'Grace Owens’; ‘Cary Jones’; Eva Nye; '‘Rory Erchul’; John Gribas; ‘Linda Deck’; 'Mike Doellman’; *Sylvia Raumaker’;

PPink@aol.com; ‘andrea Kern'; tanderson@pocatetloidaho.com; ‘Margaret Ganyo'; 'Jones2, Paula - Pocatello, 1D; Kathy
Morter; Ray Carter; Susan Pentoney; Tim Whiteus; Allen Collins; David Sandquist; Dick Carroll; Dorsey Hill; Greg Maag;
Jerold Myler; Jerry Myers; Kim Smith; Libby Sargeant; Rob Wiscombe

Subject: Help Restore Whitman & Yellowstone Hotels

--Please circulate untit August 31, 2004--

if you have ever admired Pocatello's historic Whitman and Yellowstone hotels and wished that they could be brought
back to life, please keep reading because you can help make it happen.

Four people who own property in historic Old Town, together with the Idaho nonprofit The Housing Company, have
( " put together a plan to develop apartments in the upper stories of both hotels, These 51 apartments would be
- available for rent to families with income below the area median. The ground floor of the Whitman would be
restored for commercial use and a common area for the residents. The ground floor of the Yellowstone has already
been restored so only its upper stories are involved in the project.

There are about 80 apartments in the upper stories of buitdings in historic Old Town-including five in the historic
Eagles Building, restored in 1999 by Pocatello Neighborhood Housing Services {a supporter of this project). These
people help to keep the area safe and patronize the businesses there. Imagine the impact of 51 more apartments.
Imagine seeing the Whitman and Yellowstone restored and full of people.

The Whitman today is a sad reminder of its former beauty. Besides the mess left by pigeons, it has structurat
problems that need to be addressed or Pocatello is in danger of losing ancther one of its landmark historic buildings.
The funds needed to rehabilitate it are beyond the means of its current property owner.

Like the Eagles Building rehab, which mobilized over 20 sources of funding, this $5.16 mitlion project would be carried
out with a combination of funds, a large part of which would come from the federal government in the form of tax
credits. The group still needs to find approximately $513,000 and they plan to approach the Pocatetlo Development
Authority on September 1 asking for that ameunt in tax increment financing for the project.

The Pocatello Development Authority, or PDA, is charged with carrying out urban renewal in several areas of
Pocatetlo including the downtown area where these hotels are located. They primarily use tax increment financing to
carry out these improvements. Put simply, how this werks is that the improvements boost the taxable value of an
area, and the additional taxes collected due to the increase in value are used to pay for the improvements; when this
process is completed the taxing districts get their usual share from what is now a more valuable property.

 If you feel that the public will benefit from the restoration of the Whitman and Yellowstone, please let the PDA know
that you think this is an appropriate use of tax dollars. Send e-mail in support of the project to me at
otp@oldtownpocatello.com with your name and address. Just a quick reply to this e-mail would be great. Then

1




forward this to any Bannock County residents you think will be interested.

The PDA meeting will be at 11 a.m. on Wednesday, September 1 in the City Council chambers at 911 N. 7th Ave.
Although the public usually does not speak at PDA meetings, your presence in the room would be a tremendous help

(\_in demonstrating public support.

Thank you for your attention.

Mina Brown

Old Town Pocatello inc.
www,oldtownpocatello.com

348 West Clark - Pocatello, idaho 83204
208.232.7545




Mina Brown

From: Mark Edwards [EDWARDMA@d25.k12.id.us]
/" Sent: Friday, August 27, 2004 11:16 AM
~ To: otp@oldtownpocatelio.com

Subject: Support for Restoration of Yeliowstone Building

I have heard a rumor that you are looking to try to restore the Yellowstone Building. 1 for one am in total support of
that!

Mark T. Edwards
Instructor, Pocatello High School

PS - If you need any help in getting this action moving, | would be more than happy lend a hand!




(' POCATELLO

OLD TOWN - NEW SPIRIT

August 26, 2004

.. Pocatello Development Authority
Harry Neuhardt, Chair-
1651 Alvin Ricken Drive
Pocatello, Idaho 83201

' RE: ENDORSEMENT OF DOWNTOWN UPPER LEVEL HOUSING

‘ Members of the Pocatello Development Authority: '

The Board of Directors of Old Town Pocatello, Inc. solidly endorses the upper level housing pro;ect proposed for
the Yellowstone and Whitman hotels. Although this project did. not ongmate from our Board of Drrectors it airgns
well with our vision of downtown Pocatello: : :

- A downtown that is a destmatlon for locals and tourists alike; a destination that is celebrated
for its history and uniqueness, providing an appealing retail mix, desirable commercial space,
quality housing, unique common areas and major community events :

o Old Town Pocatelio Inc. believes that originai structures of Pocateﬂo should be preserved and unfortunately we

C have already lost a number of historic buildings in the downtown area, including the Bannock Hotel and the Chief
Theatre. Original structures are what sets Pocatello apart from other towns and provide our visual history. Both
the Whitman Hotel and the Yellowstone Hotel are historic structures of Pocatello and we are fortunate that the
ground floor of the Yellowstone has undergone significant restoration. The Whitman, on the other hand, requires
immediate attention to be “saved”. Built in 1913, the hotel was considered one of the best in Pocatello. as half of its
rooms had baths. The ground floor of the Whitman once held the Princess Theatre, the mythological birthplace of
Judy Garland. Razing the Whitman wili send the message that Pocatello's history is insignificant.

In addition to Old Town Pocatelio, inc.’s desire to-save and restore Pocatello’s historic structures, we believe that
the.development of downtown housing is a critical component in the redevelopment of downtown. According to
the 2003 National Main Street Survey, the number of housing units in central business districts across the country
continues fo increase. From a downtown business perspective, housing is desirable because residents are-a
built-in market. With an increase in the number of residents comes a need for an increase in services, mchdlng
food marts, restaurants, and specialty shops. As-property owners, developers, local government, and state
govemnments continue to invest in their downtown historic districts through suchi initiatives as housing
development, additional economic indicators are positively impacted. These include ground floor commercial
occupancy.rates, ground floor rental rates, number of professional offices, retail sales volume, crime rates, and
property values (2003 National Main Street Trends Survey) Studies show that as these downtown economic -
indicators continue to improve, there is a momentous increase in community members’ visits to downtown,
especially for special promotions and events. The development of residential units in downtown Pocatello can
only have a positive impact on our downtown and on the community as a whole. :

P.O. Box 222 » 348 West Clark - Poc'atelto, Idaho 83204-0222 « 208-232-7545

& Recycled Papér




In addition to aligning with the vision and mission of Old Town Pocatello, this project afigns well with the purpose
of the Pocatello Development Authority, our local urban renewal agency, as specified in Idaho statutes.
Specifically, the agency has been provided with the powers, duties, and obligations to implement an urban
renewal plan for the “elimination or deteriorated or deteriorating areas and for the prevention of the development
or spread of slums and blight”. To that end, the agency executes a workable program for utilizing appropriate
private and public resources to encourage voluntary rehabilitation of deteriorated or deteriorating structures.
Further, the agency “shall afford maximum opportunity, consistent with the needs of the municipality as a whole,
to the rehabilitation or redevelopment of the urban renewal area by private enterprise”.

The Consolidated Central Corridor Urban Renewal Area Plan of 1998 (amended in 2002) clearly fays out the
plan’s purpose, goals, and objectives that support the upper level housing project. One of the five components of
the stated purpose is to utilize more effectively the powers granted to the PDA in the pursuit of redevelopment
activities, one of which is to develop new or improved means of providing housing. Further, all three of the plan’s
goals (Commercial Redevelopment, Neighborhood Revitalization, and Economic Development) align with the

+ project as do the plan’s five objectives. The third objective, for example, is to facilitate long-range planning and
encourage a more participatory planning and project implementation effort among commercial owners within the
Central Corridor Urban Renewal Area. This participatory approach is further emphasized in the plan, stated as
follows: Partnerships with the private sector through Business Improvement Districts, entrepreneurial
reinvestment, and utilization of external funding sources, including Brownfields grants, will help to
accomplish the goals that the City has set forth.

The Board of Directors of Old Town Pocatello, Inc. encourages the members of the Pocatello Development
Authority to give serious consideration to the upper level housing project. As outlined above, this project not only
aligns with the vision and mission of Oid Town, Inc., it appears to be a project consistent with the purpose, goals,
and objectives of the Consolidated Cenfral Comidor Urban Renewal Area Plan.

Sincerely,
Kim G. Smith, President

Board of Directors
Old Town Pocatello, Inc.




POCATELLO

RENTAL

ALY HOUSING
ezl ASSOCIATION

September 1, 2004

Pocatello Development Authority
City of Pocatello

Dear Board Members:

My name is Dave Packer, and I am the current President of the Pocatello Rental Housing
Association. Iam writing in support of the proposed downtown renovation project of the
Whitman and Yellowstone Hotels. Although there may be some in our organization who
do not agree with this project, or the use of PDA funds, this is a project that needs to be

funded.

We can, and have, put a lot of money into the downtown area in an effort to revitalize this
part of the city, but downtown will never revitalize until there is housing, and people

living there.
I would ask you to support this project, and fund it.

Thank you. -~

Dave Packer




P.O. Box 10 * Pocatello, Idaho §83204-0010 * (208)234-0900 VOICE * (208)234-0901 FAX
WEBSITE: www.HomeSpecialists.com * EMAIL: info@homespecialists.com

Tuesday, August 31, 2004

To Whom It May Concem;

I'am very much in favor of the renovation for the upper level housing units in down town Pocatello.

This effort will help with the need for affordable housing units in Pocatello for those who seek rentals,
specifically in the historic Old Town district,

Quality units give people pride in their surroundings. As the upper level apartments are made
available, then there will be additional revitalization to take place for commercial purposes. The shops will
serve people’s needs and the economy will be sirengthened.

Please support this effort.

Sincerely,

. James Johnston
Associate Broker
ABR, CRB, CRS, GRI, SRES

WwIJ




PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES |

611 North 7th Avenue PQ..Box 4169
Pocatello, Idaho 83205-4169

(\ A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION OF IDAHO

To: Jerry Myers, Whitman LTD

& m
From: Planning and Development Services Department Stafl
Subject: Parking standards/requirements in the Central Commercid} district
Date: August 20, 2004

In response to your inquiry about parking requirements in the Central Commercial district, we
have put together a summary of code requirements and some of the history and intent behind

these code requirements.

Municipal Code Section 17.44.085 specifies that off-street parking requirements in the Central

Commercial district are not applicable for any permitted use which will occupy an existing

building in this district. Therefore, reuse of an existing building does not require the addition of

parking spaces. This section is based on the understanding of physical constraints in the Central

Commercial district. Also, this is consistent with how parking requirements are applied to any

Q existing building. For sites that do not have adequate parking according to current codes,

’ additional parking is only required when a building is expanded. Outside of the Central

Commercial District, additional parking may be required for an existing building if a more

intensive use replaces an existing use, but in the Central Commercial district it is explicit that

additional parking is not required for any permitted use. Additionally, both of these buildings

were former hotels which if operating today would have parking needs beyond the proposed
residential dwelling units.

In addition, in the early 1990’s, federal grant money was used to improve the Union Pacific
parking lots for public use specifically to address parking constraints in the Central Commercial
District just so that lack of parking would not be an impediment to redevelopment. This project
was one of the first improvements made in the initial Old Town redevelopment efforts. Publicly
provided parking was offered as an incentive to private businesses and building owners who
were willing to take on the challenge of restoring and maintaining historic buildings and become
partners in redevelopment efforts. Although reuse of Old Town’s upper floors has not occurred
as rapidly as initially hoped, as redevelopment efforts continue and as the Old Town area
becomes more and more vibrant, parking may become more of an issue that may have to be
readdressed on an area-wide basis. However, for now, staff finds that parking availability should
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Memo re: Parking Requirements in Central Commercial District
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Page2 of2

not be an obstacle for the redevelopment of the Whitman and the Yellowstone buildings due to
the availability of parking in the Union Pacific parking lots.

Also, staff notes that Municipal Code Section 17.44.050 allows for special exceptions to parking
requirement for joint uses of parking facilities that use parking spaces at different times of the
day. A mixture of housing and commercial uses in these buildings will allow for this type of
sharing of parking facilities because residential users and commercial users generally need
parking at different times. Furthermore, staff believes that the type of residents that are attracted
to downtown living will have a higher tolerance for using an off-site parking lot and/or using
other modes of transportation such as transit, walking and bicycling.

We would also like to note that this issue is specifically addressed in the following Objectives
and Policies in the City’s Comprehensive Plan: '

Land Use Chapter - Policy G under Objective 4.1: Explore opportunities to create
public/private partnerships for the promotion of infill, redevelopment, and mixed-use
development, such as but not limited to, public incentives or funds to assist with parking,
housing, other improvements or demonsiration projects.

Land Use Chapter — Objective 5.2: Encourage mixed-use developments to provide
commercial services within walking or biking distance from residences.

Housing Chapter — Objective 2.4: Encourage upper-story housing in the downtown arca
and the Warehouse Historic District.

Special Sites Chapter — Objective 1.3: Encourage the rehabilitation of historic or
architecturally significant structures for continued use or appropriate adaptive reuse.

* Special Sites Chapter — Objective 1.7: Discourage “demolition by neglect™ of historic
buildings by utilizing public and private resources.

We hope this answers your questions and that you are successful in your redevelopment efforts.




