
Madison County, City of Rexburg, City of Sugar City 
Joint Planning and Zoning Commission 

Public Meeting 
 Tuesday July 12, 2022 





Please contact Madison County Planning and Zoning Office prior to any meeting if assistance is 
required for disabled persons planning to attend. 

 https://us06web.zoom.us/j/84485667025?pwd=VURycmxxNXNNc0NmWEFlZGJVUUc0Zz09 

Passcode: 437862

MADISON COUNTY  
JOINT PLANNING COMMISSION

PUBLIC MEETING 
Tuesday July 12, 2022 6:00 PM 

Madison Junior High School Auditorium 

AGENDA 

6:00 p.m.  Welcome: Madison County Planning Administrator, 
Gary Armstrong 

             Roll Call Attendance 

6:05 p.m.  Public Hearing  Rexburg Area of City Impact Renegotiation 

7:00 p.m.  Adjourn: Madison County Planning Administrator, 
Gary Armstrong 





TO ATTEND PUBLIC HEARINGS 
VIA ZOOM PLEASE USE THE LINK 

BELOW: 
 https://us06web.zoom.us/j/84485667025?pwd=VURycmxxNXNNc0NmWEFlZGJVUUc0Zz09 

Passcode: 437862

https://us06web.zoom.us/j/84485667025?pwd=VURycmxxNXNNc0NmWEFlZGJVUUc0Zz09




 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PUBLIC MEETING MINUTES 
June 14, 2022 

  



 



 
CITY AND COUNTY 

JOINT PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION 
Tuesday June 14, 2022  
Public Meeting Minutes 

 

 
Page 1 of 11  

 
 

 

Meeting Commenced: 6:01 p.m. 

All present were invited to participate in a Pledge of allegiance.  

Chair Gary Armstrong:  

Meeting Rules 

Introduction to the area of city impact concept. Each town has an area of city impact. Area of 
city impact is adjacent to the city limits, not within them. Proposals to adjust the area go through 
multiple committees prior to any decision. Cities request expansion for the city from the county. 
No affect to taxes or school districts. Taxes only change according to the land use. This can 
affect zoning. This joint commission is comprised of three members of the Rexburg planning and 
zoning commission, three members of the Madison county planning and zoning commission, and 
three from the Sugar city planning and zoning commission. The recommendation of this 
commission will then go to the Madison county BOCC, and the Rexburg city council. Because 
Sugar city is not renegotiating their area of city impact there is no governing decision to be made 
by their city council.   

Roll Call Attendance 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

REXBURG AREA OF CITY IMPACT RE-NEGOTIATION 

Staff Report: 

Alan Parkinson, Rexburg City P&Z Administrator: 

The city is going through a comprehensive plan update. This happens periodically in every city. 
Explanation of the area of city impact. It is the responsibility of the city to prepare the 

June 14, 2022 Attendance 
Roll Call Present Absent Excused 

Brad Wolfe X   
Clint Hansen X   

David Fluckiger X   
McKay Francis X   

Sam Lines X   
Shane Ruebush X   
Troy Thurgood X   
Tyler Hoopes X   
Vincent Haley X   

TOTAL    
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infrastructure for potential development. Connected to the comprehensive plan for the city. The 
area of city impact has to do with likelihood of development, and need for city services. City 
needs to prepare for infrastructure upgrades and extensions. Planning for the future reduces the 
price of connection to city services for residents. The plan avoids impact to Sugar city as much 
as possible. The area of Hibbard has been experiencing a lot of development, and there have 
been request for annexation from there.  

Troy Thurgood: Have there already been requests for annexation?  

Alan: No, there have been discussions, but no one within this specific are has requested to be 
serviced by sewer and water.  

Vince Haley: I have noticed that on the north side of the proposed area you are not following 
property lines. In the event that someone with only part of their property in the impact zone were 
to request city services, how would that be treated? 

Alan: So long as it is requested, the entire property can be annexed into the city.  

Vince Haley: So, it is giving a buffer on the Salem side, as well as the Rexburg side.  

Alan: areas for annexation would need to be contiguous with the area of impact.  

Gary: all properties that border the area of impact have the option to be annexed, if they choose 
to do so they will work with me and the city which they border to determine whether they want 
to abide by the city’s rules, or remain under county jurisdiction.  

Vince Haley: I also noticed that on the western side that it crosses over 2000 W, is that correct? 

Alan: Yes, within the area of city impact there is not just sewer and water improvements, there 
are also road improvements.  

Troy: Area of Salem will be impacted, but not the townsite? 

Alan: That is correct. 

McKay Francis: What would the process for annexation be? 

Alan: They would send in a formal request, and complete the associated application for 
annexation, so long as the property is contiguous with the city boundary that will be sent to the 
P&Z commission which will then give a recommendation to the city council. It is a three-month 
long process generally.  

McKay Francis: What if that property is bordered by people that do not want annexation? 

Alan: They will not be forced to annex, only those that request annexation will be annexed.  

Vince Haley: only the property that requests will be annexed, even if they are surrounded by 
other properties? 
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Alan: Only those that request annexation will be annexed.  

