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CALL TO ORDER – (00:08:00*Audio recording begins) Commission Chair Allen called the March 30th, 
2016 Planning Commission Board Meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 

ROLL CALL – (00:08:03*)  Commissioners Present: 
   Commissioner Jeanne Wallace  
    Commissioner Gary Robins  
   Commission Chair Don Allen 
    Commissioner Steve Zetz  
            Commissioner Michelle McLeod 
   City Professionals Present: 
    Stephanie Haug, Clerk of Board  
    Paula Kauer, General Clerk 
   Other Professionals Present: 
    Eric Ferguson, City Attorney, Kerr Law Group 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG/U.S. – Commission Chair Allen lead the Board and 

audience in the Pledge of Allegiance - (00:08:20*)  

APPROVAL OF MINUTES FOR FEBRUARY 24TH, 2016 PLANNING COMMISSION BOARD MEETING 
(00:08:50*)  
Commissioner Robins:  I make a motion that we approve the Minutes from last meeting.  

Commissioner McLeod:  I second it. 

MOTION #1 - Commissioner G. Robins moved and Commissioner M. McLeod seconded to approve  
the Minutes of the February 24th, 2016 Planning Commission Board Meeting as presented. 
VOICE VOTE #1 –C. D. Allen, C. G. Robins, C. S. Zetz, C. M. McLeod, C. J. Wallace 
 ALL YEAS.  Motion carried. 
ZONING TEXT AMENDMENT – MARIJUANA ESTABLISHMENT REGULATIONS - (00:09:26*)  
     A.  Staff Report – Eric Ferguson, City Attorney, Lee Kerr Group 
Changes– Three critical issues – HB2136 passed combining recreational and medical marijuana retail –  
Buffers lowered - Allowed ordinances to reduce buffers except elementary school and playgrounds –  
All else allowed to be reduced from 1,000 ft. buffers down to 100 ft. buffers – Referred back to   
Planning Commission for three reasons – 1) Look at 100 ft. buffer opportunity – 2) Look at difference 
between using Planning Commission for the Conditional Use Permit vs. Hearing Examiner –Conditional 
Use Permits in Benton City currently go through Planning Commission – Means we need to decide if 
that’s something we would like to retain for Conditional Use Permit processing – Then recommend to 
Council either for or against issue – Other option – Hearing Examiner – In ordinance – Hearing Examiner 
would essentially do the administrative function of hearing evidence then issue permit – Key difference – 
Appeal process for Hearing Examiner if permit denied and challenged – Immediately goes to Superior 
Court – Currently have with Planning Commission system – Planning Commission makes 
recommendation after hearing evidence to Council – Council not bound to recommendation – Planning 
Commission makes Findings of Fact  -  Then recommendation to Council – Council can either follow 
recommendation or can make their own Findings of Fact – Council would have to have a Closed Record 
Appeal – Council essentially do same hearing but on their own – Benefit of that structure – Gives a 
Permit Applicant ability to come to Council – Make their case – Talk to Planning Commissioners – More 
educated on land use issues – Planning Commission gets to make recommendation on whether or not to  
permit should be issued – If Permit Applicant does not agree with Planning Commission recommendation 
– Can go to Council – Essentially have their appeal through Council – Council wanted Planning 
Commission to take a look at current process and decide how to continue – 3) Regarding buffers and 
exemptions and Conditional Use Permits – What would that mean in terms of “stores” – Way it is 
currently written – Doesn’t look like we would have any places in town where processing and 
manufacturing could be inside City limits – Would be only retail stores – One of the issues – If we set the 
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zones and buffers – Can there be two to three stores right beside each other?  Can we have a retail 
store row?  Nothing currently to prevent such concentration – Council wanted Planning Commission to 
decide if there is a way to limit how much of this City is being exposed to in terms of how many stores      
– Walla Walla example – Very specific – Allow maximum of two business license holders under their 
regulations at any given time – Frankly don’t recommend that – Potentially problematic – Which two get 
to be the license holders? City picking winners and losers – Don’t want to do that – Nothing necessarily 
wrong with limiting license holder but could be more difficult to defend – Solution - Limit the distance 
between applicants – If want to go with 1,000 ft. between stores – Only two zones – Still going to end up 
with two stores – Will be able to limit that through zone – Allowed to make own zoning decisions – City 
not placed in position of picking winners and losers – Two different zones available – Ability to zone 
marijuana – Whatever particular use is – Retail – Industrial – Manufacturing process – Also same land 
use goes with that particular zone – Agricultural – Industrial – Commercial – Based on way current map 
is with “bubbles” put around everything – Only zones available in City limits that would qualify for those 
particular things – Others (growing and manufacturing) didn’t qualify  

