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HOUSE LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE
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ABSENT/ None
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end of session the sign-in sheet will be filed with the minutes in the Legislative
Library.

Chairman Ehardt called the meeting to order at 1:32 PM.

H 626: Rep. Alfieri presented H 626, which requires cities to collect county-imposed
impact fees if adopted for a county courthouse or county jail. Current language in
Idaho statute allows cities to refuse to collect these fees, which have resulted in
certain situations where an unfair financial burden has been placed on other cities
and residents of a county.

When answering questions, Rep. Alfieri clarified H 626 would not create new fees,
and does not have an enforcement mechanism.

Chairman Ehardt put the committee at ease at 1:39 PM.
Chairman Ehardt returned the committee to order at 1:40 PM.

Jennifer Riebe, representing Payette County; Clay Boeckel, representing the
Idaho Association of Counties; and Bruce Mattare, representing self; testified in
support of H 626. They stated when cities refuse to collect these county-imposed
impact fees, it places an unfair burden on the remainder of the county residents.
With much of the growth occurring in cities, Ms. Riebe stated a city's refusal to
collect the fees can result in potential revenue being lost for the needs of the
county's facilities as a whole.

Lance Sayers, representing the Association of Idaho Cities; and Geoff Schroeder,
representing self; testified in opposition to H 626. Mr. Sayers stated a city may
refuse to collect an impact fee due to the administrative cost. Mr. Schroeder stated
the legislation violates the Idaho Constitution as the legislation would require a
county ordinance in order to collect these impact fees, and county ordinances are
barred from being implemented within city limits under Article 12, Section 2. He
discussed the court cases which support this position, and recommended separate
changes in Idaho statute in order to address this issue.

Chairman Ehardt put the committee at ease at 1:52 PM.
Chairman Ehardt returned the committee to order at 1:54 PM.

When answering questions, Rep. Alfieri stated he understood the concern brought
forward regarding a conflict with the Idaho Constitution, but it does not address the
issue H 626 seeks to resolve.

When providing closing statements, Rep. Alfieri stated H 626 addresses the
issue of cities refusing to collect county-impose impact fees which help provide
county-wide services and benefits.
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Rep. Skaug spoke in opposition to H 626. Although it seeks to solve an important
issue, he stated the legislation is unable to, due to the constitutional conflict.

Rep. Hostetler made a motion to send H 626 to the floor with a DO PASS
recommendation. Speaking to the motion, he stated the testimony revealed there
are other issues in statute which need to be addressed, and this legislation may
allow further discussion on these issues.

Rep. Berch spoke in support of the motion. He stated H 626 seeks to address
an unfairness when one entity refuses to help pay for a service which benefits
the county as a whole. He stated this raised important questions regarding
constitutionality, and moving the legislation forward may allow opportunity for the
Idaho Attorney General to give an opinion on this issue.

Rep. Cheatum made a substitute motion to return H 626 to the sponsor.

Rep. Cheatum made an unanimous consent request to withdraw the substitute
motion to return H 626 to the sponsor. Unanimous consent request carried by
voice vote.

Rep. Cheatum made a substitute motion to HOLD H 626 in committee. Speaking
to the substitute motion, he stated the testimony given reveals the issue the
legislation seeks to address could have been resolved by the stakeholders.

Reps. Weber and Berch spoke in support of the original motion. They stated
there may be questions of the legislation's constitutionality, but H 626 seeks to
address an issue of fairness between the counties and cities regarding impact fees.

Chairman Ehardt stated she understood the arguments from both sides, and, in
the situation which H 626 would apply, there was an attempt by the county to come
to an agreement with the city which refused to collect the impact fees.

Chairman Ehardt called for a roll call vote on the substitute motion to HOLD H
626 in committee. Motion failed by a vote of 3 AYE and 13 NAY. Voting in favor
of the motion: Reps. Skaug, Cheatum, and Wheeler. Voting in opposition of
the motion: Reps. Ehardt, Cornilles, Erickson, Weber, Alfieri, Hawkins, Price,
Cayler, Rasor, Hostetler, Marmon, Berch, and Church.

Chairman Ehardt called for a vote on the motion to send H 626 to the floor with
a DO PASS recommendation. Motion carried by voice vote. Reps. Skaug,
Cheatum, and Wheeler requested to recorded as voting NAY. Rep Alfieri will
sponsor the bill to the floor.

Chairman Ehardt turned the gavel over to Vice Chairman Cornilles.

Chairman Ehardt presented H 749, which addresses when a property owner is
required to connect to city utility services following a forced annexation. Currently
the property owner is expected to pay the full cost when this occurs, and can create
a large financial burden. She stated the legislation would require the city to pay
for the cost of connecting a property to city utilities services following a forced
annexation. She stated the creation of this legislation was a collaborative effort with
stakeholders and legislatures with prior local government experience.

