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City of Glenns Ferry Planning & Zoning Meeting November 17, 2021 
 
The Planning & Zoning Commission meeting was opened and called to order at 6:00 pm 
on Wednesday, November 17, 2021.  
 
Commissioners Present: Kt Carpenter, Jennifer Baker, Jill Hampton, Denver Price 
 
Staff/Others Present: Geoff Schroeder, City Attorney, Lori Freeman  
 
Item 1.  OPEN MEETING AND ROLL-CALL ATTENDANCE: 
 

   _  X _   Denver Price   _X_   Jennifer Baker 
   _  _     Jill Hampton            __X__ KT Carpenter 
 

***Jill Hampton arrived @ 6:15 pm*** 

 
Item 2.  MOTION TO: [Action Item] Adopt Agenda: 
Baker: I move that we adopt the agenda as written for the November 17th  
meeting. 
Price:  I second it. 
 
Item 3.   MOTION: [Action Item] P&Z Minutes of November 3, 2021: 
Baker: I make a motion to adopt the minutes of November 3, 2021, as written.  
Price: I second it.  
  
Item 4.  DISCUSSION/MOTION: [Action Item] Findings of Fact and Conclusions  
of Law in the Matter of Zoning Certain Parcels of Property Located in Elmore County,  
Idaho to be Annexed into the Corporate Limits of the City of Glenns Ferry, Designated  
Proposed Zone R-4 Recreation: (Roll Call Vote) 
Carpenter: Can we make comments on some of things we saw in here or do we just  
accept it as written or… 
Schroeder: Accept it as written or if you want parts of it changed to reflect something,  
to include something, you are free to do, depending on if it matches, it’s got to match the  
testimony and the facts for which there’s evidence.  
Carpenter:  I just see there are a lot of notes as far as Mr. Hull’s presentation and  
some of the things we were considering as far as the zoning. He had some comments  
about that and I see that is all in there and I just wanted to comment that was good that  
was in there and he was part of a subdivision called the Three Island Development and  
CCNR’s and it was my understanding from what I’ve read that’s between them, we don’t  
have anything to do with that, as far as the lighting and the county lighting ordinance  
because we are going to be bringing that up this evening, is that correct? 
Schroeder:  Yes.  
Carpenter: Okay, some of the things that are allowed, the way we are going to be  
zoning tonight or decision we make on zoning not zoning but some of the  
recommendations we make tonight as far as the comprehensive plan or it was written  
consider some of the things that need to be addressed this evening, those are in the  
Facts of Findings. 
Schroeder: Yes 
Carpenter: Any way those were my comments as far as the Facts and Findings. 
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Price:  I have read it a couple of times I completely understand and agree with  
what we are doing, and I understand their concerns and what we are going to address  
tonight.  
Baker: Yes, I agree, this written record matches my memory of what we talked  
about and I’m clear on where we are going too.  
Carpenter: Do we need a motion to adopt the Facts of Finding and Conclusion of  
Law in the matter of zoning these parcels. 
Schroeder: Yes.  
Baker: Okay and this is a roll call vote? 
Schroeder: I would just recommend, as your legal advisor that it doesn’t save much  
time and that every vote you take should just be a roll call vote as a matter of routine, it’s  
the safest that way.  
Baker: I make a motion that we approve and accept the Findings of Fact and  
Conclusion of Law.  
Price: I will second that.  
Carpenter: Roll call vote: Denver Price-yes, Jennifer Baker-yes, and Kt Carpenter- 
yes 
 