POCATELL(Q NEIGHBORHOORH

(\ HOUSING BERVICES

NeighborWorkse
HomeOwnership Center

206 North Arthur
PO Box 1146
Pocatello, ID 83204
Phone: 208-232-9468
Fax: 208-232-3[55
www.pnhs.org

Board of Directors

Idaho Purce, President
Bonneville Neighborheod

Stephen Weeg, Ist Vice President
Old Town/Emerson Neighborhood

Jim Johnston. 2nd Vice President
The Home Specialists

Dale Reavis, Secretary
J.R. Simplot Company

Dick Emerson, Treasurer
US Banrk

(q.‘énda Pollard, Past President
Lewis & Clark Neighborhood

Shawna Engen
Alameda Neighborhood

Rich Garvin
Resident-at-Large

~ John Ney
0Old Town/Jetferson Neighborhood

Don Thompson
Resident-at-Large

Dan Diehl
Wells Fargo

Marty Doncouse
Citizens Commuenity Bank

Honorable Roger Chase
Mayor, City of Pocatelio

Honorablz Ror Frasure
Council Member, City of Pocatello

L

@ghbo{mrksz

CHARTERED MEMBER

Project in Old Town Pocatello and approved a Motion at its

feasibility report and housing market study, which will be

process.

| cc: Dale Bowden

November 19, 2003

Mr. Gerald M. Hunter, President & Executive Director
Idaho Housing and Finance Association

P.O. Box 7899

Boise, Idaho 83707

Dear Gerald:

The Pocatello Neighborhood Housing Services (PNHS) Board of
Directors recently discussed the proposed Upper Floor Housing

October 28 meeting to support PNHS as the General Partner.
The Board's support is contingent upon a favorable economic

addressed in the Low-Income Housing Tax Credit application

PNHS looks forward to working with Idaho Housing and Finance
Association and The Housing Company on this important
downtown housing and revitalization project.

Sincerely,
y / V o7
Cary Jorles, Executive Director
Pocatello Neighborhood Housing Services




TO: Pocatello Development Authority

FROM: Mike Theiring, Chair
Historic Preservation Commission

SUBJECT: Support for Upper Level Housing project in Whitman and Yellowstone Buildings

DATE: August 27, 2004

The Historic Preservation Commission would like to express sirong support for the upper level
housing development proposal before the Pocatello Development Authority. Encouraging
upper-story housing development has been a goal of ours for many years and we believe this
project would bolster the economic and social health of our downtown and the entire

commurnity.

As a City Commission charged with promoting public awareness and preservation of
Pocatello’s historic resources, we are most concerned with the state of the Whitman Building
and fear that further years of neglect will result in the loss of this significant building. Pocatello

~ has one of the best preserved Historic Districts in this region. This building has a rich history
and is an important element of our downtown district. In addition, it is located on one of the
most intact block faces in the district which means the loss of this large-scale building would
greatly impact the entire 100 block of South Main Street.

We have brainstormed for many years on what could be done to address the rundown state of
this building and several of the other “at risk” structures in the downtown district, but we do
not have the extent of funding or authority needed to take action ourselves other than working
with Code Enforcement staff to address minimal maintenance issues.

When it went up for sale, we were hopeful that somebody would be willing and able to
purchase and restore it. However, given the challenges and expense of rehabilitating the
building in its dilapidated state we recognized it would be quite an undertaking. We are very
grateful that this new partnership has taken this challenge and we support them in their efforts
to secure the balance of funding needed for this project.

If the Whitman is restored, it will cease to be an eyesore for Old Town and our community. As

you are well aware, a large amount of money has been invested into utility and streetscape

upgrades and the school district has also invested in a new gymmnasium at Pocatello High

School. We hope that the Whitman can be rehabilitated so it will not detract from the major
- improvements that are being made in Old Town.

Pocatello

Historic

Preservation
Municipal Building, 3Sk=gimmes:. P.0. Box 4169, Pocatello, iD 83205
ﬁ@mmlssmn (208) 234-6184 - FAX (208) 234-6296

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY/AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER




We understand the partnership seeking funds plans to take advantage of both the Historic Tax
Credit program and other tax credits available for affordable housing projects. This approach
was used to redevelop the Eagle’s Building on South Arthur Street which is turning out to be a
great asset for the downtown area. Redevelopment of upper floor housing in the Kress
Building has also proved to be in high demand and is a great asset for downtown.

We want to see downtown, the core of our community, prosper and become an area people are
eager to invest in. An economically healthy downtown is good for historic preservation
because it creates additional revenue that becomes available for maintaining and restoring
buildings. Further housing development will also bring even more residents downtown
providing a stronger customer and employee base for downtown businesses.

Thank you for considering our comments.
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August 29", 2004.

Pocatello Development Authority Board
1651 Alvin Ricken Drive
Pocatello, ID 83201

To Whom It May Concern:

The Old Town Neighborhood Association would like to take this opportunity to endorse
the expenditure of Tax Increment Finance dollars to invest in upper story housing within
the historic Whitman & Yellowstone Hotels.

There will continue to be a need in our community for affordable housing of all types.
The quantity of that need has been measured. Demand for existing upper level housing
has been strong. The qualities which are created by upper level housing include
increased security, as more “eyes on the street” reside in the area, as well as a larger
customer base for the goods and services of local merchants.

Less tangible are the effects upon the rental market as a whole. The law of supply and
demand suggests that more choices, in this case better rental stock, would incline local
landlords towards higher quality products in order to compete. The problems associated
with dilapidated rental properties, and their deleterious effects upon adjacent property
owners and the neighborhoods of which they are comprised are well known.

The last census would suggest an upward movement of individuals within the existing
available housing stock. The bottom rung of the housing stock may become even more
blighting, but these conditions create opportunities for individuals and communities to
invest in their underutilized stock, and to reap the rewards for the tax base as a whole.

It is reasonable to assume that out of town investors would hesitate to invest in an area in
which the citizens themselves do not choose to invest. For the moment, partnerships are
needed to create the climate where market forces take hold. We would hope that the
members of the Pocatello Development Authority will continue to be as entrepreneurial
as those individuals who, one building at a time, are helping to reinvest in and revitalize
the neighborhoods along the central corridor and the downtown of Pocatello.

The Old Town Neighborhood Association Board

John Ney, Chair

Sylvia Raumaker, Vice Chair
Robert Wallace, Tresurer/Secretary
Mike Theiring

Jack Owens

Diane Peck
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Homeless and Housing Coalition of
South East Idaho

tworking and sharing together; valuing everyone”

~ A

AN

RESOLUTION OF SUPPORT
March 4, 2004

BE IT RESOLVED that the Homeless and Housing Coalition of South East
Idaho supports local community efforts to renovate the upper levels of the
Whitman and Yellowstone Hotels in Old Town Pocatello into quality,
affordable rental units.

The Coalition represents a diverse group of interests in the region and
focuses on homeless and housing issues in South East Idaho.
Furthermore, the organization has contributed to the Housing Market
Study and pledges its support to work with community leaders and local
groups on this worthwhile project. '

Barbara Nash, President ' Chris Peirsol, Vice President
Homeless and Housing Coalition Homeless and Housing Coalition

%

President Barbara Nash
People 2 Gente

Seciretary LaMae Weber
Family Services Alliance

Vice President Chris Pel.rsol
Rid For Friends

Treasurer Brenda Ames
The Salvation Axrmy
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August 26, 2004
422 N Garfield Avenue
Pocatello, ID 83204

Dear Sir or Madam,

It has come to my attention that the Pocatello Development Authority will consider giving tax increment
financing (TIF) to the prospective owners of the Whitman Hotel and the owner of the Yellowstone Hotel this
Wednesday morning, September 1. As a citizen concerned about the vitality of Old Town Pocatello, I question the
soundness of this TTF, given both the nature of the project and the past business record of the owners.

It is my understanding that these local tax dollars are part of a larger plan and would be given on top of other
funds, much, of which, would come from the federal government in the form of tax credits. The moneéy raised
would then be earmarked for restoring the two buildings in order to provide lower income housing - families with
income below the area median - and to make commercial space market ready in the Whitman.

First, do we really need more lower income housing in Pocatello, especially concentrated downtown? Studies

" have cast doubt that this kind of urban engineering can raise the prospects of the poor or provide the necessary

catalyst for downtown renewal, Besides, it is my observation that Pocatello already offers a wealth of affordable
housing options all around town. Yet, on the other hand, there seems to be a dearth of high-end, luxury rentals. If
the primary goal of this plan is to revitalize Old Town, with the motto being “if you build it, they will come,” then
I suggest we aim a lot higher and require for our money, at a minimum, mixed income housing utilizing high-

quality materials and craftsmanship.

Secondly, can this plan ensure that these building owners will, in coordination with the non-profit The Housing
Company, develop and carry out a viable business plan to fill their properties with vibrant businesses? We know it
can be done, since other owners downtown have done it. Yet, I have seen the Yellowstone go largely vacant over
the last few years in spite of the booming business conducted by lessees there. Based on the record of the plan’s
major beneficiary, the owner of the Yellowstone, how can we be assured that these buildings won’t remain vacant
even after they are refurbished without some safeguards in place for our public funds?

I have read the gloom and doom stories propagated by these building owners in the Journal regarding the

imminent demolishing of the Whitman Hotel, which I understand they have optioned to purchase on the cheap.
This scare tactic cannot obscure the fact that the owner of the Yellowstone, with his vast array of holdings
downtown, is partly responsible for why Old Town sits largely vacant today. This individual and his partners
would better serve their community by offering realistic leases that encourage long-term tenancy in the turn-key
commercial space they already own. With funds received from that space, they could invest in the repalr of other
areas of their properties. That is what is to be expected of good property owners.

Yes, we all want refurbished, proud landmarks like the Whitman and the Yellowstone hotels downtown. And

government assistance, in some form, may be necessary to make that happen. But, when using local tax dollars to
improve Old Town, let’s first invest in the means necessary to help these owners fill what they already have
available for lease, if they are, in fact, interested in doing that. By contrast, what has been proposed looks like a

misdirected handout with no guarantee of return.

Thank you for your con51derat10n

Mltch Werner




PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

911 North 7th Averue T.O. Box 4169
Pocatello, Idaho 83205-4169

To: Jerry Myers, Whitman LTD

From: Planning and Development Services Department Staffy

Subject: Parking standards/requirements in the Central Commercia district
Date: August 20, 2004

In response to your inquiry about parking requirements in the Central Commercial district, we
have put together a summary of code requirements and some of the history and intent behind

these code requirements.

Municipal Code Section 17.44.085 specifies that off-street parking requirements in the Central
Commercial district are not applicable for any permitted use which will occupy an existing

building in this district. Therefore, reuse of an existing building does not require the addition of

parking spaces. This section is based on the understanding of physical constramts in the Central
Commercial district. Also, this is consistent with how parking requirements are applied to any

( existing building. For sites that do not have adequate parking according to current codes,
additional parking is only required when a building is expanded. Outside of the Central
Commercial District, additional parking may be required for an existing building if a more
intensive use replaces an existing use, but in the Central Commercial district it is explicit that
additional parking is not required for any permitted use. Additionally, both of these buildings
were former hotels which if operating today would have parking needs beyond the proposed

residential dwelling units.

In addition, in the early 1990’s, federal grant money was used to improve the Union Pacific
parking lots for public use specifically to address parking constraints in the Central Commercial
District just so that lack of parking would not be an impediment to redevelopment. This project
was one of the first improvements made in the initial Old Town redevelopment efforts. Publicly
provided parking was offered as an incentive to private businesses and building owners who
were willing to take on the challenge of restoring and maintaining historic buildings and become
partners in redevelopment efforts. Although reuse of Old Town’s upper floors has not occurred
as rapidly as initially hoped, as redevelopment efforts continue and as the Old Town area
becomes more and more vibrant, parking may become more of an issue that may have to be
readdressed on an area-wide basis. However, for now, staff finds that parking availability should

Plan Review/ Neighborheod & Permits & Licenses/
Planning Services Community Services Building & Inspection
Phone:  (208) 234-6161 Phone: (208) 234-6185 Services
b“a: (208) 234-6257 Fax: {208) 234-6586 Phone: (208) 234-6158
(208) 234-6586 . Fax: (208) 234-6257

(208) 234-6386

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY / AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER




Memo re: Parking Requirements in Central Commercial District
August 26, 2004
Page 2 0f 2

not be an obstacle for the redevelopment of the Whitman and the Yellowstone buildings due to
the availability of parking in the Union Pacific parking lots.

Also, staff notes that Municipal Code Section 17.44.050 allows for special exceptions to parking
requirement for joint uses of parking facilities that use parking spaces at different times of the
day. A mixture of housing and commercial uses in these buildings will allow for this type of
sharing of parking facilitics because residential users and commercial users generally need
parking at different times. Furthermore, staff believes that the type of residents that are attracted
to downtown living will have a higher tolerance for using an off-site parking lot and/or using
other modes of transportation such as transit, walking and bicycling.

We would also like to note that this issue is specifically addressed in the following Objectives
and Policies in the City’s Comprehensive Plan:

Land Use Chapter - Policy G under Objective 4.1: Explore opportunities to create
public/private partnerships for the promotion of infill, redevelopment, and mixed-use
development, such as but not limited to, public incentives or funds to assist with parking,
housing, other improvements or demonstration projects.

Land Use Chapter — Objective 5.2: Encourage mixed-use developments to provide
commercial services within walking or biking distance from residences.

Housing Chapter — Objective 2.4: Encourage upper-story housing in the downtown area
and the Warehouse Historic District.

Spécial Sites Chapter — Objective 1.3: Encourage the rehabilitation of historic or
architecturally significant structures for continued use or appropriate adaptive reuse.