Commissioner McLeod – Referring to stores – Town is very small  

Commissioner Robins – Trying to limit to just stores – Not growing or processing – Leaning more 
towards retail – Look at maps – Buffers for Residential and parks -  

Commissioner Zetz – Initially required that the production of marijuana be done indoors if done in City 
limits – Growers most likely to go out in county where they don’t have those requirements  

Commissioner Wallace - What is basis for that? Didn’t understand it 

Commissioner Zetz – Any city under GMA should be looking at things like density – Don’t want to carve 
out section of City and make an exception for farming  

Commissioner Wallace – Look at marijuana from agricultural perspective – Woman in agriculture - 
“Farm to table” – Small niche growers – Basically put all Agriculture areas off limits for production – Think 
it’s very unrealistic if someone’s got a twenty acre plot – Have to build a building – Speak from couple of 
perspectives – One as farmer – Other as environmentalist – Going to drive up the use of resources – 
Electricity – Concrete – Think an adequate fence limitation and security and cameras – Don’t see the 
problem personally with growing outside – Grow hops, grapes – All of which go into intoxicants – Why do 
they not have the same restrictions on ag products? 

Commissioner McLeod – True – Many people in town growing marijuana already – Machines to absorb 
odors – Lots and lots of people  

Commission Chair Allen – Colorado? 

Mr. Ferguson – Not heard a lot – Oregon having some issues – From state perspective – More lawsuits 
gone through process – In favor of local ordinances to ban – Much of it still tracking toward Supreme 
Court - Co-operatives are taking place of Collective Gardens – Part of HB2136 to begin merging  

Commission Chair Allen:  We’re going to close that meeting, okay, then we’re done… 

Mr. Ferguson:  Start the Public Hearing. 
Commission Chair Allen:  We’ll do the Public Hearing. 

     B.  Public Hearing 
* Public Hearing begins at 6:21 p.m. * 

 Ms. Haug – With City Council – Typically have three minute time frame for speaking – Would Planning 
Commission would like to utilize that or leave open?  Three minutes per speaker 

Commission Chair Allen – Let’s do five minutes – Everybody that wants to speak will get their five 
minutes – At end when Public Hearing is closed – No more comments will be allowed  
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Daryl Heinburger, Lower River Road/7th Street – Thanks for taking this up – Financial/Personal – 
Been to Altitude Store in Prosser – Make a day of it – Includes going out to eat – Visiting wineries – Point 
is am spending other money in town - Looking at bubbles – Push outside – Not doing right by other  
businesses – Once out of car – Getting bite to eat – Going to Branches & Vines – Really want them to do 
that – Think that’s really where your focus should be – Bringing back in and accepting it – Making it good 
for all the businesses 

Steve Lee, Representative, Alliance for a Safer Benton City, Kennewick – Wife and I have been 
working with Benton City Council for last two and half year – Painting a picture of legalization – Own a 
medical collective currently located in Finley – Transitioning to I-502 in next 90 days – Retail application 
for Benton City in the proposed acceptable zone – Will bring consistent tax stream into City – Minimum 
estimate one retail store advantageously placed in community – Current 1% sales tax – Could generate 
$15-$20K/month in take home revenue for Benton City – With changes to law in coming years could 
increase to 4-5% - HB2136 – Have financiers in Tri Cities – Ready to help develop  property – Build 
buildings if necessary – Invest money in community to make building happen that’s safe and meets 
community’s values – Clarify – State law requires minimum 1,000 ft. – Most City can do is 500 ft. – State 
legislates number of stores – City can only tamp down on number – With size of Benton City – Cap out 
legally at two – Two is maximum for Benton City – Current Resolution in packets today well put together 
– Doesn’t leave any room for producers and processors in City limits – Reduces nuisances – Benton 
County where producers and processors should be housed – Farms can’t currently exist in City limits 
even if desired by Council – Based on State legislation of 1,000/500 ft. rule and prohibited properties are 
located – Purple properties on your map are prohibited by State – Basically nixes out entire downtown 
center regardless – Only leaves two or three spots that could be available – One of which is fully 
developed as a storage unit complex – Other as a multi-business park not interested in participating – 
Leaves only two very undeveloped sites for industry to participate – Excited to jump over whatever 
hurdles thrown at us to be part of industry – Help bring this industry to this great community – Know it 
won’t be easy – Need develop system from scratch for this great opportunity – Here and ready – Waiting 
for long time – Thank Benton City – Here to answer any questions you might have – Ten year experts in 
industry – Do consultations and advocacy all over state -  