Item 5. DISCUSSION/MOTION: [Action Item] Ordinance Draft: 
Schroeder: So, I can just help and clarify and maybe save a little bit of time or what  
have you. The two things that I think were clear, the one that was the absolute clearest  
was the height restriction of 16 feet which was anomalous of the other section of the  
code restrictions are ither 35 or 45 feet and heavy industrial has no height limit  
whatsoever. So, this one was odd and so what I did, I wasn’t sure about in the other  
zones in Glenns Ferry you have 21/2 stories and I don’t understand that and so rather  
than trying to get into the weeds this is the agricultural zone and I just put three stories  
and 35 feet and it matches everything else. The next thing was ither the Jensen’s or  
Hull’s who thought that, and I don’t disagree that an assessor dwelling unit (ADU), now  
again, this is up to you guys, but another home in the back like a guest home or  
something. What I didn’t do was get into the weeds of adopting wholesale the counties  
accessory dwelling unit’s ordinance, attached. I am not suggesting or recommending  
that you adopt that, I am just providing for you input, that’s the backdrop under which  
these properties currently operate.  
Baker: So, this is the counties, the one that says section 7-2-96…. 
Schroeder: Yes, that’s the counties. So, that defines them, it does some other things  
but we already have a definition of dwelling and we have definition of accessory in the  
Glenns Ferry code so if you say accessory dwelling and then you limit it to 900 feet and  
on lots that are 15000 feet and greater then you are not crowding, but again, that’s  
purely your call, I just figured that would match the stuff that’s going on in the present  
day out there. So, if they want to be able to do it and this kind of helps if somebody else  
wants to annex then they’re preserving some of their ability to use the land in a way they  
can today, provided it’s consistent with their HOA.  
Baker: I have one kind of a question and I wonder if we should have asked him  
(Hull) about it. Say that this is part of that, if we adopt this accessory dwelling unit part of  
the code and make that part of the building restrictions, that’ll be part of the building  
restrictions for this recreational zoned R-4 or is this going to be applicable to the whole  
city? 
Schroeder: I am specifically and explicably not bringing to you nor recommending  
that you adopt Elmore Counties accessory dwelling unit code. That’s not the task in front  
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of us at all. I only offer that as some way to illuminate the regulatory structure in which  
Elmore County, but I don’t, it administers accessor units against the whole back drop  
with every zone in Elmore County all I am saying in all that’s being proposed in this  
ordinance amendment is in and only in the R-4 zone is would be permitted a thing called  
an accessory dwelling, one-unit accessory dwelling, not exceeding 900 ft detached from  
the principal dwelling and only on those lots. We wouldn’t be getting into the weeds of  
this whole…the city may well want to do that in other zones, but I figured we have kind of  
a narrow task based on the last public hearing, if we just do this in little bits it might be  
simpler for everyone. 
Baker: My big question about putting this in there is about the renting the unit.  
Are we going to put something in there that anybody that wants to build one of these on  
their lot, first of all we need to specify how many of them they can have, just one and  
whether or not it’s going to be a full time dwelling, like they’re a landlord and they are  
making this and renting it or is it going to be like vacation rentals or Air B&B things, I am  
just kind of wondering if we need to maybe be a little more specific about what the  
purpose of any of these accessory dwelling units we allow to be built on a place because  
this is primarily recreational property or the things that we do are suppose to keep it  
within the scope of that and so I’m just wondering what you guys think about. 
Carpenter: Thinking about making more specific recommendations is that what  
you’re saying?  
Baker:  About occupancy of whatever that dwelling might be.  
Price: We are recommending to the city council that they look at this ordinance  
which there is none.  
Baker: We’re going to ask them to approve this (ordinance) and part of this  
ordinance, this ordinance is changing the rules of R-4 zoning, the building rules and  
there’s specifically two things about those rules that we are changing.  
Price: But are we going to be putting a list together for the city council to look at  
these things? 
Carpenter: I just need to interrupt one moment to make note that Jill Hampton has  
arrived at our meeting. (6:15 pm)   
Price: So, by putting that in there is what I am saying, do we have to make a list  
of things that they’ll look at before they approve it? All those things are essential what  
you’re talking about because otherwise there’d be two, three, four ADU’s. 
Baker: Well, it says only one per lot regardless of how big the lot is.  
Price: But isn’t that the county ADU rule? 
Schroeder: Yes, so that’s why I provided the counties rule, “A house with an  