Vice Chairman Cornilles put the committee at ease 2:29 PM due to technical
issues.

Vice Chairman Cornilles returned the committee to order at 2:30 PM.

Colleen Hammon, representing self, testified in support of H 749. She stated their
property is expected to be forcibly annexed by a neighboring city, and the expected
known costs of annexation would place a large financial burden on them. This has

resulted in her and her husband being unable to sell their property.
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Rep. Wheeler made a motion to send H 749 to the floor with a DO PASS
recommendation. Motion carried by voice vote. Chairman Ehardt will sponsor
the bill to the floor.

Vice Chairman Cornilles turned the gavel over to Chairman Ehardt.
Chairman Ehardt put the committee at ease at 2:35 PM.
Chairman Ehardt returned the committee at 2:41 PM.

Rep. Hawkins presented H 659, which requires local law enforcement agencies
to apply for a memorandum of agreement with U.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement (ICE) pursuant to section 287(g) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act. He stated the legislation outlines participation in federal enforcement
programs, and requires public disclosure when an agency is unable to enter into
such an agreement. He stated the legislation allows for better accountability of
illegal immigrants in Idaho.

When answering questions, Rep. Hawkins clarified it would be up to a local law
enforcement agency and ICE to determine whether cost is a reason for the local
law enforcement agency to not enter into an agreement. He stated H 659 would
not affect state sovereignty since it addresses immigration enforcement, which is
under the jurisdiction of the federal government, and does not write federal law into
Idaho statute. Although the legislation requires law enforcement agencies to apply
for a 287(g) agreement with ICE, he clarified agencies are not expected to make a
memorandum of agreement since some may be turned down by ICE.

Chairman Ehardt informed the audience there will be limited time for public
testimony due to time constraints.

Lidia Strong, representing self; David Pettinger, representing self; William
Mostoller, representing self; and Michael Angiletta, representing Secure Idaho;
testified in support of H 659. They stated the 287(g) agreements with ICE provides
compensation for law enforcement who participate, and provide better means of
combating illegal immigration in Idaho. They stated the focus of the legislation is to
provide better enforcement of the law.

Kieran Donahue, representing Idaho Sheriff's Association; Joseph Morrison,
representing self; Nikson Mathews, representing self; Sara LaWall, representing
Boise Unitarian Universalist Fellowship; and Steve England, representing the
Idaho Chiefs of Police Association; testified in opposition to H 659. They stated
concerns of the legislation requiring law enforcement to participate in any future
programs, and possible negative affects on immigrants in Idaho. Sheriff Donahue
and Chief England stated the legislation would shift responsibility for federal
immigration enforcement on local law enforcement, and require them to send
law enforcement officers to receive out of state training. This would diminish the
number of available officers for law enforcement and have officers still in the state
take on more shifts to cover for those receiving training. They also expressed
concerns on a law enforcement agency being required to publish if they did not
enter into a 287(g) agreement and the reasons why.

When answering questions, Rep. Hawkins clarified H 659 allows for local law
enforcement agencies to not participate in a 287(g) agreement with ICE if they are
not financially capable, and this would not apply to Idaho State Police.

When providing closing statements, Rep. Hawkins stated polls indicate a majority
of I[dahoans want illegal immigration better addressed.

Rep. Hosteler made a motion to send H 659 to the floor with a DO PASS
recommendation. Speaking to the motion, he stated the legislation will provide
options and resources to local law enforcement.

HOUSE LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE
Thursday, February 26, 2026—Minutes—Page 3



Rep. Church spoke in opposition to the motion. She stated H 659 does not
address the additional costs law enforcement agencies may incur for entering
into these agreements.

Reps. Marmon, Price, and Rasor spoke in support of the motion. They stated H
659 will allow for better law enforcement by local law enforcement agencies, and
the training and overtime for officers will be reimbursed by the federal government.
Rep. Rasor stated the training officers would receive would only be applied towards
individuals already arrested.

VOTE ON Chairman Ehardt called for a roll call vote on the motion to send H 659 to the floor

MOTION: with a DO PASS recommendation. Motion carried by a vote of 12 AYE and 4
NAY. Voting in favor of the motion: Reps. Ehardt, Cornilles, Erickson, Skaug,
Weber, Alfieri, Hawkins, Price, Cayler, Rasor, Hostetler, and Marmon. Voting
in opposition of the motion: Reps. Cheatum, Wheeler, Berch, and Church.
Rep. Hawkins will sponsor the bill to the floor.

ADJOURN: There being no further business to come before the committee, the meeting
adjourned at 4:08 PM.

Representative Ehardt Elijah Phipps
Chair Secretary
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