Latah County Planning Commission
Minutes, 210ctober 2003

Planning Commission [PC] Members: John Hunt [JDH], Suvia Judd [S]], Kathleen Warnick
[KW], Skyler Schlueter [SS], James Smith [JS], Janet Hohle [JH], Louise Barber [LB]; Planning
Director, Michelle Fuson [MF]

Present/Absent: JDH, SJ, KW, JH, JS, LB present; SS, absent. Staff: Michelle Fuson

Handouts: Agenda; minutes for 10/7/03; large-print edition (bless you!) of pp. 1-25 of draft
ordinance (up to Article 3).

Meeting. Minutesfor 10/7/03 approved; missing section will be considered at the 11/4 meeting.

JDH suggested contacting SSto find out if he would attend meetings until the wrap-up of the
ordinance revision and public meetings, or to indicate that he is no longer interested in
participating and allow PC to begin the replacement process. All in agreement that he be
contacted. Noted that his presence is missed and his input very valuable.

PC discussed the changes from 10/7/03 meeting, and made suggestions for new changes to the
first two articles. Article 1, with changes, passed. SJ suggested the creation of anew article
(Specia Uses) to house mineral resources, communications towers, home occupations, etc., since
they do not seem to fit in Article 2 (General Land Use Regulations); MF said that the order,
number of articles, etc., was not aproblem. SJsintention isto make the ordinances “user
friendly.” PC agreed; other potential additions might be athorough table of contents or an index
for the ordinances. Discussion followed re. KW’s suggestion that not allowing an outside sign
for home occupations was counter-productive to encouraging an important permitted land use.
PC passed a motion (with JS objection) to alow that “one unlighted outside sign, no larger than
2-sguare feet, shall be permitted to identify the business. No additional outside signs, displays, or
other decorations shall be used to indicate that the residence is used for commercia purposes.”
Discussion of screening (2.06.03.3) ensued; change in wording to create correct grammar was
suggested and will be worked on in afuture editoria run-through by a PC subcommittee (to
include LB and perhaps KW, at the least). Acceptance of Article 2, with changes, passed. SJwill
check on availability of helium bulbs (re. current 2.08).

Article 3: definitions are needed for certain phrases, letter designations, etc., in the flood hazard
areas section (e.g., floodplain, floodway, specia areas of flood hazard, zones A, B, C, etc.). MF
will make these changes and mail new version to PC before next meeting. Basically, Article 3is
a FEMA-mandated section, and little can be done but to make it understandabl e to the general
public. PC felt they could use alittle more “user friendliness” in this article, too. PC passed
acceptance of Article 3.

Article 4 discussion: JDH wanted a clarification of agronomy/forestry/agriculture (mentioned in
4.01.01.1 and 3 and 4.01.02.1; MF indicated that agronomy was separated from animal husbandry
after a suggestion by Trent Ott, but that recombining it in 4.01.02 made sense for conditional use
consideration in Ag/For Zone. 4.01.01.3 needed to have “selling” (of forest products added) to
make it consistent with agronomy and animal husbandry sections. Windmills (4.01.01.8 and
4.01.02.12) require differentiation: PC decided that 4.01.02.8 should mean “low-impact or
domestic use” and 4.01.02.12 “high-impact or commercial use.” If aproperty owner wants more
than two of the low-impact windmills, he/she would have to apply for a CUP.



Section 4.01.01.4 may need additional consideration and PC may want to think about this before
next meeting.

Next Meeting: 4 November 2003 at 5:30pm in the Latah County Courthouse, room to be
announced due to election.

Resubmission by: 27 October 2003
Louise D. Barber