accessory dwelling unit is similar to that of a duplex, but can be distinguished from a  
duplex because of its less intense use, smaller size and that the principle dwelling with  
an attached ADU must retain the appearance of a single-family dwelling.  
This just gives you some of those guidelines, if you find it necessary to adopt some of  
these, I don’t recall… 
Baker: That part doesn’t make sense, it needs to look like it’s part of the single- 
family dwelling but on the other side it says it’s okay to put a manufacture home and call  
it.  
Price: And your only allowed to have one person in there.  
Baker: It doesn’t say one person, it says they can’t have more than two  
bedrooms no more than 900 square feet, what it does say, that’s what I am looking at on  
our proposed ordinance, that there’s only one such building allowed per lot, minimal lot  
size but then regardless of how big the lot is it still only gets one. And then, do we want  
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that to be available for somebody to rent out, or have one person that’s there all the time  
because this, “this less intense use”, that seems really vague. That’s how it should be  
distinguished from a duplex.  
Schroeder:  So this is the quandary that you get into and in fact I took Elmore counties  
and I sent it to the Mtn Home Economic Development Director, who is working on  
accessory dwelling unit ordinance for Mtn. Home and you really get into difficult territory  
by trying to say whether or not it can be rented because how are you going to know and  
whether it’s an Air B&B or not. So, the way I figured out, the simplest way to fix that, is,  
this is being done in a limited area, one zone, that’s got large lots sizes, so you can only  
have one on a huge lot and so then to some extent it doesn’t really matter because it’s a  
dwelling and it can only be 900 square feet, so it’s not like you’re going to build a  
wrecking yard, so my thinking, and again this is purely up to you was, you’re going to  
balance the freedom of use against the intensity with the limited scope in their ability to  
use this for that zone only. Because otherwise you do get into, how are you going to  
define it and just this task never ends. I would be relucent to, without a lot more work,  
adopt one for the remaining zones in the rest of city. But this one, this was specifically  
addressed by people who are candidates for annexation, who are currently subject to  
this regulatory scheme and it could make it more attractive to them and it will enhance  
economic, and it meets much of the elements of the comp plan in terms of meeting the  
recreational zone, so come camp at my Air B&B, that’s overlooking the river or what  
have you. I don’t know if that’s something you necessarily want to prohibit. From a legal  
standpoint with a minimal cost of drafting tons and tons of regulations and beating it to  
death, for the simple task of, here’s the ARK Properties that are going to be annexed but  
the next two down the line or any others in that zone we’ve got a scheme that will work  
for them. And again, let’s say their HOA prohibits, maybe it does, maybe it doesn’t, we  
don’t know, we also kind of mostly don’t care, but if it does allow them this preserves that  
allowance that they are currently given by virtue of being in the county.  
Baker: I guess that kind of make sense, just set up the framework and then don’t  
try and legally control anything just, yea it makes sense, only put just one on the  
property and a minimum size that’s going to kind of self-regulate.  
Schroeder: Yes. This discussion came up in Mountain Home because they had their  
P&Z commission to just do a free for all one night just chat about it because it was a  
legislative act the other thing that’s limiting in these is you may have heard building  
materials aren’t exactly free, and then again, they get one.  
Baker: So then is this when we would also talk about what kind of structures, like  
mobile homes or would this also include like if you put a full-service RV pad would that  
kind of sort of fall that somebody could bring a big 5th wheel or something and set it up  
for long term living?  
Hampton: Then you would need the definition of “long term”.  
Baker: I mean somebody is actually going to just stay there for a while, if they  
have to insulate the pipes or just whatever, rather then just staying in the RV park for a  
week.  
Schroeder: You, kind of already have that regulatory scheme in all the zones in  
Glenns Ferry right now and so we got ready to lean on some people across the street for  
an RV park and so that’s there, that protection is there so they can’t just…. 
Carpenter: So this ordinance tonight is just going to be, to help the people that voiced  
their concerns at our public hearing about the fact that we have these limited height  
restrictions and one of these participants at the public meeting had already got started  
some of their plans and they found out  
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these height restrictions and so that’s why Geoff put this together for us and the uses  
permit in section two pretty much defines a 900 square foot accessory dwelling, does  