Shane: requests for sewer were for people outside the impact area? 

Alan: yes, they were for people just outside the area of city impact, and they could not be 
brought forward because of that. 

Public Comment: 

IN FAVOR: N/A 

NEUTRAL:  

Tammy Ball: 885 W 35 N Rexburg. Owns ground in the proposed area. If annexed will property 
taxes increase?  

Gary: Taxation is based on land use, not location.  

Tammy Ball: Is there potential for the impact zone to extend further north? 

Gary: No, not at this time. 

Tammy Ball: is there a timeline for annexation. 

Gary: No, annexation is based on the request of the landowner. Generally, we anticipate 5-10 
years, but there is no timeline. 

Larry Wittison: 2236 N 2000 W, lives in impact area. If the city annexed the area would we be 
required to be annexed. 

Gary: No, not unless there was a forcible annexation, but that has never happened in Madison 
county.  

Larry: What benefits? 

Gary: It allows the area to be under the city’s zoning rules, which have a lot more options. Will 
help development, and access to city services.  

 

OPPOSED:  

Tom Wittison: 2340 N 2000 W. Lives in the area. Why is the impact area being extended here 
rather than where there have been requests for city services? 

Gary: Creates a leap frog, which makes it non-contiguous. The area of city impact is directly 
surrounding the city, it wouldn’t make sense to create an arbitrary area that wasn’t contiguous 
with the current city impact zone.  

Tom: Questions about forced annexation.  
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Gary: Comes by request, or if more than 50% of landowners want the annexation. 

William Moss: 410 Cartridge Ln, does not live in area. Is this going to be the same as when 
Walmart came to Rexburg, Moody Rd Boundary? Has questions about impact on Sugar Salem 
area. Doesn’t feel that Salem area has been consulted, feels that Rexburg has just decided to do 
what they want despite the desires of Salem or Sugar City.  

Gary: We are here to address those questions and concerns. Will take into consideration.  

William: What are the negatives?  

Brad Wolfe: Doesn’t believe that there are negatives. It doesn’t make any immediate changes.  

Gary: The reason why we are having this meeting is to learn what those perceived negative 
impacts are.  

Neal Parise: 255 E 3250 N. Outside the proposed area. Questions about forced annexation. Fear 
that property will be annexed. Does not want to be part of the city. 

Steve Adams: Mayor of Sugar City, annoyance about lack of consideration for Sugar city. Feels 
that negotiations have been in bad faith. Believes that the individual residents that are being 
affected don’t really have a voice. Feels that Salem is not being consulted. Historical boundaries 
should be a major consideration. Very frustrated with Rexburg officials. Annoyance about 
services from the city. Concerns about public services, feels that Rexburg has been restrictive of 
those services. Doesn’t believe that there has not been forcible annexation. Serious concerns 
about community relationships. History should be respected. What is best for the people and both 
municipalities? How can our municipalities help the citizens? Hopes that the commission will be 
open minded.  

Bruce Shirley: 2328 N 1000 W. Has a platted subdivision in the proposed area. Concerns about 
encroachment into Salem. Issues concerning history of Salem. Reads letter about history of 
Salem. Doesn’t believe that impact zone will be beneficial to Salem residents. Wants to preserve 
Salem. Wants to preserve the agricultural nature of the area. Believes that the city has selfish 
reasons for increasing the impact area. Wants nothing to do with the city of Rexburg. Wants 
growth in Sugar city, not in Rexburg.  

Troy: Does your property border the newly annexed area? 

Bruce: No, there is one property in between the city and my property.  

Rick Hill: 2278 N 2000 W. Fears that area will be annexed, and that taxes will be increase 
because of the need for increased city services.  

Troy Hastings: 1052 W 14th N. Part of property is in impact zone. Is opposed because of the 
concerns about the impact on Salem. Wants to live in the County, not the city. Doesn’t want the 
impact area to encroach on Salem. Larger lots are the benefit of the county. Believes that 
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developers will encroach on the agricultural nature of the area. Concerns about growth into 
Hibbard. Doesn’t believe that this decision needs to be made right away. Wants more 
consultation with the residents of Hibbard. Concerns about the zoning regulations within the 
impact area. Also has concerns about Salem area. Feels that area should have larger lots to 
preserve the country feel.  

Thomas Black: 936 W 14th N, is in impact area. Wants to continue living in the county. Want’s 
to have larger lots that preserve the country feel. Doesn’t believe that anyone in the area wants to 
be in the impact area.  

Reese Butikoffer: 3070 N. Presents packet to the joint commission. 1. Early 90’ agreement 
regarding the boundary between Salem and Rexburg. 2. Recent actions of the P&Z commission 
have made residents lose faith in the commission. 3. Historic Salem, should be included in the 
Sugar impact zone, not the Rexburg area, should coincide with the Salem Comp plan, 
community wants to be part of Sugar, 4. Does not believe that Salem is being represented 
proportionately within the commission of nine. 5. Salem has met with Sugar, but does not 
believe that Rexburg is working towards the benefit of Salem. 6. Believes that Salem is not 
represented in Rexburg.7. Feels that Salem is being wrongfully encroached.8. Believes that 
Madison County would be better benefited by including Salem in Sugar.  

