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Mr. Humphries then highlighted areas of the MPRR that had the most significant comments and 
changes.  These comments/changes were outlined in Council staff’s memorandum to Council dated 
October 3, 2017: 

• Forestry Best Management Practices
• Disturbance areas adjacent to streams
• Climate Change
• Implementation and Outreach

At this time, Committee Chair Alstede asked if members had any comments/questions regarding the 
MPRR document.  Since there were none, Committee Chair Alstede asked for a motion to move the 
Final MPRR document to Council. 

Member Vohden made a motion to move the Final MPRR document to Council.  Member Holtaway seconded it.  
All were in favor.  

Ms. Nordstrom noted that Council staff notified by email all commenters (who gave testimony at 
public hearings or submitted comments on the Procedure and MPRR documents) to alert them 
when the Public Comment Response documents were posted to Council’s website.  Ms. Nordstrom 
also noted that although some comments had to be categorized as unresponsive as they did not 
pertain to the document at hand,  Council staff heard and recorded all comments, and will take them 
into account as potential action items.   

Procedure Document 

At this time, John Maher, Chief Council, gave a brief history regarding the Procedure document for 
amending the RMP:   

• January 19, 2017 – Council authorization to use the Draft Procedure document
• August 17, 2017 – Council authorization for staff to conduct 5+1 public hearings on the

Procedure document
• September 14-26, 2017 – Six public hearings were conducted on the Procedure document

Mr. Maher reviewed the significant comments received and the Council staff’s responses.  Based on 
public testimony/comments submitted regarding the Procedure document, Mr. Maher stated that 
staff recommends the following changes to the draft Procedure as set forth in the comment 
response document: 

• Add the following sentence to page 4 of the draft Procedure:

A copy of the proposed RMP amendment(s) that the Committee is expected to take action on will be available to the 
public at the time that the Council provides public notice of the RMP Amendment Committee meeting.  

• Revise the sentence on page 4 of the draft Procedure as follows:

The Council will provide not less than a 10-day public notice of the dates, times and locations of the public hearings, 
and shall also invite the submission of written comments within not less than 30, nor more than 90, days of the 
date of the public notice.  The Council will determine, on a case-by-case basis, the length of the 
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public comment period at the time it authorizes public hearings on the proposed 
amendment(s). 

• Add the following sentence to footnote 2 on page 1 of the draft Procedure:

Even though it would not be the norm, a RMP amendment could be considered and adopted outside of the six-year 
reexamination process, utilizing the procedure provided herein.  In that case, the Highlands Council, by a vote of at 
least 8 members, would refer the recommendation to the RMP Amendment Committee for its review; Council staff 
would send the RMP Amendment Committee a report, setting forth staff’s response to the recommendation; after 
evaluating the proposal, the Committee would send its report and recommendation to the Council; and the Highlands 
Council would take action on the recommendation as it deemed appropriate.  If the Council decided to move the 
proposal forward, it would proceed with the public hearings required before final adoption.  Alternatively, the RMP 
Amendment Committee could recommend that the Highlands Council defer the proposal until the next six-year 
reexamination process. 

Ms. Nordstrom highlighted a particular commenter who alluded that Council staff had 27 
amendments for the RMP.  Ms. Nordstrom stated that Council staff does not have 27 amendments 
to move forward to Council.   The only amendments Council staff currently has ready for Council 
to review and potentially adopt as addendums to the RMP are two guidance documents. 

• Highlands Redevelopment Area Designations
• Plan Conformance Guidelines (to include Center Designations)

At this time, Committee Chair Alstede asked if members had any comments/questions regarding the 
recommended revisions to the Procedure document.  Since there were none, Committee Chair 
Alstede asked for a motion to move the Procedure document, as revised, to Council. 

Member Vohden made a motion to move the Procedure document, as revised, to Council.  Member Holtaway seconded 
it.  All were in favor.  

The RMP Amendment Committee adjourned at 4:31pm.  
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