Special Sites Chapter — Objective 1.7: Discourage “demolition by neglect” of historic
buildings by utilizing public and private resources.

We hope this answers your questions and that you are successful in your redevelopment efforts.




Mina Brown

From: : Linda Deck [decklind@isu.edu]

Sent: Thursday, August 28, 2004 10:08 AM

To: otp@oldtownpocatello.com

Subject: Re: Help Restore Whitman & Yellowstone Hotels

decklind.vef (327 B)
Yes, Mina, { definitely support this project.

Linda
Mina Brown wrote:

» --Please circulate until August 31, 2004--

>

> If you have ever admired Pocatello’s historic Whitman and Yellowstone
> hotels and wished that they could be brought back to life, please keep
> reading because you can help make it happen.

>

> Four people who own property in historic Old Town, together with the
> |daho nonprofit The Housing Company, have put together a plan to

> develop apartrments in the upper stories of both hotels. These 51

> apartments would be available for rent to farnilies with income betow
> the area median. The ground floor of the Whitrman would be restored

» > for commercial use and a cornmon area for the residents. The ground

> floor of the Yellowstone has already been restored so only its upper

> stories are involved in the project.

> .

> There are about 80 apartments in the upper stories of buildings in

> historic Old Town-inctuding five in the historic Eagles Building,

> restored in 1999 by Pocatello Neighborhood Housing Services (a

> supporter of this project). These people help to keep the area safe

> and patronize the businesses there. Imagine the impact of 51 more

> apartments. [magine seeing the Whitman and Yellowstone restored and
> full of people.

>

> The Whitman today is a sad reminder of its former beauty. Besides the
> mess left by pigeons, it has structural problems that need to be

> addressed or Pocatello is in danger of losing another one of its

> landmark historic buildings. The funds needed to rehabititate it are

> beyond the means of its current property owner.

>

> Like the Eagles Building rehab, which mobilized over 20 sources of

> funding, this $5.16 million project would be carried out with a

> combination of funds, a large part of which would come from the

> federal government in the form of tax credits. The group still needs

> to find approximatety $513,000 and they plan to approach the Pocatelio
> Development Authority on September 1 asking for that amount in tax

. > increment financing for the project.

>

> The Pocatello Development Authority, or PDA, is charged with carrying

1




> out urban renewal in several areas of Pocatelio including the downtown
> area where these hotels are located. They primarily use tax increment
> financing to carry out these improvements. Put simply, how this works
> is that the improvements boost the taxable value of an area, and the
' > additional taxes collected due to the increase in value are used to
> pay for the improvements; when this process is completed the taxing
> districts get their usual share from what is now a more valuable
> property.
>
> if you feel that the public will benefit from the restoration of the
> Whitman and Yeltowstone, please et the PDA know that you think this
> is an appropriate use of tax dollars. Send e-mail in support of the
> project to me at otp@oldtownpocatello.com with your name and address.
> Just a quick reply to this e-mail would be great. Then forward this
> to any Bannock County residents you think will be interested.
>
> The PDA meeting will be at 11 a.m. on Wednesday, September 1 in the
> City Council chambers at 911 N. 7th Ave. Although the public usually
> does not speak at PDA meetings, your presence in the room would be a
> tremendous help in demonstrating public support.
>
> Thank you for your attention,
>
> Mina Brown
> Old Town Pocatello fnc.
> www,oldtownpocatello.com
> 348 West Clark - Pocatello, Idaho 83204
> 208.232.7545
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Mina Brown

From: Mitch Wemer [mwparkranger@yahoo.com]
- Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2004 11:35 AM

To: otp@oldtownpocatello.com

Cc: fullert246@yahoo.com

Subject: The Whitman and the Yellowstone

Dear Mina,

Thank you for contacting me regarding the Whitman and Yellowstone Hotels. | appreciate your concern for the
structural integrity of Old Town Pocatello and its spiritual meaning to the citizens of Pocatello. 1 applaud your efforts
to raise awareness on the plight our our downtown and to seek ways to ensure its vitality. Keep up the good work!

On the issue of providing funds for the renovation of
these structures, however, | respectfully take issue
with the assertion that these particular owners need
tax dollars to refurbish their properties. These
individuals would better serve their community by
offering realistic leases that encourage long-term
tenancy in the turn-key commercial space they already
own. With funds received from that space, they could
invest in the repair of other areas of their

properties. That is what to be expected of good
property owners.

| have seen the Yellowstone go largely vacant over the
last few years in spite of the booming business
conducted by renters there. This calls into question
the motives and intent of the owner(s) of that
property and his/their ability to contribute to the
vitality of Old Town.

If these owners can't make a go of their commercial
property in Old Town, they should divest themselves of
those buildings so that others with better business
skills can give it a try. Instead of giving handouts

to owners who appear unable to make it in Old Town -
when compared to the other owners working hard to
maintain vibrant businesses downtown - we should be
encouraging them to sell their properties, rather than
sit on them. :

Sincerely,
Mitch Werner

cc: Pocatello Development Authority

Do you Yahoo!?




Mina Brown

From: John Jakupcak [fuller1246@yahoo.com]
(‘ ~ Sent: Tuesday, August 31, 2004 4:05 PM

To: otp@oldtownpocatelio.com

Subject: Whitman and Yellowstone Hotels

Dear Mina,

After reading your email and today's newspaper

article, 1 am not sure | can support the committment

of $500,000 by PDA to restore these two hotels when

the PDA is already stretched to the limit by the road construction project. | have the following concerns that | hope

you will pass onto the PDA.

1. | do not agree that low and moderate income
housing is the best use for these spaces. | think the
City should aim higher and try for commercial office
space, mixed-income housing, or artist work/live
spaces. | don't doubt that housing would bring a
minimum tevel of security and activity to downtown.
However, downtown needs more vitality and economic
activity than housing can provide.

2. | am against the PDA tying up all future funding
for the next two years into one project. | would
rather see them do street improvements such as

( * bringing the farmer's market to downtown (like most
cities do} or creating the pedestrian mall up to
Pocatelio High from the UP parking lot.

3. | am especially against the portion that includes

the Yellowstone Hotel. While I don't know all the
specifics, | have heard many people criticize this
property owner's impact to downtown. | understand

that he owns many of the downtown buildings. Why does
he continue to buy them if he can't afford to fix them
up? Why does he take so long in fixing them up? Is

his track record so great that public funds should be
dedicated to one of his projects? | don't see it, but

I admit | could be missing something critical here.

4. Finally, | question the city's effectiveness at

developing and promoting an economically vital

downtown. The city should have convinced the

University to locate the new performing arts center

downtown. Now, they are supporting a new theater out

by Wallmart instead of downtown where it woutd do

wonders to bring in people and more economic activity.

| don't understand why these types of opportunities continuousty bypass downtown.

[ trust that you will make sure my comments reach the
~ PDA in time for their meeting. Thank you for
: forwarding this email.




Sincerely,

John Jakupcak
422 N. Garfield Ave.

- Pocatello, ID

Do you Yahoo!?
Y! Messenger - Communicate in real time. Download now.
http://messenger.yahoo.com




Mina Brown
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From: J. B. Owens [owenjack@isu.edu]
- Sent: Tuesday, August 31, 2004 12:22 PM
" To: otp@oldtownpocateilo.com
Subject: OWENS>>Whitman/Yellowstone support

Pocatello, 1daho
31 August 2004

To whom it may concern:

| am writing in support of the project to convert the Whitman and Yellowstone hotels to rental apartments. | urge
the Pocatello Development Authority to supplement the funding provided by other sources because this housing
project will be the part of Old Town development that will make all of the other projects, including the current
infrastructure work, a major success.

To visualize what will happen when these two buildings are converted to apartments, one need only visit someplace
where similar housing has been provided. For example, the Central West End of St. Louis has developed into one of
the magnets for city residents. They go there to take advantage of all of the interesting shops and restaurants, which
are set in a relatively small area of rehabilitated historic structures. The zone is little more than a few parallel
streets. What makes the commercial part so viable is that it came to life to serve residents living in the immediate

area.

With that stimutus, the zone increasingly became a draw for those in the surrounding residential neighborhood, and
the resulting vitality proved to be attractive for those from other neighborhoods. Now the Central West End of 5t.
Louis has a serious parking problem, especially on weekends, but this is the type of difficulty with which any vibrant

 commercial area would like to deal. There are many other examples of similar processes, often in towns with fewer
 interesting historical

sections than what Pocatello possesses. It is easy to see something
similar happening in Old Town Pocatello because the district is also framed on the west by an architecturalty and
historically significant neighborhood. Increasing the number of downtown residents offers the key that opens the

other possibitities.

Through an investment in the development of the Whitman and Yellowstone hotels, the PDA would be able to show
both a substantial growth of the assessed property values within the downtown part of the TIF district but also in the
surrounding neighborhood. In fact, | would expect to see the spread of economic viability along West Center Street
toward Lincoln

Avenue, an area unfortunately left out of the TiF district. If the PDA

lets this building development die, it will put in considerable jeopardy all of the investment atready made in Cld
Town infrastructure. i hope that PDA members will seize this terrific opportunity with the same enthusiasm that |
personally feel for the project.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,
Jack Owens

153 South Johnson Avenue
Pocatello, 1D 83204-4229
233-8589

Professor of History & Guggenheim Fellow
daho State University
282-3232
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Pocatello Development Authority
Harry Néuhardt, Chair
1651 Alvin Ricken Drive

" Pocatello, Idaho 83201

- RE: ENDORSEMENT OF DOWNTOWN UPPER LEVEL HOUSING | .

Members of the Pocatello Development Authority:

The Board of Directors of Ofd Town Pocatello, Inc. solidiy endorses the upper level housing project proposed for
the Yellowstone and Whitman hoteis. Although this project did not otiginate from our Board of Directors, it afigns-

weil with our vision of downtuw_n Pocatello:

A downtown that ia a destination for Ibcals and tourists alike; a destination that is celebrated
for its history and uniqueness, providing an appealing retail mix, desirable commercial space,
guality housing, unigue commeon: areas, and major community avents. : '

Old Town Pocatello, Inc. believes that original structures of Pocatello should be preserved, and unfortunately we
- have already lost a number of historic buildings in the downtown area, including the Bannock Hotel and the Chief
( . Theatre. Original structures are what sets Pocatello apart from other towns and provide our visual history. Both
o the Whitman Hotel and the Yellowstone Hotel are historic structures of Pocateiio and we are fortunate that the
ground floor of the Yellowstone has undergone significant restoration. The Whitman, on the other hand, requires
immediate attention to be “saved”. Builtin 1913, the hotel was considered one of the best in Pocatello as half of its
rooms had baths. The ground floor of the Whitman ance held the Princess Theatre, the mythological birthplace of
Judy Garland. Razing the Whitman will send the message that Pocatello’s history is insignificant.

In addition to Old Town Pocatello, Inc.'s desire to save and restore Pocatello’s historic structures, we believe that
the development of downtown housing is a critical component in the redevelopment of downtown, According fo
the 2003 National Main Streef Survey, the number of housing units in central business districts across the country
continues to increase. From a downtown business perspective, housing is desirable because residents are a
built-in market. With an increase in the number of residents comes a need for 2n increase in services, including
food marts, restaurants, and specialty shops. As property owners, developers, local govemment, and state
govemments continue to invest in their downtown historic districts through such initiatives as housing .
development, additional economic indicators are positively impacted. These include ground floor commercial
‘occupancy rates, ground floor rental rates, number of professional offices, retail sales volume;, crime rates, and
property values (2003 National Main Street Trends Survey). Studies show thatt as these downtown econoiic
indicators continue to improve, there is a momenlous increase in community members’ visits to downtown,
especially for special promotions and events. The development of residential units in downtown Pocatello can
only have a positive impact on our downtown and on the community as a whaie.

b. _ - P.O. Box 222 » 348 West Clark » Pocarcllo., Idaho 83204-G222 « 208-232-7545
. . o . - - @ Fecyded Paper
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In addition to afigning with the vision and mission of Old Town Pocatello, this project aligns well with the purpose
(\ : of the Pocatello Development Authority, our local urban renewal agency, as specified in Idaho statules.

\ Specifically, the agency has been provided with the powers, duties, and obligations to implement an urban
renewal plan for the “elimination or deteriorated or deteriorating areas and for the prevention of the development
or spread of stums and blight”. To that end, the agency executes a workable program for utilizing appropriate
private and public resources to encourage volunfary rehabilitation of deteriorated or deteriorating structures.
Further, the agency “shall afford maximum opportunity, consistent with the needs of the municipaiity as a whole,
to the rehabilitation or redevelopment of the urban renews area by private enterprise”.

The Consolidated Central Corridor Urban Renewal Area Plan of 1998 (amended in 2002) ciearly fays out the
plan’s purpose, goals, and objectives that Support the upper level housing projact. One of the five components of
the stated purpose is to wtilize more effectively the powers granted to the PDA in the pursuit of redevelopment
activities, one of which is to develop new or improved means of providing housing. Further, all three of the plan's
goals (Commercial Redevelopment, Neighborhood Revitalization, and Economic Development) align with the
project as do the plan's five objectives. The third objective, for example, is ta facifitate fong-range planning and
encourage a more participatory planning-and project implementation effort among commercial owners within the

- Central Cormidor Urban Renewal Area. This participatory approach is further emphasized in the plan, stated as
follows: Partnerships with the private sector through Business Improvement Districts, entrepreneurial
reinvestment, and utilization of external funding sources, including Brownfields grants, will help to
accomplish the goals that the City has se forth. :

The Board of Directors of Old Town Pocatello, Inc. encourages the members of the Pocatelio Development

Authority to give serious consideration to the upper level housing project. As: outlined above, this project not only

aligns with the vision and mission of Old Town, Inc., it appears to be a project consistent with the purpose, goals,
and objectives of the Cansolidated Central Convidor Urban Renewal Area Pian.