Commissioner Wallace – 100 ft. distance depicted on map vs. text – R.C.W. 69.50.331 – Justification 
for 100 ft. distance 

* Council Discussion * 
Peggy Higham, 717 12th Street – 20 year resident - Concerned – City has always had problem with 
reputation for drugs – Destroying reputation by adding marijuana sales to town – Compiled information 
for Colorado - Rocky Mountain High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area – Have been consolidating 
information for last three year - 2014 – First year of legalization - 32% increase in marijuana traffic deaths 
in one year– Marijuana related traffic deaths increased 92% from 2010 – During same time – Number of 
traffic deaths that occurred for reasons other than marijuana only increased 8% - 2014 – THC results for 
primarily DUI up 45% - Increase in the youth accidental ingestion – 29% increase in number of marijuana 
related ER visits – 38% increase in marijuana related hospitalizations – 46% in hospitalizations related to 
marijuana – Report in packet – Under Limitations – Page 8 – Journal of Local Drug Policy and Practice – 
Federal law still prohibits recreational use of this substance – Illegal under Federal law – Is subject to 
Federal prosecution – Have not been prosecuting but can change their minds at any time – Anybody 
assisting with any aspect of marijuana trade – By allowing something illegal by federal law into our 
community – What are we telling our kids? Telling them to pick and choose which laws to obey – 
Marijuana is a Schedule 1 Controlled Substance – Shown to have high potential for abuse – Causes lung 
problems – Smoking household – Fear for the children in homes where we’re assisting them in obtaining 
marijuana – Second-hand smoke – Constantly being wooed with tax money – Don’t have police 
department – Takes long time for Sheriff to respond to our concerns – Will increase traffic especially near 
schools – Other is near Fire Station – Abuts Residential areas – Don’t need this in our town – Shown 
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increase in costs offset tax revenue received – Don’t want it in our town – Can’t afford it – Let them put is 
where they live – Not where we live  

Cindy Delour, Ki-Be Sentinal – Regarding teaching our kids – Already many laws in place that 
everyone bends - Not intended to be bent – Example underage kids buying cigarettes or alcohol – Not 
rules or laws anyone in right mind intends to be bent but does happen - National Institute of Health notes 
slight increase in drug use among kids despite marijuana being legalized in several states – Increased 
from 5.5% to 6% since legalization – Regarding damaging community image – Why would this be 
damaging to our community yet our schools not meeting state standards year after year would not be 
considered damaging our image.  People don’t want to move here due to being unwilling to put their kids 
in a school that can’t meet state standards – Issues why they can’t meet state standards – Spoke with 
principal regarding reasons – Tax money could help them to meet state standards – More people might 
want to move here – Place their children in our schools – Then will have more taxes that won’t revolve 
around marijuana – Will revolve around community that takes care of each other – Wanted to present 
something to counter false information you were just given 

Commissioner McLeod – Could 1% increase be caused by kids being more apt to tell truth 

Cindy Delour, Ki-Be Sentinel – Only increased by half percent – With legalization – Kids are being 
more open about it – Instead hiding from parents – Now can talk to parents about it – Not hiding from 
anyone – High school seniors will not be able to buy from Prosser or locally -  Not 21 – It’s a given that 
kids shouldn’t be around any of it – Responsibility of raising kids belongs to parents – Not city – City 
shouldn’t be held responsible for that – If kids in home where being exposed to it – Then neighbor or 
other citizen should step up and say something – Draw attention to it – Parents responsibility to raise 
their child – Not the City 

Brandon Wright, Kennewick – Partners with Steve and Jesse Lee – Wanted to introduce myself – 
Thank you for all the work you’ve done towards this - Excited for opportunity – Increase revenue and 
brighten future – Business 

Commissioner McLeod – Business and permits – Serviced medical people in Benton City? 

Mr. Wright – Business has services Mid-Columbia region or Finley for last four years - Has Benton City 
customers 

Commissioner McLeod – Been doing this long time – Now we would be making tax money off of it – Is 
that what I’m hearing? 