Jill Wilding: 478 W 3500 N. Believes that the proposed area is not in a good place. Believes that 
it is a land grab. Forced annexation questions. Questions about future costs.  

Bruce Wilding: 478 W 3500 N. Questions regarding all of the concerns about the impact area. 
Believes that the commission is represented poorly. Concerns about the lack of checks and 
balances.  

Gary: It is how the code reads. It was set up to be inclusive in the best way possible.  

Bruce Wilding: Doesn’t believe that this is reasonable.  

Gary: Salem is not an incorporated city and therefore cannot be represented directly.  

Bruce Wilding: Salem townsite, past agreements that have not been followed.  

Clint Hansen: The Planning and Zoning commission does represent Salem area.  

Bruce Wilding: Feels that the county reps. can be overwhelmed by the rest of the commission. 

5-minute Intermission 

Paul Weeks: 3381 W 2000 N. What happens to the water rights.  

Alan: Water rights will be surrendered only if the property is annexed.  

Paul: Buffer between 3000 N and property lines. Only one access point, how will people get 
access.  
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Gary: Developers must construct their own roads. Roads are private unless ceded to the county. 
Legally there must be access by easement, or road.  

Paul: Questions about multiple jurisdictions within one property, which jurisdiction will regulate.  

Gary: municipalities will consult with property owners about the best options.  

Paul: concerns about lot size. Would rather have at least 2-acre lot size.  

Brent Bean: 3041 N Cottonwood Ln. Important that all parties are involved. Concerns about 
representation. Has issues with land being affected by being put into one city or another. Wants 
to make sure that the Joint commission adequately represents the residents. Opposes because 
annexation fundamentally changes the land.  

Jared Janks: 443 S. Pine Ave. Concerns about the representation. Has concerns about the goals 
and the endings of Rexburg. When will this end.  

Aaron Gaskill: 179 N 3000 W. Has legal issues with the county, has had bad experiences with 
the county.  

Michael Withers 2215 E Hwy 33. Has farm in impact zone. Wants land to remain the same.  

Christin Galbraith: 216 S Park Ave: Feels that Madison school district is taking the tax base from 
Sugar. Feels that Salem should be part of Sugar.  

Kenton Anderson: 2166 N 2000 W: Wants to live in the county not in the city. Doesn’t feel that 
Salem has been represented. Most residents of the proposed area own land, and does not believe 
that any of the residents want this to go through. Concerns about water rights.  

Chase Hendricks: 25 N 2nd E. Attorney for Sugar City. Sugar City has been trying to include 
Salem within the Sugar impact zone. Concern about not following Idaho Code. 67.65.26 Idaho 
County.  

Dave Thompson:  Asked by Sugar City to speak. Presented packet. Sugar city has asked for an 
adjustment for the impact area for a long time. Sugar wants Salem to be part of the impact area. 
Sugar has requested this adjustment multiple times in the past years. Sugar already has this as 
part of their comprehensive plan, and so does the county. Sugar already has sewer and water 
plans for the inclusion of Salem in the Sugar impact area. There have been multiple requests by 
Salem residents to be include in the Sugar impact area. Has been the intention of Sugar to follow 
the desires of the Salem residents. Believes that the county has ignored all requests by Sugar city 
to include the Salem area in the Sugar impact zone. Believes that city boundaries should follow 
historical lines, such as school district and voting district boundaries. Idaho Code 67.65. 26, 
67.65.09, Madison County Code 105. 1-9. Child Parent relationship between Salem and Sugar. 
Salem is the parent community. Believes the community has a completely different feeling, and 
is very distinct. Feels that all the communities should be separate and distinct. Land use ratios are 
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out of sync in the area. Sugar needs the area in order to be self-supporting. Feels that Rexburg 
does not need that area to be self-sustaining. Feels that the county has been unresponsive to 
Sugars desires. Sugar has all the necessary plans in place for sewer and water. Suggest that the 
commission look at an all-around view of the situation. Wants the county to work with the 
residents of Salem. Please follow the law. State statutes concerning previous requests for 
inclusion of Salem in sugar impact area. Idaho Code 67.65.26. Has objections concerning the 
process of the hearing, and its legality. Feels that the public was not able to participate as they 
should have. Has problems with the zoom link not being correct. Thank you for being willing to 
take this position on the commission.   

Kurt Hibbert: 101 S Maple Sugar City. Growth rates of Madison County. Long term planning 
issues. Protection of community identity. Wants to preserve Salem community. Feels that 
including Salem in the Rexburg impact area could be detrimental to the future growth of Salem. 
There are distinct boundaries that should be followed when considering expansion of the impact 
area. Wants commission to take more time to get all the information before making-a-decision. 
Parent Child relationship between Salem and Sugar. Feels that Salem should be part of the Sugar 
impact area. Wants the commission to respect the historical jurisdictions. Feels that the impact 
area isn’t very clear. Appreciates the commissions time. Wants the communities of Salem and 
Sugar to grow together.  