Sincerely:
s
Kim G. Smith, President

Boand of Directors
Qld Town Pocatellg, Inc.
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August 26, 2004
422 N Garfield Avenue
Pocatello, ID 83204

Dear Sir or Madam,

It has come to my attention that the Pocatello Development Authority will consider giving tax increment
financing (TTF) to the prospective owners of the Whitman Hotel and the owner of the Yellowstone Hotel this
Wednesday morning, September 1. As a citizen concerned about the vitality of Old Town Pocatello, I question the
soundness of this TTF, given both the nature of the project and the past business record of the owners.

It is my understanding that these local tax dollars are part of a larger plan and would be given on top of other
funds, much, of which, would come from the federal government in the form of tax credits. The money raised
would then be earmarked for restoring the two buildings in order to provide lower income housing - families with
income below the area median - and to make commercial space market ready in the Whitman.

First, do we really need more lower income housing in Pocatello, especially concentrated downtown? Studies

" have cast doubt that this kind of urban engineering can raise the prospects of the poor or provide the necessary

catalyst for downtown renewal. Besides, it is my observation that Pocatello already offers a wealth of affordable
housing options all around town. Yet, on the other hand, there seems to be a dearth of high-end, luxury rentals. If
the primary goal of this plan is to revitalize Old Town, with the motto being “if you build it, they will come,” then
I suggest we aim a lot higher and require for our money, at a minimum, mixed income housing utilizing high-

quality materials and craftsmanship.

Sécbndly, can this plan ensure that these building owners will, in coordination with the non-profit The Housing
Company, develop and carry out a viable business plan to fill their properties with vibrant businesses? We know it
can be done, since other owners downtown have done it. Yet, I have seen the Yellowstone go largely vacant over
the last few years in spite of the booming business conducted by lessees there. Based on the record of the plan’s
major beneficiary, the owner of the Yellowstone, how can we be assured that these buildings won’t remain vacant
even after they are refurbished without some safeguards in place for our public funds?

I have read the gloom and doom stories propagated by these building owners in the Journal regarding the

imminent demolishing of the Whitman Hotel, which T understand they have optioned to purchase on the cheap.
This scare tactic cannot obscure the fact that the owner of the Yellowstone, with his vast array of holdings
downtown, is partly responsible for why Old Town sits largely vacant today. This individual and his partners
would better serve their community by offering realistic leases that encourage long-term tenancy in the tum-key
commercial space they already own. With funds received from that space, they could invest in the repalr of other
areas of their properties. That is what is to be expected of good property owners.

Yes, we all want refurbished, proud landmarks like the Whitman and the Yellowstone hotels downtown. And
government assistance, in some form, may be necessary to make that happen. But, when using local tax dollars to
improve Old Town, let’s first invest in the means necessary to help these owners fill what they already have ..
available for lease, if they are, in fact, interested in doing that. By contrast, what has been proposed looks like a

misdirected handout with no guarantee of return.

Thank you for your consideration.

M1tch Werner
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P.O. Box 10 * Pocatello, Idaho 83204-0010 * (208)234-0900 VOICE * (208)234-0901 FAX
WEBSITE: www.HomeSpecialists.com * EMAIL: info@homespecialists.com

Tuesday, August 31, 2004

To Whom It May Concern;

I am very much in favor of the renovation for the upper level housing units in down town Pocatello.

This effort will help with the need for affordable housing units in Pocatello for those who seek rentals,
specifically in the historic Old Town district.

Quality units give people pride in their surroundings. As the upper level apartments are made
available, then there will be additional revitalization to take place for commercial purposes. The shops will
serve people’s needs and the economy will be strengthened.

Please support this effort.

Sincerely,

. James Johnston
Associate Broker
ABR, CRB, CRS, GRI, SRES

Wi




TO: Pocatello Development Authority

h ‘ FROM: Mike Theiring, Chair
Historic Preservation Commission

- SUBJECT: Support for Upper Level Housing project in Whitman and Yellowstone Buildings

DATE: August 27, 2004

The Historic Preservation Commission would like to express strong support for the upper level
housing development proposal before the Pocatello Development Authority. Encouraging
upper-story housing development has been a goal of ours for many years and we believe this
project would bolster the economic and social health of our downtown and the entire

community.

As a City Commission charged with promoting public awareness and preservation of
Pocatello’s historic resources, we are most concerned with the state of the Whitman Building
and fear that further years of neglect will result in the loss of this significant building. Pocatello
has one of the best preserved Historic Districts in this region. This building has a rich history
and is an important element of our downtown district. In addition, it is located on one of the
most intact block faces in the district which means the loss of this large-scale building would
greatly impact the entire 100 block of South Main Street.

( We have brainstormed for many years on what could be done to address the rundown state of

’ this building and several of the other “at risk” structures in the downtown district, but we do
not have the extent of funding or authority needed to take action ourselves other than working
with Code Enforcement staff to address minimal maintenance issues.

When it went up for sale, we were hopeful that somebody would be willing and able to
purchase and restore it. However, given the challenges and expense of rehabilitating the
building in its dilapidated state we recognized it would be quite an undertaking. We are very
grateful that this new partnership has taken this challenge and we support them in their efforts
to secure the balance of funding needed for this project.

If the Whitmman is restored, it will cease to be an eyesore for Old Town and our community. As
you are well aware, a large amount of money has been invested into utility and streetscape
upgrades and the school district has also invested in a new gymnasium at Pocatello High
School. We hope that the Whitman can be rehabilitated so it will not detract from the major

- improvements that are being made in Old Town.

9 ghf

Pocatello

Hlstonc

Municipal Building, S EEaiiss-ms. P.0. Box 4169, Pocatello, 1D 83205
Oommlssmn (208) 234-6184 - FAX (208) 234-6296

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY/AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER




We understand the partnership seeking funds plans to take advantage of both the Historic Tax
Credit program and other tax credits available for affordable housing projects. This approach
was used to redevelop the Eagle’s Building on South Arthur Street which is turning out to be a
great asset for the downtown area. Redevelopment of upper floor housing in the Kress
Building has also proved to be in high demand and is a great asset for downtown.

We want to see downtown, the core of our community, prosper and become an area people are
eager to invest in. An economically healthy downtown is good for historic preservation
because it creates additional revenue that becomes available for maintaining and restoring
buildings. Further housing development will also bring even more residents downtown
providing a stronger customer and employee base for downtown businesses.

Thank you for considering our comments.




August 29" 2004

Pocatello Development Authority Board
1651 Alvin Ricken Drive
Pocatello, ID 83201

To Whom It May Concern:

The Old Town Neighborhood Association would like to take this opportunity to endorse
the expenditure of Tax Increment Finance dollars to invest in upper story housing within
the historic Whitman & Yellowstone Hotels.

There will continue to be a need in our community for affordable housing of all types.
The quantity of that need has been measured. Demand for existing upper level housing
has been strong. The qualities which are created by upper level housing include
increased security, as more “eyes on the street” reside in the area, as well as a larger
customer base for the goods and services of local merchants.

Less tangible are the effects upon the rental market as a whole. The law of supply and
demand suggests that more choices, in this case better rental stock, would incline local
landlords towards higher quality products in order to compete. The problems associated
with dilapidated rental properties, and their deleterious effects upon adjacent property
owners and the neighborhoods of which they are comprised are well known.

The last census would suggest an upward movement of individuals within the existing
available housing stock. The bottom rung of the housing stock may become even more
blighting, but these conditions create opportunities for individuals and communities to
invest in their underutilized stock, and to reap the rewards for the tax base as a whole.

It is reasonable to assume that out of town investors would hesitate to invest in an area in
which the citizens themselves do not choose to invest. For the moment, partnerships are
needed to create the climate where market forces take hold. We would hope that the
members of the Pocatello Development Authority will continue to be as entrepreneurial
as those individuals who, one building at a time, are helping to reinvest in and revitalize
the neighborhoods along the central corridor and the downtown of Pocatello.

The Old Town Neighborhood Association Board

John Ney, Chair

Sylvia Raumaker, Vice Chair
Robert Wallace, Tresurer/Secretary
Mike Theiring

Jack Owens

Diane Peck
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Homeless and Housing COaIition of
South East Idaho

“working and sharing together; valuing everyone”

~ A

AN

RESOLUTION OF SUPPORT
March 4, 2004

BE IT RESOLVED that the Homeless and Housing Coalition of South East
Idaho supports local community efforts to renovate the upper levels of the
Whitman and Yellowstone Hotels in Old Town Pocatello into quality,
affordable rental units. “

The Coalition represents a diize_rse group of interests in the region and
focuses on homeless and housing issues in South East Idaho.
Furthermore, the organization has contributed to the Housing Market
Study and pledges its support to work with community leaders and local
groups on this worthwhile project. '

e,

Barbara Nash, President ' Chris Peirsol, V1ce Presu:lent
Homeless and Housing Coalition Homeless and Housing Coalition
President Barbara Nash Vice President Chris Peirsol
People 2 Gente Aid Forx Friends
Secretary LalMae Weber Treasurer Brenda Ames

Family Services Alliance The Salvation drmy
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Jerry Myers
From: <edmund@eternaltruth.net>
To: "Pol_Jim Guthrie” <jimg@co.bannock.id.us>

Sent: Tuesday, August 31, 2004 7.50 PM
Subject: | hope you fike this

From the article in the paper yesterday.... then the question after each

"The Whitman is structurally sound for now, but city officials worry it could soon start falling apart, leaving the
city to foot the hill for its demolition. "

who in the City was concerned about these buildings before Jerry Myers' impassioned plee for a quick decision
mfrom the PDA?

"At a special meeting Wednesday, Pocatello Development Authority will consider contributing $500,000 toward
a $5.16 million renovation of both the Whitman and Yellowstone hotels.”

Where are these numbers coming from? How many apartmemts could be built for this amount of money?
Watch what number follow in a few paragraphs.

"The four downtown property owners who are proposing the project, Jerry Myers, Dick Carroll, Tim Whiteus
and Allen Coliins, say it would preserve history, contribute to the tax base, improve the appearance of Old
Town and fill a housing void."

These 4 men are not destitute for spare change or money to invest towards our local economy. Itis a front to
say they wish to preserve history with low income apartments and, furthermore, where is the evidence for a
"housing void?" It seems to me that their entire intent is to improve the appearance of QOldtown, The forming
of ancther LLC after what I have witnessed with the Chief Foundation is rather amusing. They want public

funds for oenly one reason. It keeps more money in their pockets as they fleece the public even more.

"Myers said Pocatello has already lost historic downtown buildings, including the Bannock Hotel, 1.C. Penney
building and the YMCA, and should seize the chance to save the hotels and make them serviceable once

again."

Why did Jerry not mention the Chief Theatre? It burned before they tore Penney's down. A servicable hotel
would be a place for visitors, would it not? The history that is being lost in Pocatello is being swallowed by
greedy men that only want public funds to present more liabilities to the community. .

""Right now, particularly the Whitman Hotel is a vacant liability in the downtown area with an owner that
doesn't have the capability of renovating it," Myers said.”

Who owns the Whitman Hotel? Did not this article just list Jerry Myers as one of the owners? Has Jerry ever
spent money on other projects that he did not have the means to complete without public assistance? Has
Jerry ever read in the Bible where Christ talked about building a tower and not having sufficient to fll"lISh the

tower?

"He (Myers) said the Whitman recently appraised at $100,000, The proposed renovation would increase the
building's value to about $3 million, he said. "

Aside from the reality that these gentlemen are requesting public funds to compete with real pioneers who
have been willing to invest in Pocatello with their own money, lets do some math and reflect on the previous

9/1/2004
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numbers. The Whitman currently appraises @ $100,000 and their plans are to invest $5.2 million in the 2
structures. Assuming haif the 5.2 million is going into the wWhitman, they are injecting $2.6 million into a building
that has been appraised @ $100,000 and it will only be worth $3 million after it is done? Is thos being done to

preserve a false facade of history?

Hold on to your hats. They are not using their money and, even beyond that, they are seeking tax credits for their
wonderful contributions, which they want us to give them so they can contribute so much, and the whole thing is a
free for all for them to gain even more than they already have. Of course, we have not even considered the benefits
they will receive of collecting rent, and the tax breaks they may encounter for not being able to rent out all their
units. We do not need to hear these things because they are doing such charitable things for us, well for
themselves, with our generous tax sacrifices.

9/1/2004
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August 31, 2004

Pocatello De velopment Au thority
1651 Alvin Ricken Drive
Pocatello, ID 83201

Members of the Board:

Pocatello Neighborhood Housing Services has been involved
with the project fo develop housing in the Whitman and
Yellowstone Hotels since last year. The PNHS Board of
Directors is supportive of the project because it promotes
neighborhood revitalization and creates guality affordable
housing. Our rehabilitation of the Eagles Building in 1999 was a
great success and this project holds the same promise for
positive communily impact.

Sincerely,
Lmda Ellis

PNHS HomeOwnersh.'p Cen ter Manager




Mina Brown

From: reedpene@isu.edu .

Sent: Monday, August 30, 2004 10:53 AM
To: otp@oldtownpocatello.com
Subject: old town hotels

| am writing in support of restoring Pocatetio’s Old
Town hotels. The renovation projects sound great.

I've had other visions for the buildings as well --
urban {titerary/humanities) convention centers that
could work with very active and dedicated planning,
building an academic/literary reputation.

