
 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1MINUTES

LEMHI COUNTY PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

WORKSHOP
December 2, 2015
7:00PM
MEMBERS PRESENT: Roy Barrett; Chairman, Gina Knudson; Vice Chair, Vinn Strupp, James Malcom, Ed Tolman, Tony Fiori & Brad Matthews
STAFF PRESENT: Gary Goodman & Teresa Morton
GUEST PRESENT: Jim Earl; City P&Z Chairman
MEETING CALLED TO ORDER: 

Approval of August 19, 2015 minutes was moved by Gina and seconded by Tony.
 Decision Making Workshop
Gary starts the meeting by reviewing state law, a portion of a document put together by Will & Jerry and a portion of a document by Givens Pursley LLP in regards to decision making. The board then watches a 27 minute video provided by Idaho Association of Cities in regards to Planning & Zoning. 
After reviewing the documents provided by Gary and watching the video the board then discusses how important it is to make “reasoned” decisions and that even though the board may believes some of the issues brought up during a public hearing may not seem significant to the board but it is obviously significant to the public therefore every issue must be addressed and discussed. 
It is further discussed concerning why the board must explain why or why not an application complies with code and/or meets a standard or not. The board agrees that more in depth discussion should be done in regards to “hot button” items that are brought up during a public hearing. 

Gary informs the board that a different checklist may be developed in order to offer more discussion. He further explains that the discussion should be inserted into the checklist to make the applicant or public aware of why a decision was made. 

Roy then brings up a statement that Gary shared with him in regards to the Lemhi County Commissioners not wanting the P&Z to make “same night” decisions. The board discusses the pros and con’s for making it a policy not to make decisions the same night as a public hearing. They feel as some applicants may warrant a decision the same night and that by not doing so could potentially put the developer off for longer which in some cases would be unnecessary. It is also discussed that having a board to write on to list the “hot buttons” would be a great tool to use and that it would help remind the board what the issues were if a decision is made at a later date. Gary reminded the board that minutes would also be available for review prior to the board meeting again to make a decision on an application. The board would like to continue to have the option of making decisions the same night if it is warranted and agreed upon by the rest of the board but agrees that “controversial” decisions should be done at a later date to allow more time for the board to review information and review the minutes.
Ed motions to close the hearing and Vinn Strupp seconds the motion.

Respectfully Submitted

Teresa L. Morton
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