Sam Butikoffer: 3543 N. 250 E.  Representing 17 people that own over 400acres in the proposed 
area. Those 17 people have signed document stating that they do not want to be included in the 
impact zone. Feels that Rexburg has not honored previous agreements. Concerns about past 
failings of the county and city of Rexburg.  

Tory Black: 936 W 14th N. Lives in impact zone. Wants to stay in the county. Doesn’t want 
either city to encroach. Which city has the least limitations? 

Gary: all municipalities have code published online, should refer to that for more information 
about land use rules. Land use does not change regardless of the jurisdiction.  

Ronny Moore: 1263 W 4000 N. Lives outside the impact zone. Feels that the city of Rexburg is a 
bad municipality for Salem. Feels that the people are not heard within the process. Does not have 
faith in the process. Is opposed. 

City of Rexburg Rebuttal:  

Alan Parkinson: Benefits of the impact zone. School taxes will not be affected. All taxes within 
the Sugar Salem school district go to that school district. Hibbard area residents want Rexburg 
services. Residents can request annexation into Sugar even if included in the Rexburg impact 
zone. This has to do with Sewer and Water services. The only negative is that the zoning would 
be under Rexburg code. Infrastructure cost concerns. The developer has to shoulder all 
infrastructure development costs, not current residents. Concerns about groundwater 
contamination because of septic saturation. Requests that the proposal be tabled until these 
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supposed past agreements have been looked into by legal-council. Water rights and needs cannot 
be cutoff by developers. Impact area lacking representation.  

Audience member: Asks that each resident be asked to vote on the issue.  

Alan: We are following county statute. Refutes allegation that city representative, lied, was 
present during the phone calls that were referenced.  

 

 

WRITTEN CORRESPONDENCE: See Appendix A 

Public Hearing Closed:  

 

Joint PZ Commission Discussion: 

Gary Armstrong: Suggestion that the proposal be tabled until all the additional information has 
been reviewed. Feels that because of the additional information and documents presented in the 
public hearing session that the commission be given additional time to consider, and study before 
coming to a decision.  

McKay Francis: Feels that some conversion among the members of the commission would be 
beneficial, in order to understand the situation better.  

Brad Wolfe: Explains earlier comment. Now sees negative feelings about the impact area.  

McKay Francis: Has concerns about the feelings about the desire to be included in Sugar. Does 
not want residents to be pushed into something they do not want to do.  

Vince Haley: Does Gary know of any past agreements.  

Gary: No, but I will follow up on that.  

Dave Thompson: The county said that they would get back to Sugar City about the extension of 
their impact zone, but they never got back to us.  

Gary: will follow up on everything. Whatever applications that are submitted under me will be 
responded to.  

Vince Haley: concerns about those past proposals.  

Troy Thurgood: comment about Christin Galbraiths comment. There are no residents present that 
are opposed. Does not want the property owners to be pushed into anything they don’t want.  
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Vince Haley: Is concerned about the possibility that some people are afraid to voice concerns, 
because of the majority opposition of their neighbors. Vote is based on land use code.  

Shane Ruebush: First time has seen a government entity make an application. Applicant does not 
have any property rights because it is a government entity. Wants to table so that the commission 
can study the issues more.  

David Fluckiger: Nice to see that the community is trying to work together more. Glad that the 
commission is not acting on emotions.  

Sam Lines: Agrees with majority sentiment, there is too much new information to make an 
immediate decision. Feels that the commission needs more time.  

Brad Wolfe: Invites all present to present any additional information to the commission for 
consideration before the next meeting. Wants all of the information to be given to the 
commission for study.  

McKay Francis: It is important for the commission to have time to study all the available 
information, in order to make an informed decision.  

Shane Ruebush: Sugar and Rexburg need to talk to each other. Applicant needs to talk to those 
affected by the proposal. Any opposition should be discussed with the applicant before the next 
meeting. 

Brad Wolfe: Please don’t speak to individual members of the joint commission. If there is any 
communication it should be to the entire commission.  

Gary: While the application is tabled please do not reach out to individual members of the 
commission, if there is something that needs to be addressed please communicate that to the 
entire commission.  

Member of the audience: Is the commission paid? 

Gary: No 

Gary: Entertains a motion to table till Tuesday July 12, 2022 

             

            Motion: 

Vince Haley: I make a motion to table till July 12 at 6 PM Location TBD 

Second: Troy Thurgood 

Abstentions: None 
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             Motion to Adjourn: Troy Thurgood 

             Second: Shane Ruebush 

Meeting Adjourned 

  

June 14, 2022  
Rexburg Area of City Impact  

Motion: 
Roll Call In Favor Opposed Abstain 

Brad Wolfe X   
Clint Hansen X   

David Fluckiger X   
McKay Francis X   

Sam Lines X   
Shane Ruebush X   
Troy Thurgood X   
Tyler Hoopes X   
Vincent Haley X   

TOTAL    





PUBLIC HEARING 
Rexburg Area of City Impact Renegotiation 





STAFF REPORT 





 Madison County 
Joint Planning Commission 
Application Summary and Staff Report 

Application Type: Area of City Impact Renegotiation 
Applicant: City of Rexburg 
Location: Area North of Highway 20, from 