[ love this town.
--Penelope Reedy

Instuctor, Department of English and Philosophy
Idaho State University




Pocatello Development Agency

Pocatello, Idaho
Tax Increment Bonds, Series 2004

o

! (Hawkins / Lowes Project) - 20 Year Maturity
Sources & Uses

Dated 12/01/2004 | Delivered 12/01/2004

Sources Of Funds .
Par Amount of Bonds $7,380,000.00
Total Sources $7,380,000.00
Uses Of Funds
Total Underwriter's Discount (1.500%) 110,700.00
Costs of [ssuance 57,650.00
Deposit to Debt Service Reserve Fund {DSRF) : 624,600.00
Deposit to Capitalized Interest (CIF) Fund 543,250.61
Deposit to Project Construction Fund 6.000,000.00
Rounding Amount 3,799.38
Total Uses $7,380,000.00

(

. FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY
File | DEVELOPAGENCY.SF | DevelapAgency Opt 1 8-30- | 8/31/2004 | 9:01 AM

Wells Fargo Brokerage Services, LLC

Public Finance Page 1
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Pocatello Development Agency
Pocatello, Idaho

Tax Increment Bonds, Series 2004

(Hawkins / Lowes Project) - 20 Year Maturity

Debt Service Schedule
Date Principal Coupon Interest Total P+l
12/01/2004 - - - - -
12/01/2005 - - 343,280.00 343,280.00
12/01/2006 - - 343,280.00 343,280.00
12/01/2007 - - 343,280.00 343,280.00
12/01/2008 160,000.00 3.150% 343,280.00 503,280.00
12/01/2009 325,000.00 3.450% 338,240.00 663,240.00
12/01/2010 335,000.00 3.700% 327,027.50 662,027.50
12/01/2011 345,000.00 _ 3.900% 314,632.50 659,632.50
12/01/2012 360,000.00 4.100% 301,177.50 661,177.50
12/01/2013 375,000.00 4.250% 286,417.50 661,417.50
12/01/2014 380,000.00 4.350% 270,480.00 660,480.00
12/01/2015 410,000.00 4.500% 253,515.00 663,515.00
12/01/20186 425,000.00 4.600% 235,065.00 660,065.00
12/01/2017 445,000.00 4.700% 215,515.00 660,515.00
12/01/2018 470,000.00 4.800% 194,600.00 664,600.00
12/01/2019 490,000.00 4.850% 172,040.00 662,040.00
12/01/2020 515,000.00 4.950% 148,275.00 663,275.00
12/01/2021 ‘ 540,000.00 5.500% 122,782.50 662,762.50
12/01/2022 570,000.00 5.100% 93,082.50 663,082.50
12/01/2023 600,000.00 : 5.200% 64,012.50 664,012.50
12/01/2024 625,000.00 5.250% 32,812.50 657,812.50
Total $7,380,000.00 - $4,742,795.00 $12,122,795.00

Yield Statistics

Bond Year Dollars $897,750.00
Average Life 13.245 Years
Average Coupon 4.8519642%
Net Interest Cost (NIC) 4.9652123%
True Interest Cost (TIC) 4.9695343%
4.8100047%

Bond Yield for Arbifrage Purposes

All Inclusive Cost (AIC)

5.0539354%

IRS Form 8038

Net Interest Cost

4.8519642%

Weighted Average Maturity

13.245 Years

FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY
File | DEVELOPAGENCY.SF | DevelopAgency Opt 1 8-30- | 8/31/2004 | 9:01 AM

Wells Fargo Brokerage Services, LLC

Public Finance

Page 2
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Pocatello Development Agency
Pocatello, Idaho

Tax Increment Bonds, Series 2004

(Hawkins / Lowes Project) - 20 Year Maturity

Net Debt Service Schedule

Date Principal Coupon Interest Total P+l DSR CIF  Net New D/S
12/01/2004 - - - - - - -
12/01/2005 - - 343,280.00 343,280.00 - {343,280.009) -
12/01/2006 - - 343,280.00 343,280.00 - {228,853.33) 114,426.67
12/01/2007 - - - 343,280.00 343,280.00 {9,969.00) - 333,311.00
12/01/2008 160,000.00  3.150% 343,280.00 503,280.00 {9,969.00) - 483,311.00
12/01/2009 325,000.00 3.450% 338,240.00 663,240.00 (9,969.00) - 653,271.00
12/01/2010 335,000.00 3.700% 327,027.50 662,027.50 {9,969.00) - 652,058.50
12/01/2011 345,000.00 3.900% 314,632.50 659,632.50 (9,969.00) - 649,663.50
12/01/2012 360,000.00 4.100% 301,177.50 661,177.50 (9,969.00) - 651,208.50
12/01/2013 375,000.00 4.250% 286,417.50 661,417.50 {9,969.00) - 651 ,448.50
12/01/2014 390,000.00 4.350% 270,480.00 660,480.00 (9,969.00) - 650,511.00
12/01/2015 410,000.00 4.500% 253,515.00 663,515.00 (9,969.00) - 653,546.00
12/01/2016 425000.00 4.600% 235,065.00 660,065.00 (9,969.00) - 650,096.00
12/01/2017 445000.00 4.700% 215,515.00 660,515.00 (9,969.00) - 650,546.00
12/01/2018 470,000.00 4.800% 194,600.00 664,600.00 (9,969.00) - 654,631.00
12/31/2019 480,000.00 4.850% 172,040.00 662,040.00 (9,969.00) - 652,071.00
12/01/2020 515,000.00 4.950% 148,275.00 663,275.00 {9,969.00) - 653,306.00
12/01/2021 540,000.00  5.500% 122,782.50 662,782.50 {9,969.00) - 652,813.50
12/01/2022 570,000.00 5.100% 93,082.50 663,082.50 (9,969.00) - 6583,113.50
12/01/2023 600,000.00 5.200% 64,012.50 664,012.50 (9,969.00) - 654.,043.50
12/01/2024 625000.00 5.250% 32,812.50 657,812.50 (674,569.00) - {16,756.50)

Total $7,380,000.00 - $4,742,795.00 $12,122,795.00 (844,042.00) {(572,133.33) $10,706,619.67

FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY
File § DEVELOPAGENCY.SF | DevelopAgency Opt 18-30- | 831/2004 | 9:01 AM -

Wells Fargo Brokerage Services, LLC
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Pocatello Development Agency
Pocatello, Idaho

Tax Increment Bonds, Series 2004

(Hawkins / Lowes Project) - 20 Year Maturity

Cash Flow Summary
Total to Net Cash Cash
Date Revenue DSR CIF Revenues  Scheduled P+l Redemption Flow Balance
12/01/2004 - - - - - - - -
12/01/2005 - - 343,280.00 343,280.00 343,280.00 - - -
12/01/2006 239,645.00 - 228,853.33 468,498.33 343,280.00 - - 125,218.33
12/01/2007 479,290.00 9,969.00 - 489,259.00 343,280.00 - - 271,197.33
12/01/2008 718,935.00 9,969.00 - 728,904.00 503,280.00 - - 496,821.33
12/01/2009 958,580.00 9,960.00 - 968,548.00 663,240.00 - - 802,130.33
12/01/2010 958,580.00 9,969.00 - 968,549.00 662,027.50 - - 1,108,651.83
12/01/2011 958,580.00 9,969.00 - 968,549.00 659,632.50 - - 1,417,568.33
12/01/2012 958,580.00 9,969.00 - 968,549.00 661,177.50 - - 1,724,939.83
12/01/2013 958,580.00 9,969.00 - 968,549.00 661,417.50 - - 2,032,071.33
12/01/2014 958,580.00 9,669.00 - 968,548.00 £60,480.00 - - 2,340,140.33
12/01/2015 958,580.00 9,969.00 - 968,548.00 £663,515.00 - - 2,645,174.33
12i01/2016 ©58,580.00 9,969.00 - 968,549.00 660,065.00 - - 2,853,658.33
12/01/2017 958,580.00 9,869.00 - 968,548.00 660,515.00 - - 3,261,692.33
12/01/2018 958,580.00 9,969.00 - 968,549.00 664,600.00 - - 3,565,641.33
12/01/2019 958,580.00 9,969.00 - 968,549.00 662,040.00 - - 3,872,150.33
12/01/2020 §958,580.00 9,969.00 - 968,549.00 663,275.00 - - 4,177,424.33
12/01/2021 958,580.00 9,969.00 - 968,548.00 662,782.50 - - 4,483,190.83
1210172022 958,580.00 9,969.00 - 968,549.00 663,082.50 - - 4,788,657.33
12/01/2023 958,580.00 9,969.00 - 968,549.00 664,012.50 - - 5,083,193.83
12/01/2024 958,580.00 674,569.00 - 1,633,149.00 657,812,50 - 6,068,530.33 -
Total $16,775,150.00 $844,042.00 $572,133.33 $18,191,325,33 $12,122,795.00 - $6,068,530.33 -

FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY
File | DEVELOPAGENCY.SF | DevelopAgency Opt 1 8-30- | 8/31/2004 | 8:01 AM

Wells Fargo Brokerage Services, LLC
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Pocatello Development Agency
Pocatello, Idaho

Tax Increment Bonds, Series 2004

(Hawkins / Lowes Project) - 20 Year Maturity

Coverage Ratio

. Total
Date Revenues Total D/S Coverage
12/01/2004 - - -
12/01/2005 343,280.00 343,280.00 1.0000000x
12/01/2006 468,498.33 - 343,280.00 1.3647703x%
12/01/2007 489,259.00 343,280.00 1.4252476x
12/01/2008 728,904.00 503,280.00 1.4483071x
12/01/2009 968,549.00 663,240.00 1.4603296x
12/01/2010 968,549.00 662,027.50 1.4630042x
12/01/2011 968,549.00 659,632.50 1.4683161x
12/01/2012 968,549.00 661,177.50 1.4648850x
12/01/2013 968,549.00 661,417.50 1.4643535x
12/01/2014 968,549.00 660,480.00 1.4664320x
12/01/2015 968,549.00 663,515.00 1.4597243x
12/01/2016 968,549.00 660,065.00 1.4673540x
12/01/2017 968,549.00 660,515.00 1.4663543x
12/01/2018 968,549.00 664,600.00 1.4573413x
12/01/2019 968,549.00 662,040.00 1.4629766x
12/01/2020 968,549.00 663,275.00 1.4602525x%
12/01/2021 ) 968,549.00 662,782.50 1.4613376x%
12/01/2022 968,549.00 663,082.50 1.4606765x
12/01/2023 968,549.00 664,012.50 1.4586307x
12/01/2024 ' 1,633,149.00 657,812.50 2.4826968x
Total $18,191,325.33 $12,122,795.00 .

FOR DISCUSSICON PURPOSES ONLY

File | DEVELOPAGENCY.SF |} DevelopAgency Opt 1 8-30- | 8/31/2004 | 9:01 AM

Wells Fargo Brokerage Services, LLC
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Pocatello Development Agency
Pocatello, Idaho

f\ Tax Increment Bonds, Series 2004

(Hawkins / Lowes Project) - 1.25x Coverage Requirement

Sources & Uses

Dated 12/01/2004 | Delivered 12/01/2004

Sources Of Funds

Par Amount of Bonds $7,370,000.00
Total Sources . $7,370,000.00
Uses Of Funds

Total Underwriter's Discount (1.500%) ’ - 110,550.00
Costs of Issuance - 57,650.00
Deposit to Debt Service Reserve Fund (DSRF) 737,000.00
Deposit to Capitalized Interest (CIF) Fund ) 461,820.44
Deposit to Project Construction Fund 6,000,000.00
Rounding Amount ) 2,979.56
Total Uses : ‘ $7,370,000.00

FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY
File | DEVELOPAGENCY.SF | DevelopAgency Opt 2 8-30- | B/31/2004 | 5:02 AM
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Pocatello Development Agency

Popatello, Idaho
Tax Increment Bonds, Series 2004
(Hawkins / Lowes Project) - 1.25x Coverage Requirement

Debt Service Schedule

Date Principal Coupon Interest Total P+i
12/01/2004 - - - . -
12/01/2005 - - 323,565.00 323,565.00
12/01/2006 - - 323,565.00 323,565.00
12/01/2007 60,000.00 2.800% '323,565.00 383,565.00
12/01/2008 255,000.00 3.150% : 321,885.00 576,885.00
12/01/2008 450,000.00 3.450% 313,852.50 763,852.50
12/01/2010 485,000.00 3.700% 298,327.50 763,327.50
12/01/2011 485,000.00 3.900% 281,122.50 766,122.50
12/01/2012 ) 505,000.00 4.100% 262,207.50 757,207.50
12/01/2013 525,000.00 4.250% 241,502.50 766,502.50
12/01/2014 545,000.00 4.350% 219,190.00 764,190.00
12/01/2015 570,000.00 4.500% : 195,482.50 765,482.50
12/01/2016 : 595,000.00 4.600% 169,832.50 754,832.50
12/01/2017 620,000.00 4.700% 142,462.50 762,462.50
12/01/2018 650,000.00 4.800% 113,322.50 763,322.50
12/01/2019 680,000.00 4.850% 82,122.50 762,122.50
12/01/2020 715,000.00 4.950% 49,142.50 764,142.50
12/01/2021 250,000.00 5.500% 13,750.00 . 263,750.00

Total $7,370,000.00 - $3,674,897.50 $11,044,897.50

Yield Statistics

$80,310.00
10.897 Years
4.5758903%

Bond Year Dollars
Average Life
Average Coupon

Net Inferest Cost (NIC) 4.7135444%
True Interest Cost (TIC) . . 4.7241670%
Bond Yield for Arbitrage Purposes 4.5433016%
All Inclusive Cost (AIC) 4.8199402%