Mr. Lee – Currently pay tax money to state – Would now be paying it to Benton City as well – Last month 
we paid State $35,000 – Would pay City those taxes instead – Currently service four to five hundred 
patients with Benton City addresses – Have been servicing patients for four years – Currently we pay 
State about $30,000 per month in sales tax – As an I-502 retail store – Our tax burden would increase 
from 8% currently pay to 37.5% plus 8% - Would see a 42% retail sales tax of which City would get 1% 
from our 8% - In next year would see 3-5% of 37% - At current rate would be doing very well as 
compared to most business in City downtown district – For tax revenue generation – Forecast store in 
Benton City could bring in $10 million a year in revenue if located in right area  

Commissioner McLeod – What do you consider the right area? 

Mr. Lee – City has selected two areas – One by new roundabout development – South – Currently have 
an outstanding application filed today just before this meeting for the parcel City currently owns – Just 
south of new roundabout development – Zones correctly – Hoping to work with the City to open a store – 
Hope to meet everybody’s values along the way – Technically in Kiona – Land City has annexed and 
zoned accordingly – People going to store would never even have to drive into the City – City would still 
see direct tax revenue generation from that property  
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Tynan Bender, Pendleton Road, Benton County – We’re just one of those patients using Green-To-
Go for years – Medical reasons – Probably spend around $400-$500/month on prescriptions – Have to 
drive to Finley to do so – Just to give an idea estimate is probably low-balled 

Commission Chair Allen:  Would there be anybody else that would like to make any comments or have 
anything to say?  Okay, I find this Public Hearing is now closed.  There will be no more comments, no 
more speaking out or anything else from this point on.  Now I’d like for us, I’d like to see who is here for 
and who is against and so I’ll say who’s for this? Please show your raise of hands (13) – Who’s not? (1) 

** Public Hearing ends at 6:46 p.m. ** 
     C.  Findings of Fact 
Commissioner Zetz – 1000 ft. buffer for Residential – Conservative approach – Council rejected even at 
1,000 – Council wanted us to look at separate between businesses – Any other legally licensed business 
that have to be x-number of feet from another business 

Mr. Ferguson – Adult entertainment – Adult entertainment vs. marijuana – Is a Constitutional protection 
of First Amendment for adult entertainment – Can zone to certain areas or keep dispersed in certain  
ways – Have to have reasonable ability for people to engage in that particular business activity on a 
constitutional basis – Restriction does not apply to marijuana – There is no constitutional right to sell or 
purchase marijuana – Don’t have same level of restrictions – Key to getting away from number thing – 
Little more difficult – May be effect – If City expands – Other things go on – If Council or Planning 
Commission want to adjust – Makes it easier to do while using zoning regulation vs. using number – Only 
two in town – Office discussions – Determined probably better based on Walla Walla’s ordinance to limit 
space between stores -  

Commissioner Robins – Population limit? Number of stores? 

Mr. Ferguson – Not that I’m aware of 
Commission McLeod – Alcohol and cannabis – Same board in charge of alcohol are now in charge of 
marijuana regulation 

Commissioner Zetz – Attorney will bring back to Council whatever results of meeting are – Don’t have 
to accept this – Can modify numbers as recommendation – Only three of us – Conservative approach – 
Still didn’t pass Council – Ultimately Council can modify decision we send to them 
     D.  Recommendation of Planning Commission 
Mr. Ferguson – Fife case – Not clarified – But not? 
Commissioner Robins – 1,000 – Push where least impact – Remove (i), (j) and (k) – 100 ft. buffer for 
churches and Residential – Church 100 ft. – Residential zone 100 ft. – Other establishments 100 ft.  

Commissioner Wallace – Cite R.C.W. for 100 ft. justification 
Commissioner Zetz:  My recommendation on this one, I mean, there’s, is to send it back as I-502 is 
written but with the, but if the Council has some sort of reasoning to add additional restrictions, let them 
do it. 
Commissioner Robins:  I’ll second that. 

Commissioner Zetz – Things that occurred in Sunnyside – Familiar with that – Sky did not fall – Crime 
did not increase – Businesses didn’t stop coming because they didn’t want to be a (inaudible) 

Mr. Ferguson – Did you mean Prosser? You said Sunnyside. 
Commissioner Zetz – Yes – Messaging more a concern for elected officials – No so much for us – 
Need to let the elected officials deal with the messaging – Statistics – Pros and cons to both sides – 
Leary of statistics – Prosser as example – Had 200% increase last year in burglaries because they had 
two burglars – Federal pre-emption – Nobody raised that challenged yet. 
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Mr. Ferguson – Was raised then wasn’t addressed – Able to do backup argument – Judge ruled City of 
Fife had ability to regulate so pre-emption issue never came up – Did say he didn’t feel like this would be 
a federal pre-emption issue – Complicated test to determine federal pre-emption – Looked into it – Have 
my doubts 

Commissioner Robins – Page 7 – (G.3) – 1,000 ft. buffer – How would this affect Benton City? 