2000 W to ~45 W, and from W 14th 
N to ~2850 N. (See map) 

Date for Consideration: July 12, 2022, 6:00 PM 
Madison Junior High Auditorium 

Public 
Hearing 

A public hearing before a Joint Planning Commission will be held on Tuesday, July 12, at 6:00 PM 
in the Madison Junior High School Auditorium to consider the application to renegotiate the Rexburg 
Area of City Impact Agreement. Comments may be submitted in writing prior to the public hearing, 
and verbal comments will be heard at the hearing. The Joint Planning Commission will make 
recommendations for action on the application to the Madison County Board of County 
Commissioners and the Rexburg City Council. This hearing is a continuation of the first hearing that 
was held on June 14 in the Madison County Courthouse. At that hearing, new information was given 
to the Joint Planning Commission that they did not have time to review prior to the meeting. So any 
action on the application was tabled to the July 12 Hearing, to give time to the Joint Planning 
Commission time to review the additional information. 

Project 
Description: 

The application is to renegotiate the Area of City Impact agreement between the City of Rexburg and 
Madison County as noted on the attached map. Associated with the new Rexburg Area of City 
Impact are amendments to the Rexburg and Madison County Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Map. 

Process 
Description: 

Madison County Code Section 105 Guides the establishment of Areas of City Impact. The current 
Area of City Impact for Rexburg was initially established in 1995, with the most recent amendment 
in 2016. Madison County Code Section 105-II specifically outlines the agreement between Madison 
County and the City of Rexburg. From time to time, the Area of City Impact may be renegotiated. 
This process is outlined in Madison County Code 105-7. Applicable sections of the Code are 
included in this staff report.  
 
The primary purpose of Areas of City Impact is to provide more cohesive land use planning in areas 
that are anticipated to be annexed into the City in the next 5-10 years based on projected growth. In 
the Areas of City Impact, development applications are reviewed by the City Planning and Zoning 
Commission, and are evaluated according to the City development code. The City Planning and 
Zoning Commission will then make a recommendation for action to the Board of County 
Commissioners who will then render a decision on the application.  
 
The process of considering a renegotiation of the Area of City Impact includes forming a “Joint 
Planning Commission.” The Joint Planning Commission consists of three representatives from the 
planning and zoning commissions of each affected jurisdiction. For this application, the Joint 
Planning Commission consists of three representatives from the Madison County PZC, three from 
Rexburg PZC, and three from Sugar City PZC. The recommendation from the Joint Planning 
Commission will then go to the Rexburg City Council and the Madison County Board of County 
Commissioners for approvals. (Where this application is to renegotiate the agreement between 
Rexburg and Madison County, there is no legislative action for Sugar City Council. However, since 
lands within the application are adjacent to lands within the Sugar City Limits, Sugar City PZC 
representation will be part of the Joint Planning Commission.) 
 
The application also proposes amendments to the Comprehensive Plans and Zoning Designations for 
both City of Rexburg and Madison County.  
  





 

 

Proposed Area to be included in the Rexburg Area of City Impact  



Applicable Sections of Madison County Code 

Chapter 105 CITY IMPACT AREAS 

Article 105-I IN GENERAL 
Article 105-II CITY OF REXBURG AREA OF CITY IMPACT 
Article 105-III CITY OF SUGAR CITY AREA OF CITY IMPACT 
Article 105-IV CITY OF NEWDALE AREA OF CITY IMPACT 
Article 105-V CITY OF TETON AREA OF CITY IMPACT 

 
State Law reference— Areas of city impact, Idaho Code, § 67-6526. 

Article 105-I IN GENERAL 

Sec 105-1 Definitions 
Sec 105-2 General Requirement 
Sec 105-3 Purpose 
Sec 105-4 Uses 
Sec 105-5 Area Of City Impact Delineation 
Sec 105-6 Establishment Of An Area Of City Impact Joint Commission 
Sec 105-7 Area Of City Impact Renegotiation 
Sec 105-8 Annexation 
Sec 105-9 Dispute Resolution Process 
Sec 105-10 Instructions For Calculating Development Potential Within An Area Of City Impact 
Sec 105-11 Area Of City Impact Renegotiation Process Diagram 

Sec 105-1 Definitions 

The following words, terms and phrases, when used in this article, shall have the meanings ascribed 
to them in this section, except where the context clearly indicates a different meaning:  
Area of city impact means an unincorporated area bordering a municipality, governed under 
coordinated standards, mutually agreed upon by all affected local governments, to:  

1. Protect the health, safety, and welfare of county residents;  
2. Ensure protection for municipalities and landowners against adjacent, incompatible development;  
3. Plan for orderly and consistent development where annexation is anticipated;  
4. Guide the efficient and prudent expenditure of local governmental resources;  
5. Organize and manage growth; and  
6. Minimize undue environmental degradation and loss of open space. Area of city impact boundaries can 

accommodate changes in growth patterns and growth rates, natural and environmental constraints and 
concerns, and community interests.  

Build out or built out.  