IRS Form 8038
Net Interest Cost 4.5758903%
Weighted Average Maturity 10.897 Years

FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY
File | DEVELOPAGENCY.SF | DavelopAgency Opt 2 B-30- | 8/31/2004 | 9:02 AM
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Pocatello Development Agency
Pocatello, Idaho '

Tax Increment Bonds, Series 2004

(Hawkins / Lowes Project) - 1.25x Coverage Requirement

Net Debt Service Séhedule

Date Principal Coupon Interest Total P+] DSR CIF  Net New D/S
12/01/2004 - - - - - - -
12/01/2005 - - 323,565.00 323,5665.00 - (323,565.00) -
12/01/2008 - - 323,565.00 323,565.00 (5,627.50) (161,762.50) 166,255.00
12/01/2007 60,000.00 2.800% 323,565.00 383,565.00 (11,0685.00) . - 372,510.00
12/01/2008 255,000.00  3.150% 321,885.00 576,885.00 (11,055.00) - 565,830.00
12/01/2009 450,000.00  3.450% 313,852.50 763,852.50 {11,055.00) - 752,797.50
12/01/2010 465,000.00 3.700% 298.327.50 763,327.50  (11,055.00) - 762,272.50
12/01/2011 485,000.00 3.900% 281,122.50 766,122.50 (11,055.00) - 7565,067.50
12/01/2012 505,000.00 4.100% 262,207.50 767,207.50 (11,055.00) - 756,152.50
12/01/2013 525,000.00 4.250% 241,502.50 766,502.50 {11,055.00) - 755,447 .50
12/01/2014 545,000.00 4.350% 219,190.00 764,190.00 {11,055.00) ’ - 753,135.00
12/01/2015 570,000.00 4.500% 195,482.50 765,482.50 {11,055.00} - 754,427 .50
12/01/2016 595,000.00 4.600% 169,832.50 764,832.50 (11,055.00) - 753,777.50
12/01/2017 620,000.00 4.700% 142,462.50 762,462.50 (11,055.00) - 751,407.50
12/01/2018 650,000.00 4.800% 113,322.50 763,322.50 (11,055.00) - 752,267.50
12/01/2019 680,000.00 4.850% 82,122.50 762,122.50 {11,0585.00) - 751,067.50
12/01/2020 715,000.00 4.950% 49,142.50 764,142.50 (11,055.00) - 753,087.50
12/01/2021 250,000.00 5.500% 13,750.00 263,750.00 (748,055.00) - (484,305.00)

Total $7,370,000.00 - $3,674,897.50 §$11,044,897.50 (908,352.50) (485,347.50) $9,661,197.50

FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY
File ] DEVELOPAGENCY.SF | DevelopAgency Opt2 8-30- | 8/31/2004 | $:02 AM
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Pocatello Development Agency
Pocatelio, Idaho
Tax Increment Bonds, Series 2004
(Hawkins / Lowes Project) - 1.25x Coverage Requirement
Cash Flow Summary
Total to Net Cash Cash
Date - Revenue DSR CIF Revenues  Scheduled P+l Redemption Flow Balance
12/01/2004 - - . - - - - .
12/01/2005 - - 323,565.00 323,565.00 323,565.00 - - -
12/01/2006 239,645.00 5,527.50 161,782.50 406,955,00 323,565.00 . - 83,390.00
12/01/2007 479,290.00 11,055.00 . 490,345.00 383,565.00 - - 190,170.00
12/01/2008 718,935.00 11,055.00 - 729,990.00 576,885.00 - - 343,275.00
12/01/2009 958,580.00 11,055.00 - 969,635.00 763,852.50 - - 549 057.50
12/01/2010 958,580.00 11,055.00 - 969,635.00 763,327.50 - - 755,365.00
12/01/2011 958,580.00 11,055.00 - 969,635.00 766,122.50 - - 958,877.50
12/01/2012 958,580.00 11,055.00 - 969,635.00 767,207.50 - - 1,161,305.00
12/01/2013 958,580.00 11,055.00 - 969,635.00 766,502.50 - - 1,364,437 50
12/01/2014 958,580.00 11,055.00 - 969,635.00 764,190.00 - - 1,569,882.50
12/01/2015 958,580.00 11,055.00 - 969,635.00 765,482 50 - - 1,774,035.00
12/01/2016 958,580.00 11,055.00 - 969,635.00 764,832.50 . - 1,978,837 .50
12/01/2017 958,580.00 11,055.00 - 969,635.00 762,462.50 - - 2,186,010.00
12/01/2018 958,580.00 11,055.00 - 969,635.00 763,322.50 - : 2,392,322.50
12/01/2019 958,580.00 11,055.00 - 969,635.00 762,122.50 - - 2,539,835.00
12/01/2020 958,580.00 11,055.00 - 969,635.00 764,142.50 - - 2,805,327.50
12/01/2021 958,580.00 748,055.00 - 1,706,635.00 263,750.00 - 4,248,212 50 -
12/01/2022 958,580.00 - - 958,580.00 - . 958,580.00 -
12/01/2023 958,580.00 - - 958,580.00 - . 958,580.00 -
12/01/2024 958,580.00 - - 958,580.00 - - 958,580.00 -
Total $16,775,150.00 $908,352.50 $485,347.50 $18,168,850.00 $11,044,897.50 - $7,123,952.50 -

FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY
File | DEVELOPAGENCY.SF | DevelopAgency Opt 2 8-30- | &/31/2004 | 9:02 AM
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Pocatello Development Agency
Pocatello, Idaho

. Tax Increment Bonds, Series 2004

(Hawkins / Lowes Project) - 1.25x Coverage Requirement

Coverage Ratio -

Total

Date Revenues ) Total D/S : Coverage
12/01/2004 _ - - : -
12/01/2005 : 323,565.00 323,565.00 1.0000000x
12/01/2006 406,955.00 323,565.00 1.2577226x
12/01/2007 490,345.00 383,565.00 1.2783883x
12/01/2008 729,990.00 576,885.00 1.2653995x
© 12/01/2009 969,635.00 ) 763,852.50 1.2694008x
12/01/2010 969,635.00 763,327.50 1.2702739x
12/01/2011 969,635.00 766,122.50 1.2656396x
12/01/2012 969,635.00 . 767,207.50 1.2638497x
12/01/2013 969,635.00 766,502.50 1.2650122x
12/01/2014 969,635.00 764,190.00 1.2688402x
1210172015 969,635.00 765,482.50 1.2666978x
12/01/2016 969,635.00 764,832.50 1.2677743x
120112017 969,635.00 ) 762,462.50 1.2717150x
12/01/2018 969,635.00 763,322.50 1.2702822x
12/01/2019 ’ - 969,635.00 762,122.50 1.2722823x
12/01/2020 969.635.00 764,142 .50 ) 1.2689191x
12/01/2021 1,706,635.00 263,750.00 6.4706540x
12/01/2022 958,580.00 - -
12/01/2023 958,580.00 - - -
12/0172024 §58,580.00 - -
Total $18,168,850.00 $11,044,897.50 -

FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY
File | DEVELOPAGENCY.SF | DevelopAgency Opt 2 8-30- | 8/31/2004 | 9:02 AM
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Pocatello Development Agency

Pocatello, Idaho

Revenue Increment Calculation

12 Months Collection Incremental Revenue
Ending 12/31 Date (a) Tax Value {b) Levy (c) Available

2004 2005 0.00 :

2005 2006| 10,250,000.00 0.02338 239,645.00
2006 2007( 20,500,000.00 0.02338 479,290.00
2007 2008( 30,750,000.00 0.02338 718,935.00
2008 2009( 41,000,000.00 0.02338 958,580.00
2009 2010( 41,000,000.00 0.02338 958,580.00
2010 2011( 41,000,000.00 0.02338 958,580.00
2011 2012| 41,000,000.00 0.02338 958,580.00
2012 2013| 41,000,000.00 0.02338 958,580.00
2013 2014} 41,000,000.00 0.02338 958,580.00
2014 2015} 41,000,000.00 0.02338 858,580.00
2015 2016| 41,000,000.00 0.02338 958,580.00
2018 2017] 41,000,000.00 0.02338 958,580.00
2017 2018] 41,000,000.00 0.02338 958,580.00
2018 2019| 41,000,000.00 0.02338 958,580.00
2018 2020| 41,000,000.00 0.02338 958,580.00
2020 2021] 41,000,000.00 0.02338 958,580.00
2021 2022 41,000,000.00 0.02338 958,580,00
2022 2023 41,000,000.00 0.02338 958,580.00
2023 2024| 41,000,000.00 0.02338 958,580.00
2024 2025| 41,000,000.00 0.02338 958,580.00

(a) Calendar year revenue is available for bond payments.
(b) Amount and timing are estimations only.
(c) From tax records.

FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY
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£254.17
unlass sctlon 18 taken pursuant fic 48

CFR part 230 to initiate a withdrawal
within the 80-day period.

tO-LZ-B8

$264.17 Information regquirements.

The requirements governirg the
preparabion of an agreement to initlate
in §264.4 of this subpart and an ex-
change agpresmsnt in §254.14 of this
subpart conshitute informetion re-
guirements as defined by the Papsr-
worle Reduction Act of 1980 (44 T.2.C,
3507 and have been approved for use
pursaant to b OFPR part 1820 and aae-
glgned OME Cortrol Numnmber 0686-0105.

[E¢ FE tOBEY, Mar, B, 1924; 62 FR 16501, Apr, 1,
1994]

95:¢1

subpart B—Nalional Forest
Townsites

AUTHORITY: Puab. L. 05-589; 74 Stat. 434; 18
TWE.0, 4T8a, e amended by geq, 318, Pub. L.
4578 90 Stab, 2748,

SOURCE: B0 R 20673, July 93, 1996, unless
abherwise noted,

¢- §254.20 Purpose and scope.

(a) A Farsat Serrvice officind may,
upon application, saf aside apd. des-
ignats for townsite purposes up to '#40
aeres of National Porest Sistem lands
adjacent to or contiguous to an estab-
lighed community in Alaska, Arizona,
Cadifornia, Colerade, Tdahs, Moniann,
MNeévade, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah,
Waahington, and Wyoming.

(by Wational Forest SBystem lands,
nerded by & community, may.be sold
under the Townsite Act, for fair mar-
ket value if those lands wownld serve in-
diggnous community objactives that
outweigh the public objectives and val-
ues of retaining the lands in Federal
ownership, Indigenous community oh-
jectives rmay Include space fer housing
and for servica induastries, expansion of
exiafing ecomomic enberprises, new in-
dustries wtilizing locsl resources and
sirille, public schools, public health fa-

-5

IHOHA JEAIEDHY

-

A
7

s
%\%

recreation areas for local eitizens, but
would excluda such uses ag commercial
entiarprises ar raw industriea and hons-
ing projecis that would c¢hange the
character of the lacal copuniunity.

ep-d

346

cilities, comrounity parks, and other -

36 CFR Ch. Il {7-1-03 Ediiion)

$2354.21 Applications,

(a) 4n applicaticn te parchose ¥a-
tiomal Forest System lands—

{1y Must be raade by desipnated offi-
cials) authorized to do businsss in the
name of g, corniy, city, or local govern-
mentad subdivision;

{2) May be in the form of a letlar, or-
dinance, or resolakian;

{3) B=et be furnishsed to the Distries
Rapger or the Porest Supervisor for
the Watlonal Forest srea in which the
lands are situated; and

(4) Wfust be limited o &40 acres or
lesg adiacent o an established cormmun-
nity.

{by An application must be accdim-
patied by

(13 A description of the land desired;
and

{3y A development plan, consiating of
a narrative statement and map, which
glvas g detalled description of tha in- -
$onded use of the alts and how aszential
comnmunity needs will be met by the
purchasse, ;

ey Bt

£254.22 Designation and public nolies.
(a) A Foreat Sarvice offlclal must—
(1} Emsure tha application tmeets the &

requiraments of § 254.21; g

(2) Process an order to set aslde and *
designate tha lands for townsite pur- .2
poges; and ]

,

{3y "Tremsmif, whers applicable, a
copy of the designabion order to the
State Director, Bureaun of Lend hlan--
pEenent.

{hy The designation order will seg-
regabe the lands from other fortns of
aotry ag lopg a3 the application rs-
maing in force.

{c) The designation order does noj
preciude compatible land adjustmenta
under the Secretary’s suthority within
the area, =&t aslde, R

(d) A TForest Service official must
prepere & pablic notics of the proposed .
townsite sale ta be inzerted omoa o
week for 4 conssoukive wesks in a local ®
NEWSDa,PER:

{1) The notice shall include descrip-’
tive information oo the proposed town- -
sitie sale and identify the epplicant and :
responsible Forest Service official; aod

(%} & period of 45 days, from first dabe.
of pablication, must be provided for ac-
oepting public commants,

S e MR i

Forest Servica, USDA

§45423 Siudies, assessments, and ap-
proval.