Commissioner Zetz – My recommendation would be to strike (J) – Not I-502 requirement  

Commissioner Wallace – (I) (J) and (K) don’t not appear to be consistent with Regs – Church for 1,000 
ft. buffer – (I) and (J) were added in addition to State Regulations – Don’t understand justification for 
1,000 ft. 

Commissioner Zetz – Recommendation – Council will have option – Will see what’s been added or 
taken out - Public Hearing? 
Mr. Ferguson – No Public Hearing – Can take public comment but not required to hold Public Hearing 

Commissioner Wallace – State law 1,000 ft. for certain areas – (i) (j) and (k) were added – In particular 
last two – Just for discussion – Could we consider reducing for those two particular things – Residential 
and churches – Consider revision or reducing buffer to 100 ft. – More than adequate  

Commissioner Robins – Kick out (k) too, saying you can’t have one store next to other? 

Commissioner Wallace – Don’t like that one – Number 3 

Commissioner Zetz – Certainly leave buffer between stores at 1,000 ft.  

Commissioner Robins – City has three bars within spitting distance – Take out (k) as well 
Commissioner Zetz – Fine with that 
Commissioner McLeod – City has more alcohol now than has ever been allowed 

Commission Chair Allen – Hearing you don’t want to change this  
Commissioner Zetz – Consensus is keeping 100 ft. buffer from churches and Residential zones    
Commissioner McLeod – What do we consider recreational facilities? 

Commissioner Wallace – Defined in State Regs. 
Ms. Haug – Description of recreational facilities 
Commissioner Zetz – No option to change that 
Commissioners Wallace – All Residential zones had 1,000 ft. buffer – Recommending that be reduced 
to 100 ft. – Part of concern – Medical marijuana patients – Some people have to grow own – Can’t drive 
to Prosser or Finley to get it – Think we’re squeezing some of these people out 

Mr. Ferguson – Current interpretation of the State law for medical or qualified patients – Possessing 
Medical Marijuana card – Current consensus – Cities can’t prevent qualified patients from growing own 
marijuana in “housing units” – Open question – Does it include back porch?  Front yard?  States cannot 
be seen with unaided vision or smelled – Small plot in back yard – Fencing ordinances – Question about 
growing outdoors – Nothing to stop qualified patients from growing inside their homes – What you do 
here will not have any bearing on whether somebody can grow in their homes 

Commissioner Wallace – Know patients in that grew outside in yards – Approved in other cities in Tri 
Cities – Don’t want to make it so…  
Commissioner robins – Want to put that in this ordinance? 
Commissioner Wallace – Why I question marijuana production – Have to mind both the Commercial 
and Medical at this point – People out there truly need this 
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Commissioner Zetz – Difference between processing it professionally to sell at store vs. somebody 
growing for own medical use at home – Must have state license to grown commercially 

Mr. Ferguson – Big distinction – One requires business license – There other doesn’t – Don’t get to 
mess with those not requiring Business License 
Commissioner Wallace – Request we make clarification in this ordinance – Does not apply to Medical 
Marijuana patients – Didn’t really understand when I read this – Understand State law combines – 
Seems like everybody in same boat and making regs for everybody – Wasn’t clear to me 

Commissioner Zetz – Distinction done at State level 
Mr. Ferguson – Distinction – Talking about regulation is for business – Have to go thru certain 
processes – Area zoned for certain business – Go thru process – Would then be able to receive City 
business license to be in business – Nothing in State Law that would make a qualified patient apply for 
business license to comply with law – This regulation is for zoning of business activities – Retail, 
Industrial and Agricultural – In order to change to agricultural – City would have to change underlying 
zone of city to agricultural 
Ms. Haug – No zones within City zoned for Agriculture – Prohibited within the Growth Management Act – 
Do have Agricultural Suburban – Has light agricultural trending towards more urban use – Also have 
some existing agricultural uses not zoned for that but currently grandfathered for that – GMA does not 
allow us to have agriculture use in City limit – Intent of City be urban development – Not rural farm land 

Commissioner Wallace – How ever I got into City limits – To me this a taking – If I were a producer – 
Land owner – No matter what City does – Still my land – Been there longer than most 

Commissioner Robins – Back to Comprehensive Plan 
Commissioner Zetz – Consensus on separation? 