1. The term "build out" or "built out" means a measurement of the amount of land within a city or area of 
city impact that is developed and no longer available for potential development. The term "build out" 
includes lands encumbered by constructed structures and site improvements reaching the maximum 
development allowed under current zoning. The term "build out" includes parks and other lands 
protected as open space.  

2. The term "build out" or "built out" does not include vacant, platted lots of record, or bare ground. 
Governing boards means pursuant to the statutory scheme found in Idaho Code, title 67, ch. 65 (Idaho 
Code, § 67-6501 et seq.), a governing board is a city council or a board of county commissioners.  

https://madison.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=ordinances#name=Chapter_105_CITY_IMPACT_AREAS
https://madison.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=ordinances#name=Article_105-I_IN_GENERAL
https://madison.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=ordinances#name=Article_105-II_CITY_OF_REXBURG_AREA_OF_CITY_IMPACT
https://madison.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=ordinances#name=Article_105-III_CITY_OF_SUGAR_CITY_AREA_OF_CITY_IMPACT
https://madison.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=ordinances#name=Article_105-IV_CITY_OF_NEWDALE_AREA_OF_CITY_IMPACT
https://madison.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=ordinances#name=Article_105-V_CITY_OF_TETON_AREA_OF_CITY_IMPACT
https://madison.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=ordinances#name=Article_105-I_IN_GENERAL
https://madison.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=ordinances#name=Sec_105-1_Definitions
https://madison.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=ordinances#name=Sec_105-2_General_Requirement
https://madison.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=ordinances#name=Sec_105-3_Purpose
https://madison.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=ordinances#name=Sec_105-4_Uses
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Joint commission means a joint planning and zoning commission established by the governing 
boards to advise the governing boards on decisions regarding renegotiations of areas of city impact 
located entirely, or in part, within the county.  

Limited developable space means a measurement of the scarcity of lands available for development 
within existing area of city impact boundary, including lands within the existing city boundaries. 
Limited developable space is calculated as lands within the area of city impact boundaries that are:  

1. At least 70 percent built out.  
2. Not sufficient to accommodate a maximum of 10 years of projected growth based on current zoning.  

Population projections, data on average household size, and zoning densities should be used to 
determine expected geographic demand for new development. See section 105-10, instructions for 
calculating development potential within an area of city impact.  

(Prior Code, title 9, § 2.2)  

Sec 105-2 General Requirement 

Pursuant to Idaho Code, § 67-6526, all cities and towns in the state must identify an area of city 
impact within the unincorporated area of the county in which they reside. The local governments 
having areas of city impact falling entirely, or in part, within the county for purposes of this article 
referred to as, local governments have prepared and adopted this article to:  

1. Define the purpose and intent of areas of city impact within the county;  
2. Define the procedures for expansion or realignment of areas of city impact within the county; and  
3. Establish an area of city impact joint commission to evaluate proposed areas of city impact 

renegotiations.  

(Prior Code, title 9, § 2.1)  

Sec 105-3 Purpose 

The purpose of the area of city impact designation or zone is to identify lands within the county where 
zoning is controlled by a city through an area of city impact agreement entered into with the county 
and outside of the zoning control of the county. The zoning of these areas will fall under city controls. 
Enforcement will fall within the county control.  

(Prior Code, title 9, § 1.1)  

Sec 105-4 Uses 

Uses of all lands falling within this designation or zone shall be determined by the agreement entered 
into with the respective city whose area of impact is at issue, and in accordance with the 
Comprehensive Plan.  

(Prior Code, title 9, § 1.2)  

Sec 105-5 Area Of City Impact Delineation 

The following guidelines are intended to aid the local governments in their analysis of area of city 
impact, and guide the joint commission in preparing recommendations to the governing boards 
regarding delineations and renegotiation of the area of city impact boundaries:  
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1. In defining an area of city impact, the following factors shall be considered:  
1. Trade area, defined as the region from which a city can expect the primary demand for a 

specific product or service, and which may cross county boundary lines;  
2. Geographic factors; and  
3. Areas that can reasonably be expected to be annexed into the municipality within 10 years or 

less, and where the city is prepared to provide for and maintain infrastructure.  
2. Whenever reasonable, area of city impact boundary lines, at the discretion and negotiation of the 

affected governing bodies, should follow 1 or some combination of the following boundaries:  
1. Natural and geographic boundaries (e.g., waterways, heavily wooded areas, geologic features);  
2. Manmade boundaries (e.g., road, utility, train rights-of-way, survey section lines, private parcel 

lines); and  
3. Other similar clearly defined boundaries.  

3. Pursuant to Idaho Code, § 67-6526, area of city impact boundaries shall remain fixed until all affected 
governing bodies agree to the renegotiated boundaries.  