{a) affer initial peblic nok
been publighed, a Ff:rf:st &?I-sax"uril':c-;3 0];?;.?
pial must conduct the necedsary atud.
ior ané assessments bo—

(1) Determine if the applicant ham
mvade & safisfactory showing that the
land will meet esaemtial COHrmmMunity
nesdd resulting from internal growth;

() Deterimine i1 lands applisd for
?mulrl 88rve Indigenous commuxzity ob-
jeciives that outweight other puhblic
objectlves and values which would ba
gerved by malntaining such a fract in
Hederal ownerghip;

{3 ]Jetsrmine if the sale wonld sub-
stantially affact or impair irmportant
seenlc, wildlife, environmental, histor-
10?415 %whlecrltnégitcila,l, or cultural valies;

valog & applica
lis corsrments, e PUItY of pub-

(5} Identify the extent of valid exiat-
ing rights and vaes: ang

(6) Detarmine if zoning ordinances,
covenants, or standards are needed to
protect adjacent Natlonal Forest lapd
gu:d to proteat or mitigate vald exdat-
ing rights and nses,

) Upon epproval, the suthorizad
Forea_t Service officlal shell talke .-
propriats steps to have an asseasrnant
made of the fair market value of the

land and process the CONVayance pursi-

* Ant 5o §§254.24, 254,25, and 954.95,

{c} Upon disapproval, & Forest -
ica official shall— Serv

(1} Notlfy the epploant in writing of
the reazons tha propesal is not actapt-
ablg;

¢2) Inform the spplicant of alternate
proposals under other aathoritiss snds
or appesal rights.

§254.24 Conveyance

(s} Copveyance of the approvrad
tra:_:t(s} mey ba made by a singls trans-
action or by multiple transactions
spread over a period of tims in accorid-
ange with a prearranged scheduls.

() The euthorieed Forest Sarvics of-
ficinl shall—

{£) 'E_:xacute and convay title to the
townsite tract(s) by quitclaim desd;

(3) Brnsure deeds are fres nf terms and
COVENADGs, except those deemed nap-
SsRaty to ensure protectisn of adjacent
HNational Forest System land andfor
valid existing rights and 1seS; and

§254.3
{3) Daliver avacuted deads to bha , &
ernmentas bady upon— o

(1} &doption of zening ordinance ro
development plan if found pecems
and

(ii) Motice from the anthorizen |
est Barvios Fiacal Agent that payy =
has been received.
§254.25 Survey. o

The aunthorized Forest Service tEE
cial shall conduck or provide for g
becessary trach survey and boundary

Posting of Nationmal Forest Syatern
lamd.

$354.26 Appraisal,

T'alr market value of townsite tracts
ghall ke determined follewing Feress
Se:l-vice apprajsal prooedures and the
Unifortn Standards for Federal Acquisi-

tions,

Subpart C—Conveyance of Small
Tracts

AUTBORITY: Puk, L. 897465, % Stat. 9535

SOURCE: 49 FR 1185, Jan. 10, i5Bd
otherwise noted. l ¢ e

B254.30 Purpose.

Thess regzulations set forth proce-
dures by which the Becretary of Apri-
culture may respive land Aeputes and
management problems  pursuant  to
Pub. L. #7885, commonly called the
Bmall Tracts Adt, by coenveying,
through sale, exchangs, pr interchange,
three categories of tracts of land: Par-
cels an-;mashetl on, road rights-of-way,
and mineral survey fractions. Irople-
mentation of these regulutions does
nod consiitute aukhorization of n =
consent 4o adverse possession agalp .

lands administered by the Secratary <
Agricultore, ¥ <
=

§254.31 Definitions.
For the purpose of this subpatt, -

An applicent is a person who oicupi
or nas improvernents on Nalional Fais”
st Byatem land upder claim of title ar
c_olnr of titls, ur who owns land abut-
Hng or underlying a road right-of-way,
or who owis land interspersed with or
adjacent to ruinera! survey fractions.
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PETITION

PYAE
for Public Funding
to Develop Apartments
in the Historic
Whitman & Yellowstone Hotels

Sign by Tuesday, August 31
to help restore these beautiful
Pocatello landmarks!




If you have ever admired Pocatello’s historic Whitman and Yellowstone hotels and wished that they
could be brought back to life, please keep reading because you can help make it happen.

® Four people who own property in historic Old Town, together with the Idaho nonprofit The Housing
Company, have put together a plan to develop apartments in the upper stories of both hotels.
These 51 apartments would be available for rent to families with income below the area median.
The ground floor of the Whitman would be restored for commercial use and a common area for the
residents. The ground floor of the Yellowstone has already been restored so only its upper stories
are involved in the project.

There are about 80 apartments in the upper stories of buildings in historic Old Town—including five
in the historic Eagles Building, restored in 1999 by Pocatello Neighborhood Housing Services.
These people help to keep the area safe and patronize the businesses there. Imagine the impact of
51 more apartments. Imagine seeing the Whitman and Yellowstone restored and full of people.

The Whitman today is a sad reminder of its former beauty. Besides the mess left by pigeons, it has
structural problems that need to be addressed or Pocatello is in danger of losing another one of its
landmark historic buildings. The funds needed to rehabilitate it are beyond the means of its current
property owner.

like the Eagles Building which mobilized over 20 sources of funding, this $5.16 million project
would be carried out with a combination of funds, a large part of which would come from the
federal govemment in the form of tax credits. The group still needs to find approximately
. $513,000 and they plan to approach the Pocatello Development Authority on September 1 asking
( for that amount of tax increment financing for the project.

The Pocatello Development Authority, or PDA, is charged with carrying out urban renewal in
several areas of Pocatello including the downtown area where these hotels are located. They
primarily use tax increment financing to carry out these improvements. Put simply, how this works is
that the improvements boost the taxable value of an areq, and the additional taxes collected due to
~ the increase in value are used to pay for the improvements; when this process is completed the
- taxing districts get their usual share from what is now a more valuable property.

If you feel that the public will benefit from the restoration of the Whitman and
Yellowstone, please let the PDA know that you think this is an appropriate use of
tax dollars by signing this petition.

The PDA meeting'will be at 11 a.m. on Wednesday, September 1 in the City Council chambers at
?11 N. 7* Ave. Although the public usually does not speak at PDA meetings, your presence in the
room would be a tremendous help in demonstrating public support.

Thank you for your attention.

, Mina Brown, Executive Director
K/-: Old Town Pocatello, Inc.

348 W. Clark

232-7545




1 am in favor of the project described in this petition and think that it is a good use of public funds.

Signed,

Address

Relationship to Old Town? )
{own property, work there, shop there, etc.)




Can .. & D
I am in favor of the project described in this petition and think that it is a good use of public funds.
Signed, -
Name Address Relationship to Old Town?
(own property, work there, shop there, etc.)
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I am in favor of the projedt described in this petition and think that it is a good use of public funds.

Signed,

Relationship to Old Town?

Name Address {(own property, work there, shop there, etc.)
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1 am in favor of the project described in this petition and think that it is a good use of public funds.

Signed,

Address

Relationship to Old Town?
{own property, work there, shop there, etc.)
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| am in favor of the project described in this petition and think that it is a 'go-;d use of public funds.

Signed,

Address

Relationship to Old Town?

(own property, work there, shop there, etc.)
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I am in favor of the project described in this petition and think that it is a good use of public funds.

. Signed,
Name  Address (own praperty, worl there, shop there, etc
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1 am in favor of the project described in this petition and think that it is a good use of public funds.

Signed,

f‘\r

Name Address (own prol;::;i? :’5::'!: :I':e?cI: :I?:ar:liere, efc.)
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| am in favor of the project described in this petition aﬁd think that it is a good use of public funds.

Signed,

N
N 1
i ]

~

Name

Address

Relationship to Old Town?
(own property, work there, shop there, etc.)
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| am in favor of the project described in this petition and think that it is a good use of public funds.

I/-\‘ 5
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Signed,
Relationship to Old Town?
Address {own property, work there, shop there, etc.)
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| am in favor of the project described in this pefition and think that it is a good use of public funds.

N

Signed,
Neme Address (own property. werk thove. e e, efc)
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I am in favor of the project described in this petition and think that it is a good use of public funds.
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I am in favor of the project described in this petition Cll-i.d think‘that it is a good use of public funds.
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Signed,
Name Address (own property, work thave, shan there, efc)
E(Wvb J&m g 19 N tiies %3 St 7 AT
M Ssse Mo 1305 9 B She g %Bas%-
(i © Qoo 4942 F s Wl
mn Mﬂm\ % S. Cand Jve ol | oo
) Gl | RSN 5 [

frve [wR|  patron

l QR S SWL} H—

139 Willand Aoe

[ife /c:mcr resident of Pocafells

V78

220 S HAVER

LWE //Dﬁ(/QO/U

C‘J’&"‘t-t.a\ P lechvem

S5 S, GrotRoe

u)o(\lt—/k J’E/Pamﬂ /’:-lqhifﬁf&r\




C | @ D
I am in favor of the project described in this petition and think that it is a good use of public funds.

Signed,

Name Address Relationship to Old Town?
(own property, work there, shop there, etc.)
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I am in favor of the project described in this petition and think that it is a good use of public funds.

Signed,
Nome Address (own property, werk thore, shop her, ofc
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1 am in favor of the project described in this petition and think that it is a good use of public funds.

Signed,

Address

Relationship to Old Town?
, _{own property, work there, shop there, etc.)
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I am in favor of the project described in this petition and think that it is a good use of public funds.

Signed,

}}me

Address

Relationship to Old Town?
{own property, work there, shop there, etc.)
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I am in favor of the project described in this petition uﬁd think that it is a good use of public funds.

)

Signed, |
Relationship to Old Town?
Name Address (own property, work there, shop there, etc.)
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| am in favor of the project described in this petition and think that it is a good use of public funds.

Signed,

Relationship to Old Town?
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@me /@ Address {own property, work there, shop there, etc.)
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| am in favor of the project described in this petition and think that it is a good use of public funds.

Signed,

Relationship to Oid Town?

Name Address (own property, work there, shop there, etc.)
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| am in favor of the project described in this petition and think that it is a good use of public funds.

Signed,

~ Address

Relationship to Old Town?

(own property, work there, shop there, etc.)
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Mina Brown

From: cliff bryan [bryaclif@hotmail.com]
(\‘Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2004 1:22 PM
- To: otp@oldtownpocatello.com

Subject: Retore Yellowstone & Whitman Hotels

I wish to add my name to those who support the restoration of the Whitman
and Yellowstone Hotels. The provision of dwelling places will enhance the
success of other downtown businesses.

Thank you,

Clifford Bryan

P. O. Box 8L76
Pocatello, id 83209

Home: 837 W. Benton
Pocatello, ID 83201

Express yourself instantly with MSN Messenger! Download today - it's FREE!
hthttp://messenger.msn.click-url.com/go/onm00200471ave /direct/01/
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Mina Brown

From: MCCLURE, R COKE [rcoke.mcclure@agedwards.com]

- Sent: Friday, August 27, 2004 1:24 PM
To: otp@oldtownpocatello.com
Subject: YES to Help Restore Whitman & Yellowstone Hotels!

To Whom It May Concern:

! believe that using tax dollars to upgrade the historic Whitman And Yellowstone hotel would be in the best interests
of the Pocatetio Community. | trust that details would be worked out that would be acceptable to the citizens of the
city. This initiative is very good news as so many good folks now are working to revitalize Old Town.

I see this development as very attractive. Please let me know How | can further this excellent idea.

Sincerely,

R. Coke McClure, Financial Consultant
A.G. Edwards & Sons, Inc.

201 North Main

Pocatetlo, |daho 83204

From: otna-bounces@mm.isu.edu {mailto:otna-bounces@mm.isu.edu] On Behalf Of Mina
Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2004 11:02 AM

“.To: otna@mm.isu.edu
“ Subject: [OTNA] Help Restore Whitman & Yellowstone Hotels

--Please circulate until August 31, 2004--

if you have ever admired PocatellodEUR{tm)s historic Whitman and Yellowstone hotels and wished that they could be
brought back to life, please keep reading because you can help make it happen.

Four people who own property in historic Old Town, together with the Idaho nonprofit The Housing Company, have
put together a plan to develop apartments in the upper stories of both hotels. These 51 apartments would be
available for rent to families with income below the area median. The ground floor of the Whitman would be
restored for commercial use and a common area for the residents. The ground floor of the Yellowstone has already
been restored so only its upper stories are involved in the project.

There are about 80 apartments in the upper stories of buildings in historic Old TownaEUR"including five in the historic
Eagles Building, restored in 1999 by Pocatello Neighborhood Housing Services {a supporter of this project). These
people help to keep the area safe and patronize the businesses there. Imagine the impact of 51 more apartments.
Imagine seeing the Whitman and Yellowstone restored and full of people.

The Whitman today is a sad reminder of its former beauty. Besides the mess left by pigeons, it has structural
problems that need to be addressed or Pocatello is in danger of losing another one of its landmark historic buildings.
The funds needed to rehabilitate it are beyond the means of its current property owner.

Like the Eagles Building rehab, which mobilized over 20 sources of funding, this $5.16 million project would be carried
out with a combination of funds, a large part of which would come from the federal government in the form of tax

b' credits. The group still needs to find approximately $513,000 and they plan to approach the Pocatello Development

Authority on September 1 asking for that amount in tax increment financing for the project.

1




The Pocatello Development Authority, or PDA, is charged with carrying out urban renewal in several areas of

Pocatello including the downtown area where these hotels are located. They primarily use tax increment financing to

carry out these improvements. Put simply, how this works is that the improvements boost the taxable value of an

area, and the additional taxes collected due to the increase in value are used to pay for the improvements; when this
f “process is completed the taxing districts get their usual share from what is now a more valuabte property.

If you feel that the public will benefit from the restoration of the Whitman and Yellowstone, ptease let the PDA know
that you think this is an appropriate use of tax dollars. Send e-mait in support of the project to me at
otp@oldtownpocatello.com with your name and address. Then forward this to any Bannock County residents you
think will be interested.