anybody else have any questions as far as the ordinance?  
Price: It seems like it could be ongoing here as far as all the restrictions in this  
ADU process, permanent, temporary, 900, one bedroom, two….there just got to be a  
bigger conversation about what could be allowed but I think what we’re doing here is  
saying that somebody needs to look into it, or we need to have it to be addressed so that  
somebody else can determine the specifics of it? 
Schroeder: Actually, the task tonight was to just discuss how this should look and  
then this body will have a public hearing on adopting this ordinance. Then it will go to the  
city council to be approved, so the tweaking and fine tuning and details really should  
occur here and now and at the public hearing. So that was kind of the purpose tonight.  
Price: We probably need to stay on one particular subject of it and kind of get to  
the bottom of 900 square feet or permanent or RV or pad or there’s just so many  
aspects of this that I can see, it could be a long discussion.  
Baker: What basically just what kind of structure this accessory dwelling unit  
should be allowed to be.  
Schroeder: The other option is to not, because the main thing that we wanted to  
clean up was the ridiculous 16-foot height restriction.  
Price: Yes 
Baker: Yes  
Schroeder: And if you want to abandon the accessory dwelling unit venture you are  
also free to do that. Because you are not required to give them the same benefits that  
they have in the county.  
Baker: Mr. Hull mentioned that he wasn’t happy about that but was that like a  
deal breaker for him, did anybody get the feeling that it didn’t say that an accessory  
dwelling unit was one of the allowed purposes within this R-4, was that a big sticker for  
him? 
Schroeder: Well, I don’t think it was necessarily a deal breaker for anyone, but I don’t  
think that’s really what guides our, I think it can just conveyed a sentiment that, the other  
kids get to do it why can’t I, sort of thing. I felt like and I think that’s how we kind of  
concluded that meeting, well let’s look at it and see if we want to allow it. You can do it  
either this simply, but like you say there’s a lot to get into to, this allows a permanent 900  
square foot dwelling on lots of greater than 1500 square feet basically you can build a  
house that’s 900 sq. ft., do whatever you want, mother-in-law, rent it out, put an art  
studio in it, leave it vacant, let us scurrilous attorneys set up shop in it, so he doesn’t  
have so far to drive from Mountain Home or but you can see, the other thing is when you  
go allowing them it comes with this laundry list of other stuff, that maybe you want to get  
into and maybe you don’t. You make a good point, so that’s why I am saying your not  
compelled to adopt this if you want to here is a simply way to do it or you can do the  
whole laundry list. If the simply way to do it opens up more concerns that you believe  
you and the city council will have then maybe don’t do it, again, that’s the purpose of the  
discussion tonight.  
Carpenter: We are just making a recommendation of the ordinance and then we will  
have a public hearing, where we can actually go forward with a resolution to the city  
council.  
Schroeder: Yes, this ordinance can’t advance to the council for adoption unless you  
have a public hearing but you’re not going to want to set a public hearing for an  
ordinance that you had no hand in drafting. Right now, you have Geoffrey sitting at the  
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computer saying “maybe they will want to do this, maybe let’s do that dah dah dah, well,  
no maybe you don’t”. 
Baker: If we were to take the accessory dwelling unit part out of this and then  
have the public hearing just on the height thing and if one of the people that comes to  
the public hearing at that point says, “Hey, what about my accessory dwelling”? Do we  
have to then address it with them then or can we say we have decided it is a whole other  
kettle of fish that yes, very much should be looked into but for the purposes of  
streamlining and expediency we’re not doing it right now.  
Carpenter: I felt like it was important enough, those two issues ought to be left in  
because that was one of the concerns was he’s already made plans for a guest house.  
Schroeder: He’s not eligible to annex so it’s got to go ARK Properties then the  
Jensen then Mr. Hull. He doesn’t want annexed and we can’t’ compel him to annex and  
we don’t want to from a legal / political standpoint. There’s a bargain for exchange for an  
easement for him to get city water.  
Price: He can do this because he’s in the county.  
Schroeder:  Yes. He can build one right now, yes. And maybe at the public hearing  
the Jensen’s may have something to say about it because they did agree to annex given  
the city water but with the height restriction being gone that they may be happy to apply  
to annex and maybe they will want an accessory dwelling unit, I can’t remember whether  
they did or didn’t.  
Carpenter: We can take a minute and look through the minutes and see.  
Baker: It seems like for that to be done properly, we’ve got some more things  
that it might be a little more difficult than just saying, yeah, we agree that you can build  