4. Expansion or realignment of an area of city impact may be considered under the following conditions:  
1. Limited developable space within existing area of city impact boundary, including lands within 

the existing city boundaries;  
2. Regularly scheduled Comprehensive Plan update. Pursuant to Idaho Code, § 67-6509, the land 

use map component of a Comprehensive Plan may be updated every 6 months. At the time of a 
regularly scheduled Comprehensive Plan update, an analysis of the available land for 
development within an impact area should be conducted. If limited developable space is found 
within the existing area of city impact boundary, including lands within the existing city 
boundaries, an expansion or realignment of the impact area boundaries may be appropriate;  

3. Regularly scheduled area of city impact boundary update. The local governments agree to 
conduct a build out analysis and consider the need for realignment or renegotiation of area of 
city impact boundaries every 3 years. At the time of a regularly scheduled area of city impact 
boundary update, an analysis of the available land for development within an impact area 
should be conducted. If limited developable space is found within the existing area of city impact 
boundary, including lands within the existing city boundaries, an expansion or realignment of the 
impact area boundaries may be appropriate;  

4. Request by a property owner to be included within an area of city impact, when the city feels 
that impacting will help implement the vision outlined in its Comprehensive Plan;  

5. When a city annexes up to an area of city impact boundary, resulting in municipal and area of 
city impact boundaries sharing the same boundary line; and  

6. When a city has existing infrastructure in place, and where the area of city impact joint 
commission believes reasonable expansion should occur based on this infrastructure.  

(Prior Code, title 9, § 2.3)  

Sec 105-6 Establishment Of An Area Of City Impact Joint Commission 

The local governments agree to the establishment of an ad hoc joint commission with the purpose of 
considering and analyzing requests for renegotiation of area of city impact boundaries. The joint 
commission will be structured as follows:  

1. Representation on the joint commission will include 3 representatives of the planning and zoning 
commissions of all affected local governments. Since the size of the joint commission will vary 
depending on the number of local governments affected, a quorum is considered to be the assembly of 
a simple majority, including at least 1 representative of each affected local government. Each affected 
local government shall have equal voting power.  

2. Members of the joint commission will serve on an ad hoc basis, and at any given time the joint 
commission may include various individuals from the local governments' planning and zoning 
commissions based on context and the specific conditions surrounding the proposed area of city impact 
boundary renegotiation.  

3. The joint commission will meet at the following times:  
1. Any local government may call the assembly of the joint commission.  
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2. On a minimum 3-year cycle, corresponding to the agreed-upon regularly scheduled area of city 
impact boundary review.  

3. As requests for area of city impact boundary realignments arise according to the conditions 
outlined in section 105-5(d).  

(Prior Code, title 9, § 2.4)  

Sec 105-7 Area Of City Impact Renegotiation 

Adhering to the standards and guidelines in sections 105-5 and 105-6, the local governments agree 
to the following process for expansion or realignment of areas of city impact (see section 105-11, 
area of city impact renegotiation process diagram):  

1. Identification of a proposed expansion or realignment of an area of city impact by 1 or more local 
governments as part of a Comprehensive Plan update or regularly scheduled area of city impact 
boundary review.  

2. Submission of questions by the governing boards to the joint commission for consideration.  
3. Meeting of the joint commission to review the governing boards' questions.  
4. Noticing and public hearing before the joint commission.  
5. Recommendation by the joint commission to the governing boards on proposed area of city impact 

renegotiation.  
6. Noticing and public hearing before the governing boards.  
7. Adoption of ordinances by the governing boards adjusting the area of city impact boundaries.  
8. Adoption of Comprehensive Plan and zoning ordinance updates, as applicable, by all affected local 

governments.  

(Prior Code, title 9, § 2.5)  

Sec 105-9 Dispute Resolution Process 

In the event that the joint commission cannot agree on realignment of an area of city impact 
boundary, disputes shall be resolved according to the dispute resolution process outlined in Idaho 
Code, § 67-6526.  

(Prior Code, title 9, § 2.7)  

Sec 105-10 Instructions For Calculating Development Potential Within An Area Of City Impact 

Instructions for calculating development potential within area of city impact, recognizing that input 
data is not always readily available, each local government shall use the following formula to 
calculate development potential within its community to the best of their ability. This formula simply 
calculates potential for additional dwelling units, and local governments should also consider the need 
for additional commercial or industrial acreage. 

A = Area in acres not built out within a particular zone  

D = Density of dwelling units per acre, based on current zoning 

P = Projected population for city 

S = Average household size for city (from U.S. Census)  
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H = Estimated number of additional households of city  

N = Number dwelling units allowed per zoning category  

T  = Total number of potential dwelling units 

Z = Capacity for additional growth in terms of the number of households 

1. The sum of the area of all lands not built out for each zoning designation within the area of city impact.  

R-1 640 acres available for development = A 

R-1-8 200 acres available for development = A 

n Times acres available for development = A 

2. For the total acreage of land available for development within each zone, calculate the number of 
potential dwelling units allowed within each zoning category.  

