Johnson County Temporary Planning & Zoning Commission

Minutes: June 3, 2008

Attendance: Meeting was called to order at 7 p.m.  with all townships, except Madison, represented. The attendance record is attached.

The minutes were approved as presented (Mike Carter, Larry Ficken).

Feedback from township meetings: Richard Strobel reported that 7 or 8 people attended the Grover meeting, good input, went well. Larry Ficken said there were 45-50 people at the Washington meeting. It was held after the meeting in Knob Noster where some folks got “heated up,” so it was somewhat tense when it started. After some discussion, people became more comfortable and wrote quite a few comments on the principles. Kenny Smarr reported that the Chilhowee meeting was also somewhat tense. There were six citizens there. It didn’t calm down, and discussion was not possible. A few were so confrontational that a few others gave up and left. Bill Wayne said that 10 people attended the Montserrat meeting, and while they weren’t friends of zoning, they made good comments. Georgia suggested that for future township meetings, we lay out ground rules about keeping discussion calm and decent, taking turns, etc.

We reviewed and discussed the summary of comments made at all the township meetings (thanks to Randy White and Pioneer Trails). There were not many patterns except for a need for definition of terms, concerns about the rights of landowners, and concerns that zoning regulations could be expanded in the future, without a vote of the people.

The most positive responses related to 

· Principle 2, the agricultural exemption, although it had lots of questions about definitions. There was some support for regulation of CAFO’s, which are regulated separately by state law.

· Principle 3—dividing farm property for family, again with many questions about specifics.

· Principle 6—location of commercial-industrial activity. This had both support and concerns.

· Principle 7—constraints on location of adult entertainment.

· Principles 10 & 11—availability of fire protection services and standards for local streets.

The principles with the most red dots and/or questions were:

· Principle 9—which apparently was widely misunderstood. Several comments indicated that they thought “adequate approved water supplies” excluded wells, which it did not.

· Principle 8—accommodating home occupation businesses. Some comments show lack of understanding, mentioning types of businesses that would be allowed. We discussed have limits only on large businesses or those that have a negative impact on surroundings.

· Principle 1—lots of definitional questions related to land uses adjacent to public/semi-public resources.

· Principle 4—location of subdivisions. Responses were fairly evenly divided between “no one’s business but my own,” and “preserve rural land and farms.”

Doug then summarized what we have accomplished thus far in our process:

· Education of commission members about planning and zoning concepts, processes, and issues.

· Identifying positive and negative aspects of Johnson County.

· Developing general principles based on preserving the positive and limiting the negative aspects.

· Getting input from citizens, analyzing the reactions, and modifying principles.

· Built a mailing list of 120-130 people who are concerned about zoning.

The next step will be developing goals and objectives for each principle. Out of this we will develop policies that will then guide zoning regulations.

Issues brought up and tabled for future meetings: 

· getting more information out about the principles/clarifying misunderstandings;

· defining agriculture;

· considering putting our minutes on the County website.

It was also suggested that we reinstitute name cards.

The meeting was adjourned at 9:15 pm.