something, that if we just rubber stamp this through right now, with the accessory  
dwelling thing, that we could end up with a free-for-all.  
Price: You have ADU’s all over the city.  
Baker: Well, no in the R-4 only.  
Price: Well in the R-4’s you’d have all kinds without breaking down some of  
these little things and getting that right, for size, I just think that’s a lot bigger discussion. 
Carpenter: Yes, and since he’s not even agreeing to be annexed and the annexation  
has even come up, but the height thing has come up for the other couple that yes maybe  
we got to just worry about the height thing for now because that seemed to be a pretty  
good issue. 
Baker: Yeah, and that would be a big issue for anybody building. 
Schroeder: I think the way you put it, Commissioner Baker, is yeah you schedule a  
public hearing, and people come up to testify and they say, well, what about the  
accessory dwelling, there is no limit to the amount of time we can amend this, there is a  
process we have to going through but this one wasn’t able to get on the fast train, it left  
the station which is why I included this because we don’t have a definition of a accessory  
dwelling unit it’s hard to define but you can see the scheme in which the county  
regulates it, and so yeah this will allow if you recommend this and it got adopted, anyone  
with 15,000 square foot or greater than lot could build one 900 square foot dwelling in R- 
4. Whether that’s officially limited it appears it doesn’t seem to meet that, with the way  
you guys think so, we will just take it out of there and then that will be the ordinance that  
will be the subject for the public hearing in which it’s only limit is height restriction. 
Carpenter: And then if down the road the question of annexation comes up and  
somebody brings up, well if I’m annexed, I can’t have an accessory dwelling building  
then that’s when we would address that? 
Schroeder: Well yeah and he can build an accessory building tomorrow and be  
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annexed in and be allowed to have it because it’s a lawful nonconforming use, he will not  
have to tear it down. And like I mentioned to the Jensen’s their property I believe legally  
possessing a valid building permit used by the city plans over that will allow them if they  
don’t want the risk so we will adopt this and that will be fine. 
Carpenter: So, we’ll just make it a little more official 
Schroeder:  Yep, exactly.  
Carpenter: Plus, I think it behooves us all to try to work with the citizens of the city to  
keep things pleasant and follow the comprehensive plan so that these people are  
encouraged to do the things they need to do.  
Schroeder: And this was the whole reason I got into this business of wearing a suit  
now, is when you find an ordinance that doesn’t make any sense you fix it.  
Unfortunately, the role you’re in at this particular section of the zoning code carries a  
process with it that other ordinances don’t that require this meeting and then a public  
hearing and so forth, but we are doing this as quickly as you can, and it’s pretty fast  
compared to some other cities. 
Baker: Yes, if this was happening in Boise these people would be probably 6  
months before it all got but yeah I like that a little better just make this clean and clear  
and we’re changing the height restriction in the R-4, we are recommending to the city  
council that they change the height restriction in building of the R-4 zone.  
Carpenter: And eliminate Section 2., of this ordinance that we are going to… 
Price: I agree.  
Hampton: I wasn’t here last week for obvious reasons and so I’m putting pieces  
together in my mind 
Baker:  It was a great meeting. 
Schroeder: The other, I wanted to get back to because the other that was brought up  
by Mr. Hull, he’s invested some money into an observatory for your telescope and wants  
lighting restrictions and I believe I heard Teresa (McCallum) mention, we had 100% of  
the HOA sitting in this room but Teresa said they were going to address the lighting  
concerns in their HOA, so they could internally regulate lighting in their HOA, without us  
having to be in on it. Whenever a solution like that presents itself, thank you, please  
leave us out of it.    
Carpenter: I had a question too about the accessory dwelling, there’s a few incidents  
within the city where there’s been a request for a lot split or somebody has built  
something on a lot that really isn’t in compliance, I just wanted to know if there’s any  
problem down the line, if a quest house is allowed and then eventually this person sells  
this property that has a main dwelling and then a little 900 sq. ft. guest house, is there  
any implications that could cause a problem down the line.  
Schroeder: Lori and I have had to field a ton of these, and they are all different  
situations for the most part. Some of them are additional buildings or old platted  
subdivisions that had the old school 25–30-foot lot wide, those can be split down two the  
original lots because they are platted that way and they preserve their right to build even  
on a substandard lot, that’s in the ordinance. So, some of those can be crammed in  