The PDA meeting will be at 11 a.m. on Wednesday, September 1 in the City Council chambers at 911 N. 7th Ave,
Although the public usually does not spealk at PDA meetings, your presence in the room would be a tremendous help
in demonstrating public support.

Thank you for your attention.

Mina Brown

Old Town Pocatello Inc.
otp@oldtownpocatello.com
www.oldtownpocatello.com

348 West Clark - Pocatello, idaho 83204
208.232.7545

OTNA mailing list
Address your message to OTNA@mm.isu.edu to send it to everyone on the list. Visit
http: //mm.isu.edu/mailman/listinfo/otna to unsubscribe or change your settings.

A.G. Edwards & Sons' outgoing and incoming e-mails are electronically archived and subject to review and/or
disclosure to someone other than the recipient. We cannot accept orders for transactions or other similar instructions
through e-mail. We cannot ensure the security of

_information e-mailed over the Internet, so you should be careful when
transmitting confidential information such as account numbers and
security holdings.




Mina Brown

From: E. Michael Spicer [dremichael1940@yahoo.com]
(\ Sent: Saturday, August 28, 2004 1:53 PM

To: otp@oldtownpocatello.com

Subject: Restoring the Yellowstone & Whitman Hotels

I think this would be a very excellent and wise investment, and the need for housing for this segment of our
population would be the added impetus, in addition to the saving of two of Old Town's historic buildings.
Thanks for bringing it to my attention.

E. Michael Spicer

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Mail is new and improved - Check it out!

(

8/31/2004




Mina Brown

From: kuhlerik@isu.edu
(" Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2004 12:58 PM
- To otp@oldtownpocatello.com
Subject: upper story project

Dear Mina Brown:

My name is Erika Kuhlman. [ live at 1036 N Hayes in Pocatello. I am in favor of the upper story housing project in
Pocatello's Old Town. | believe it will help maintain important downtown buildings, and therefore support the health
and development of Pocatello’s downtown. Sincerely, Erika Kuhlman

Erika Kuhlman

Assistant Professor of History
Idaho State University
Pocatello, ID 83209-8079
(208) 282 5675




Mina Brown

From: leibmeli@isu.edu
(\;Sent: Monday, August 30, 2004 8:23 AM
~.. To: ' otp@oldtownpocateflo.com
Subject: Whitman and Yellowstone

I am certainly interested in doing what ever | can to help bring the restoration plans to fruition. Melinda Leiby

940 N. Garfield
Pocatello ldaho 83204

"Every creature is better alive than dead, men and moose and pine trees, and he who understands it aright will rather

preserve its life than destroy it."
Henry David Thereau




Mina Brown

From: Latecia O'Neil [lojhsarch@ida.net]

Sent: Monday, August 30, 2004 10:41 AM

To: otp@oldtownpocatello.com

Subject: RE: Help Restore Whitman & Yellowstone Hotels
Mina,

I support this project whoteheartedly, and | will try to attend the meeting wed. morning to show my support. Latecia
Herzog

----- Original Message-----

From: Mina Brown [mailto:otp@oldtownpocatetto.com]

Sent; Monday, August 30, 2004 10:32 AM

To: rthompsonQ2@fs.fed.us; lojhsarch@ida.net; chatkris@isu.edu
Subject: FW: Help Restore Whitman & Yellowstone Hotels

Sorry if you have seen this already. Other HPC members have gotten this by way of other lists but | wanted to make
sure it got to you, too. -Mina

--Please circulate until August 31, 2004--

If you have ever admired Pocatetlo’s historic Whitman and Yellowstone hotels and wished that they could be brought
back to life, please keep reading because you can help make it happen.

Four people who own property in historic Old Town, together with the Idaho nonprofit The Housing Company, have
put together a plan to develop apartments in the upper stories of both hotels. These 51 apartments would be
available for rent to families with income below the area median. The ground floor of the Whitman would be
restored for commercial use and a common area for the residents. The ground floor of the Yellowstone has already
been restored so only its upper stories are involved in the project.

There are about B0 apartmenits in the upper stories of buildings in historic Old Town-including five in the historic
Eagles Building, restored in 1999 by Pocatello Neighborhood Housing Services (a supporter of this project). These
people help to keep the area safe and patronize the businesses there. Imagine the impact of 51 more apartments.
Imagine seeing the Whitman and Yellowstone restored and full of people.

The Whitman today is a sad reminder of its former beauty. Besides the mess left by pigeons, it has structural
probtems that need to be addressed or Pocatello is in danger of losing another one of its landmark historic buildings.
The funds needed to rehabilitate it are beyond the means of its current property owner.

Like the Eagles Building rehab, which mobilized over 20 sources of funding, this $5.16 million project would be carried
out with a combination of funds, a large part of which would come from the federal government in the form of tax
credits. The group still needs to find approximately $513,000 and they plan to approach the Pocatello Development
Authority on September 1 asking for that amount in tax increment financing for the project.

The Pocatello Development Authority, or PDA, is charged with carrying out urban renewal in several areas of
Pocatello including the downtown area where these hotels are located. They primarily use tax increment financing to
carry out these improvements. Put simply, how this works is that the improvements boost the taxable value of an
area, and the additional taxes collected due to the increase in value are used to pay for the improvemenits; when this
process is completed the taxing districts get their usual share from what is now a more valuable property.

if you feel that the public will benefit from the restoration of the Whitman and Yellowstone, please let the PDA know
that you think this is an appropriate use of tax dollars., Send e-mail in support of the project to me at

1




otp@oldtownpocatelto.com with your name and address. Just a quick reply to this e-mail would be great. Then
forward this to any Bannock County residents you think will be interested.

The PDA meeting will be at 11 a.m. on Wednesday, September 1 in the City Council chambers at 911 N. 7th Ave.
(_\ Although the public usually does not speak at PDA meetings, your presence in the room would be a tremendous help
-~ - in demonstrating public support.

Thank you for your attention.

Mina 8rown

Old Town Pocatelto Inc.
www.oldtownpocatello.com

348 West Clark - Pocatello, Idaho 83204
208.232.7545




Mina Brown

From: Kmorter@acl.com
(\ ‘nt:  Monday, August 30, 2004 3:28 PM
Ta: otp@oldtownpocateilo.com
Subject: Re: Help Restore Whitman & Yellowstone Hotels

Dear OTP supporters and PDA representatives,

YES! | think the Old Town historic motels would be a good place to invest our tax dollars; they are the heart of Pocateflo.
This short-term investment would pay off in the long run as Pocatello citizens see the value of continuing to restore O
Town. We have made tremendous investments in the infrastructure; now let's continue it with investing in this proposal. | am
a relative newcomer to Pocatello, but | have heard so many lament the neglect of other old town historic structures. Let's not
Jet the Whitman and Yellowstone become the poster children for abandoned historic structures!

Thank you for this opportunity to comment.

Kathy Morter, 907 W. Center St
In a message dated 8/26/2004 9:39:45 AM Mountain Daylight Time, otp@oldtownpocatello.com writes:

—Please circulate until August 31, 2004—

if you have ever admired Pocatello's historic Whitman and Y ellowstone hotels
and wished that they could be brought back to life, please keep reading
because you can help make it happen.

Four people who own property in historic Old Town, together with the [daho
nenprofit The Housing Company, have put together a plan to develop
 apartments in the upper stories of both hotels. These 51 apartments would
( "‘Fe available for rent to families with income below the area median. The
_ground floor of the Whitman would be restored for commercial use and a
common area for the residents. The ground floor of the Yellowstone has
already been restored so only its upper stories are involved in the project.

There are about 80 apartments in the upper stories of buildings in historic
Old Town-including five in the historic Eagles Building, restored in 1999 by
Pocatello Neighborhood Housing Services (a supporter of this project).
These people help to keep the area safe and patronize the businesses there.
Imagine the impact of 51 more apartments. Imagine seeing the Whitman and
Yeliowstone restored and full of people.

The Whitman today is a sad reminder of its former beauty. Besides the mess

left by pigeons, it has structural problems that need to be addressed or

Pocatello is in danger of losing another one of its landmark historic ‘
buildings. The funds needed to rehabilitate it are beyond the means of its

current property owner.

Like the Eagles Building rehab, which mobilized over 20 sources of funding,
this $5.16 million project wouid be carried out with a combination of funds,

a large part of which would come from the federal government in the form of
tax credits. The group still needs to find approximately $513,000 and they
plan to approach the Pocatello Development Authority on September 1 asking
for that amount in tax increment financing for the project.

The Pocatello Development Authority, or PDA, is charged with carrying out
urban renewal in several areas of Pocatello including the downtown area
where these hotels are located. They primarily use tax increment financing
(rb carry out these improvements. Put simply, how this works is that the
improvements boost the taxable value of an area, and the additional taxes

3/31/2004




collected due to the increase in value are used to pay for the improvements;
when this process is completed the taxing districts get their usual share
from what is now a more valuable property.

(‘ *f you feel that the public will benefit from the restoration of the Whitman
. 4nd Yellowstone, please let the PDA know that you think this is an
appropriate use of tax dollars. Send e-mail in support of the project to me
at otp@oldtownpocatello.com with your name and address. Just a quick reply
to this e-mail would be great, Then forward this to any Bannock County
residents you think will be interested.

The PDA meeting will be at 11 a.m. on Wednesday, September 1 in the City
Council chambers at 911 N. 7th Ave. Although the public usually does not
speak at PDA meetings, your présence in the room would be a tremendous help
in demonstrating public support.

Thank you for your attention.
Mina Brown

Old Town Pocatello Inc.
www.oldtownpocatello.com

348 West Clark - Pocatello, Idaho 83204
208.232.7545

w

3/31/2004




Mina Brown

From: Sylvia Raumaker [SRaumake@djc.state.id.us]
Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2004 9:54 AM
“To: otp@oldtownpocatello.com

Subject: Re: Help Restore Whitman & Yellowstone Hotels

ft's wonderful to hear that the Whitman and Yellowstone Hotels are being seriously considered for restoration.
Downtown needs some serious restoration, let's make sure the money that is currently being put into the updating of
street water mains, etc. is put to good use. Downtown can, and needs, lots of people inorder to grow and become

self sustaining.

| fully support this endeavor and volunteer to do whatever needs to be done to help see this project through to
comptletion.

Sylvia Raumaker
331 S Garfield
317-4569




Mina Brown

i

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kay Merriam [kcmerriam@yahoo.com]
Monday, August 30, 2004 9:36 PM
otp@oldtownpocatello.com

Survival and revival of cld town Pocatello

| am in favor of rehabilitating the Whitman and
yeliowstone Hotels. | will try to be at the meeting
on Wednesday. Kay Merriam

Kathryn C. Merriam, Ph.D.




Mina Brown

From: Jemy Myers [jerry_myers@myers-anderson.com]

Sent: Monday, August 30, 2004 7:04 PM
- ‘Toz Olt Town Pocatetlo
Subject: Fw. Fw: Help Restore Whitman & Yellowstone Hotels

----- Original Message -----

From: "Tony Christensen” <CHRISTTO@d25.k12.id.us>

To: <jerry_myers@myers-anderson.com>

Sent: Friday, August 27, 2004 1:44 PM

Subject: Re: Fw: Help Restore Whitman & Yellowstone Hotels

>To: PDA

> re: Whitman and Yellowstone Hotels restoration project

b3

> | am in support of the proposed restoration project. Good luck with
> jt. Tony Christensen

> 3951 Imperial PL.

> Pocatello, ID 83201

> 208-237-9328

>

>
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August 31, 2004

Wireless mucla slmple ™

Mayor Roger Chase
City of Pacatelto

911 North 7t Aye,
Pocatelio, Idahe 83201

Dear Mayor Roger Chase:

t was brought to our attention that a focal group of businessmen are looking to Invest intg a
restoration effort for the former Whitman Hotel and the former Hotel Yelfowstone, located on Main
Street.

From what we understand, part of this renovation process requires c:btaini‘ng Building tmprovement
Funds, managed by the Pocatello Davelepment Authorlty.

We are aiso of the understanding approval of the funds have already gone before the P. D. A., where
the vote was tabled until Wednesday September 1=t 2004.

As a business within the Historic Old Town Area, and Iocated just down the street from the Whitman
and the Yellowstone holels, we are of the opinion, this project will facilitate the continued
redevelopment, as well as, promoting patronage of local businesses within the Historic Old Town
Area.

CLEAR TALK is a company that believes strongly in supporting and investing in the local community.
CLEAR TALK has located each retail location within the historle downtown areas of: Pocateilo, [daho
falls, Rexburg and Twin Fails. Cur company philoscphy is to introduce a new technolopy within
existing [nfrastructures, and buildings that will replerish past business efforts, to seek out 8 new
future. Atype of recycling, just because i is old it does nol mean it is worn out.

CLEAR TALK will have invested approximately 23 million dollars within southern and eastern ldaho at
complete network build out. With approximately 17 milllon dollars of these funds going directly into
the Historic W.O.W. Bullding, which includes the new technology needed to operate a local wirgless
telephone center. This vast undartaking certainly could not have been done without private investors
willing to take a risk and the support fram the area’s business developrment organizations and thalr
connectons.

At this time we offer our show of support to the local investors and ask that yourself and the

P. D. A. approves Lhis proposal and grant the funds needed to assist with the development and
completion of this project. Thig ambitious proposal deserves the backing and support of the PDA and
the City of Pocatello.

Respeclfully,

g

President CLEAR TALK, ldaho
N

Ce: Pecatsllo Developrment authority
0OId Town Pocateila, inc. Board of Directors, Inc.,

233 North ain Pacatello, ID §3204 Office-208.223.56246 Fax-208.233.6244
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