
City of Pine Island 
Planning and Zoning Commission 

Agenda 
Tuesday – December 8th, 2015 

7:00 PM 
Second Floor – City Hall 

250 South Main Street 
 
 
 
 

I. Roll Call 
 

II. Pledge of Allegiance 
 
III. Minutes of November 10th, 2015 

 
IV. Public Hearing for Lyndsey Geier CUP 
 

V. Adjourn 



City of Pine Island 
Planning and Zoning Commission 

Minutes 
Tuesday, November 10th, 2015 

7:00 P.M. – City Hall 
 

Meeting called to order at 7:00 P.M. by Chairman Ken Hames 
 
Present:  Ken Hames, Grant Friese, Brad Rehling, T.J Schutz 
Absent:  Harlan Pahl 
Also Present:  Stephanie Pocklington, David Todd, Jason Johnson, Jim Walter, Pat Walter, Mark Schreader, Nate Carlson, 
Lindsey Geier, Sara Gibson 
 
Pledge of Allegiance was recited. 
 
Motion by Grant Friese and second by Brad Rehling to accept the minutes of the September 8th, 2015 meeting. 
Approved 4-0-0 
 
Lindsey Geier introduced herself and gave her business proposal.  Sara Gibson, attorney from Dunlap and Seeger, 
representing Jim Mack, informed the committee of Jim Mack’s concerns, noise and property values, in regards to the 
Boarding Kennel.  Mark Schreader voiced his concerns over noise, property values, and loose dogs on his property. 
 
Lindsey Geier then addressed the publics concerns.  She is happy to put up a privacy fence to help eliminate the noise.  A 
dog becoming loose is simply unacceptable, and her dogs would only be out one by one, in a fenced area, under 
supervision. 
 
Motion by Grant Friese and second from Brad Rehling to close the Public Hearing portion of the meeting. Approved 4-0-
0 
 
Motion from Brad Rehling and second from Grant Friese to advise council to oppose the Conditional Use Permit.  T.J 
Schutz abstained from voting due to lack of information.  Due to lack of quorum voting, no action could be taken. 
Rehling- Opposed, Schutz- Abstained, Hames-For, Friese- Opposed 
 
Motion by Grant Friese and second by Brad Rehling to adjourn at 7:26 P.M.  Approved 4-0-0.  
 
Respectively Submitted, 
 
Stephanie Pocklington 
 
 
 
 
 
 

















































































Planning Commission, 
 
Based on the new information provided by Mrs. Geier regarding her CUP application, the P&Z has a few 
options on how to proceed: 
 
Since the City Council extended the time on the CUP application for an additional 60 days, P&Z could— 
 

1) Recommend approval of the CUP application with the stipulation that she satisfy the setback 
requirement with the purchase of additional land from the Walters (I believe that she is going to 
present the status of this option to P&Z at their next meeting) 

2) Recommend approval of the CUP application provided that she meet the setback requirement 
by the end of the 60 day extension and direct City Staff to monitor the progress and report back 
to the P&Z 

3) Table the CUP application as presented at this meeting due to the time extension granted by the 
Council. Since the Council has extended the Geier’s an additional 60 days, this issue could be 
taken up at the January 12th, 2016 P&Z meeting (if need be). The 60 day extension for the 
Geier’s expires on January 19th, 2016.  
 
Here are a few things to consider regarding these options: 
 
A) The P&Z, after this upcoming public hearing, must allow for due process for Mrs. Geier to 

become compliant with the setback requirement within the 60 day time extension 
B) Disapproving the CUP application at this stage, without due process to the Geier’s, will set 

us up for a court challenge, AND 
C) We must be cognizant of the message we are sending the public if we are not adhering to 

the protocol and statutory guidelines regarding CUP applications—essentially we (the City) 
must be fair and just in adjudicating CUP as well as other permit applications 

 
The onus is on Mrs. Geier to provide information to the P&Z (to their satisfaction) that she is making 
progress on becoming compliant regarding the setback requirement for the CUP application she 
submitted. She has a limited time frame to work with and it is incumbent for the Council and P&Z to 
adjudicate this application with fairness and equity. It seems at this point, the table is set (public hearing 
and subsequent meeting), the time frame established (60 day extension granted by the Council), we just 
need to insure that we are adjudicating this CUP application properly. 
 
The primary focus on adjudicating the CUP application is whether or not Ms. Geier will be able to satisfy 
the setback requirement within the 60 day timeframe extension. If she does (can) then there is no 
reason the P&Z should deny the permit on a factual basis. Having said this, the P&Z can stipulate 
parameters for the approval of the application; such as fencing, screening, and other items designed to 
mitigate the potential nuisance issues that come with having a kennel. Although these items cannot be 
used to deny the application, they can be used as a barometer to gauge whether or not the CUP should 
be renewed or extended once granted. It is important to note that the P&Z can recommend the length 
of time a CUP application is granted for—typically in one-year increments and then they can be 
evaluated and renewed or not. Likewise, there is a stipulation within City Ordinance that allows for 
revocation of a CUP if it is determined, after thorough investigation by the City that the holder of the 
permit fails to meet the requirement set forth by the P&Z after the permit has been granted. 
 
David Todd 



City Administrator 
 