there just as tight as you can get them if they want, some of that preserves the goals of  
the comp. plan for maximum best use, economic productivity of the property, but that’s in  
the core area where the lots are all that small. Some of these things are in the bigger lots  
that mete and bounds, just like a big field and then preprior to either a Building Inspector  
paying attention or adoption of the ordinance you have these funky things all over the  
place and they are incredibly fact and situation specific. If we import and I see exactly  
what you are saying and that might be a good thing to bring along if we’re going to allow  
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accessory dwelling unit and it has to be a certain distance or not, right, so do you want  
them to be able to split their property into two lots, should it be subdividable… 
Carpenter: The county is already allowing them to do what they are doing and down  
the road they are annexed in that’s’ what I’m saying  
Schroeder: Then they annex in and now let’s say we don’t have accessory dwelling  
units when they come in, you got a second building, okay that’s fine, it’s lawful, typically  
when you have a nonconforming use that comes in lawfully you either let it continue, if it  
burns down it can’t be replaced or and you try to get it to go away but if that one isn’t  
offensive then you just let it continue perpetuity then if they want to do this funky thing,  
divide the lot, draw a line around it, maybe it would be a good idea in our accessory  
dwelling unit ordinance to create a scheme where they are allowed to have it on the  
same piece of property but that property can’t be divided again, they stay together, then  
your not creating new lots. 
Baker: Is there anything that is a minimum lot size in the R-4? 
Schroeder: 7,000 square feet is the next one so that’s why I picked the 15,000 square  
feet it’s going to limit  
Baker: If specifying a minimal lot size per dwelling would take care of the ability  
to subdivide some of them anyway 
Schroeder: So this one said A. had these allowed on the minimal lot size of 7,000  
square feet and B., said these allowed on minimal lot of 15,000 square feet which is  
where I started, where I stuck the accessory dwelling units, we won’t cram it in on the  
little tiny lot but you could put it on the 15,000 square foot lot. So, you can do everything  
on the smaller lots and with 15,000 you can also put an accessory dwelling unit. So that  
carves out a smaller subset of lots in the city  
So first of all, it’s only the R-4 and then it only the R-4’s that are greater than 15,000  
square feet. I don’t know how many properties that would apply to, three at least.  
Baker: I think that these are all showing us very clearly that this whole ADU thing  
really needs its own fact findings  
Schroeder: And you may as a P&Z Commission, you may want to look at expanding  
that permitted use across the remainder of the zones. This was a big discussion in  
Mountain Home, and I mentioned that to P&Z Commission there is a series of streets,  
from Main Street where Hiler’s corner and then the next three streets over Main,  
Second, Third, every single alley in between all those streets has two, three or four, they  
use to be alley set garages that are turned into apartments. And so, when it was time for  
my middle daughter to get out of my house, I went down those alleys and started calling  
realtors and none of those were available, so I told that P&Z Commission to get a sense  
of what you do or do not want to regulate and the way you want to do it. Just look at  
what’s actually happening now. These are successful rentals, don’t appear to be a  
problem, they were converted and adopted before we adopted our zoning code, that’s  
the way the world is working right now and then see if you want, if there is parts that are  
bad, if there are parts that are good and then translate that into an ordinance that  
endorses that activity in certain areas and prohibits in others.  
Carpenter: I am wondering if maybe this particular subject of the accessory dwellings  
would be something that behooves us to make a little workshop into this. We can get  
into our books and just have a workshop where we clearly understand, work on some of  
the cleanup if there’s other little issues dealing with this within the city zoning.  
Baker: And also determine what some of these things that we really need to look  
at but specific conditions of it, because here, it’s happening here, yes definitely. 
Carpenter: Do we need a motion.  
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Schroeder: All you need to do is just have a motion to set a public hearing for the  
ordinance without the accessory dwelling unit section.  
Baker:  So basically, we are going to strike Section 2.  
Carpenter: We need a motion to set a public hearing for the ordinance changing  
height restriction in R-4 that we are proposing.  
Schroeder: Your motion is merely to direct the clerk to publish notice, set a public  
hearing for this ordinance.  
Baker: I make a motion that we set a public hearing to discuss the ordinance,  
amending the height restriction in R-4 recreation zone. 
Price: I second that.  
Carpenter: All in favor, all-ayes.  
   