Commissioner Robins – Page 7 – (i) Church – 100 ft. buffer on that – Any property zoned R-1, R-2 or 
R-3 – 100 ft. on that – Omit (k) any other recreational marijuana producer, processor or retail outlet 

Commission Chair Allen – Eliminate (k)? 

Ms. Haug – State no longer limiting how many licenses can be issued in any area  

Commission Robins – Page 7 Article G – 1,000 footers  
Commission Chair Allen - (a) thru (h)  
Commissioner Robins – Down to church or property R-1, R-2 or R-3 – 100 ft. buffer – Item (k) – 
Omitted  

Commissioner Zetz – Just wanted to be clear what not having that restriction might look like – For 
industry – Want to leave room for other businesses – Maybe have some sort of minimal separation – 
Benton City very close to Tri-Cities – All other cities have moratoriums – Lot of folks going to be looking 
for licenses – Whether State gives them now or doesn’t – Eventually State will relax that – Many legal 
questions will be answered – Would like to put something in there – Even if 100 ft. – Minimal - Place 
holder – Won’t have to revisit it again 

Commission Chair Allen – Go ahead with way written now – (a) thru (h) would be 1,000 – (i) thru (j) 
would be 100 and (k) would be omitted 

Commissioner Robins – Like what Commissioner Zetz is saying – Modify (k) to 100 as well 

Commissioner Wallace – Note – 100 ft. justification for reduction – Should capture a reference or  
site to the R.C.W. 69.50.331 – Justifies this reduction to 100 ft. 

Commissioner Zetz:  I will make a motion to approve the ordinance as drafted to include the  
changes in Section G., Items (i) thru (k), changing that to a one hundred foot restriction and leaving  
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Items (a) thru (h) at 1,000 ft. 

Commissioner Robins:  I second the motion. 
Mr. Ferguson – For the record it was considered. Is the Planning Commission saying they don’t  
want to look into the Hearing Examiner function? Process for going to Superior Court in this situation  
would be different than if marijuana ban or moratorium was challenged – Would be a LUPA Claim –  
Expedited process – Can appeal land use issues – Much smaller, less expensive process – Most people  
affected by it don’t have money to fight City hall – Wouldn’t be as expensive – Going to be defending it  

Ms. Haug – Flip side of utilizing Hearing Examiner – Would have attorney very familiar with laws – Review  
applications – Applying Benton City Codes and State Laws – More protection in that 

Mr. Ferguson – Planning Commission only gets to determine if applicants meet criteria – Not as legally  
Defensible – Council would be liable – Appearance of Fairness doctrine  

Commission Chair Allen – Like idea of keeping it in house – Do we want ot keep this in house in regards 
to the Planning Commission? 

Commissioner Robins – I say yes * Council Consensus * 
Ms. Haug:  The motion actually still on floor. Sounds like you’re not wanting to amend that motion with any  
changes to the Conditional Use Process so we have the First by Commissioner Zetz and the Second by  
Commissioner Robins, so if you want to take a vote on it, you can. 

MOTION #2 - Commissioner S. Zetz moved and Commissioner G. Robins seconded to recommend  
approval of the ordinance as drafted to include the changes in Section G., Items (i) thru (k),  
changing that to a one hundred foot restriction and leaving Items (a) thru (h) at 1,000 ft. 
VOICE VOTE #2 – C. D. Allen, C. G. Robins, C. S. Zetz, C. M. McLeod, C. J. Wallace 
 ALL YEAS.  Motion carried. 
UPDATE 2017- COMPREHENSIVE PLAN PERIODIC UPDATE - (01:49:13*) Consultant  
Stephanie Haug, Clerk of Board – Consultant – Received one proposal – No interviews – Proposal 
looks good – Negotiating contract with that consultant – Hoping to have something in place by mid-April 
– Anchor QEA – Oneza and Ben Floyd – First meeting for Comp Plan most likely in May – Last 
Wednesday of month -  27th April – 25th May 

GENERAL COMMISSION COMMENTS - (01:51:37 *)  
ADJOURNMENT (01:51:51*) 
Commission Chair Allen adjourned the March 30th, 2016 Planning Commission Board Meeting at 
7:44 p.m. 
Planning Commission Meeting ended at 7:44 p.m. (01:51:58*Audio recording ends) 

 
 
 
 
 
       ___________________________ 
       Don Allen, Commission Chair 
       Planning Commission Board  

____________________________ 
Stephanie Haug 
Clerk of the Board 
        Date: _________________ 
