 
Item 6. DISCUSSION/MOTION: [Action Item] Regular P&Z Meeting Scheduled 

for December 1, 2021 @ 6:00 pm: Public Hearing Scheduled December 
15, 2021, Public Notice in MH Newspaper November 24, 2021: 

Carpenter: Do we still have our regular meeting on the 1st? 
Schroeder: It wouldn’t hurt because you could still kick ADU’s around.  
Hampton: I would find that beneficial. So, 1, for us the 15th, for the public 
Schroeder: The public can come to these too they just don’t get to talk unless you  
want them to.  
Carpenter: December 15, 2021, will be set for the public hearing.  
Schroeder: It’s a meeting as well too.  
Freeman: And are you having the regular December 1st meeting? 
Price: We should if we are going to discuss this we probably ought to.  
 
Item 7. DISCUSSION/MOTION: [Action Item] Zoning Height Restriction City 

Code Implementation of Comprehensive Plan; Review, Monitor, Update 
Land Uses Within the City and Impact Area on a Regular Basis:    
Discussed.     

 

Item 8.  COMMISSIONERS COMMENTS: 
Carpenter: I would like, if we are going to have December 1, as our regular meeting  
and December 15 our public hearing and maybe down the line somewhere we could  
schedule a workshop. 
Schroeder: Well, if you want to do it December 1, yes, we can do a workshop then  
too.  
Baker: Yes, that would be very cool.  
Price: I certainly think that we can start the conversation because I think it will  
go on for a couple of meetings. Seems like there is a lot of options with ADU’s.  
Schroeder: Do you remember that the 15th when your having public hearing is also a  
meeting, right, so public hearings don’t and can’t exist outside the scope of being in a  
meeting. So, you’re having a P&Z meeting on the 1st, you’re going to have another P&Z  
meeting on the 15th at that meeting you’re going to have a public hearing on an  
ordinance. That technical thing happened in Camas County several months ago, but I’ve  
never forgotten it, I just want to make sure that every time you have an agenda that has  
a public hearing, you open the P&Z meeting, more irrelevant with county commissioners,  
the meeting opens, then the public hearing starts. What happened in Camas County was  
they noticed the public hearing, but they didn’t post an agenda for the county  
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commissioners meeting. That’s open meeting law violation. They  
were doing two separate ones, a notice for public hearing and a notice for a meeting,  
and if you missed the notice for the meeting, you just ruined the meeting and you can’t  
have the public hearing. Just to keep the terminology right every one of the things you  
have here is a meeting and then sometimes at the meeting you also have a public  
hearing, just a little bonus. Then, at a meeting you can’t take an action unless it’s noticed  
on the agenda as an “Action Item”.  And so, what will be on your December 1st meeting  
you will probably not have any action items, we’ll just sit here and talk, and then  
December 15th you’ll have a public hearing, you’ll have an “Action Item”,  
recommendation to the city council to approve the ordinance. If you can withstand the  
fire storm of criticism.    
  
Item 9.  MOTION: Adjourn: 
Price:  I make a motion to adjourn. 
Baker:  Second.  
 
 
 This meeting is officially adjourned. (7:03 pm) 
 
 
 
 Approved by the P & Z Commission: 12/01/2021     

 
 
_________________________________      
Chairperson, Kt Carpenter   
     Attest: __________________________ 
      Lori V. Freeman, P&Z Admin.    
    