R-1 A × D = N  

R-1-8 A × D = N  

...n A × D = N  

3. The sum of the number of potential dwelling units to calculate a total number of potential dwelling units.  
(N, R-1) + (N, R-1-8) + (N, … n ) = T  

4. Divide the projected population by the average household size for city.  
P/S = H  

5. Subtract the estimated number of new households from the total number of potential dwelling units to 
calculate capacity (surplus or deficiency) for additional growth.  
T − H = Z  

(Prior Code, title 9, exh. A)  

  



 

Sec 105-11 Area Of City Impact Renegotiation Process Diagram 

Request for Area of City Impact Renegotiation, or Regularly Scheduled 
Boundary Review by Local Governments 

Newdale Rexburg Sugar City Teton 

 

Submission of Questions by Affected Local Government(s) 

Newdale Rexburg Sugar City Teton 

Madison County 

 

Meeting of Joint Commission 
Commission comprised of representatives of all affected Local Government(s) 

 

Notice and Public Hearing before Joint Commission  

 

Recommendation(s) by Joint Commission to Governing Boards 

  

Notice and Public Hearing before County 
Commission 

Notice and Public Hearing before Affected City 
Council(s) 

Newdale Rexburg Sugar City Teton 

 

Changes to County 
Comprehensive Plan 

 

https://madison.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=ordinances#name=Sec_105-11_Area_Of_City_Impact_Renegotiation_Process_Diagram


 

Changes to Comprehensive 
Plans (as necessary) 

Newdale Rexburg Sugar City Teton 

 

Dispute Process 

Meeting of Group of Nine 
Process per Idaho Code § 
67-6526 

(Prior Code, title 9, exh. B) 

  



Article 105-II CITY OF REXBURG AREA OF CITY IMPACT 

Sec 105-41 Geographical Area Of City Impact 
Sec 105-42 Plans And Ordinances Applicable 

Sec 105-41 Geographical Area Of City Impact 

There is hereby established and adopted a geographical area of city impact as shown on the 
attached map entitled "City of Rexburg Impact Area," which map is set forth in this section and 
incorporated herein as if the same were set out in full, and is hereby adopted as the official area of 
City of Rexburg impact map.  

1. The area of impact between the City of Rexburg and Madison County is hereby enlarged to the west 
(excluding the area north of Highway 33) and south.  

2. A new total and current area of impact map is approved and included as Exhibit "A", showing the total 
area of impact between Madison County and its surrounding cities, and is adopted by this reference 
herein. 

 

3. A new legal description reflecting the total and current area of impact between Madison County and its 
surrounding cities, is approved and included as Exhibit "B", and is adopted by this reference herein.  
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Legal Description  

Madison County's Area of Impact with Surrounding Cities Last Updated September 19, 2016  

Beginning at a point 300 feet west following the centerline of Highway 33 and the intersection of said 
centerline with the west section line of section 26, Township 06 North, Range 39 East, being the point 
of beginning, thence south to the intersection of the south line of the northeast quarter of southwest 
quarter of Section 02, Township 5 North, Range 39 East, thence east to the intersection of the 
southwest corner of northeast quarter of southeast quarter of Section 04, Township 5 North, Range 
39 East, thence continuing east 422 feet more or less, thence north to the South quarter corner of 
Sec. 33, Township 06 North, Range 40 East, thence continuing north to the north quarter corner of 
Section 16, Township 06 North, Range 40 East, thence west along north section lines to where it 
intersects the west right-of-way line of North Yellowstone Highway thence northeasterly along said 
right-of-way to where it intersects the center section line of section 08, Township 06 North, Range 40 
East, thence west along said center section line to the west quarter corner of section 08, thence north 
along section line to where it intersects the centerline of US Highway 20, thence following centerline 
of said highway in a southwesterly direction to where it intersects with a line being 300 feet north and 
parallel to south section line of section 07, Township 06 North, Range 39 East, thence continuing 
west to a point that intersects with the center line of Section 11, Township 06 North, Range 39 E, 
thence south approximately 300 feet to south quarter corner of said section 11, thence continuing 
south to a point where the center section line of section 26, Township 06 North, Range 39 East, 
intersects with the centerline of Highway 33, thence westerly along centerline of highway 33 to point 
of beginning.  

Note: There is an overlap with Sugar City's impact area and the City of Rexburg's impact area in the 
north half of southwest quarter of Section 08, Township 06 North, Range 40 East.  

(Ord. No. 162, § 1, 2-13-1995; Ord. No. 409, §§ 1—3, 9-19-2016)  

Sec 105-42 Plans And Ordinances Applicable 

The Rexburg city planning and zoning ordinance as amended consistent with chapter 10 entitled 
"Rexburg City Zoning Ordinance Area of City Impact" and amendment to chapter 6, Rexburg city 
zoning ordinance, copies of which are attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein, plus the 
Rexburg city subdivision ordinance and Rexburg city mobile home ordinance in effect on February 
13, 1995, as made applicable to the area of Rexburg city impact by the Rexburg city zoning 
ordinance, chapter 10, and amendment to chapter 6, referred to in this section, shall be in full force 
and effect within the area of Rexburg city impact, which area of city impact is established and 
identified in County Ordinance No. 162.  

(Ord. No. 163, § 1, 2-13-1995)  
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The application proposes a change in zoning. If approved, the zoning in the area would change from 
Madison County Trans Ag, to City of Rexburg Trans Ag (TAG). Noted below are the regulator 
descriptions of these zones. The primary difference between the two zones is that future development 
in Madison County Trans Ag must maintain an average lot size of 2 acres, while the Rexburg TAG 
Zone. 

 

Madison County Trans Ag Zone 
Sec 117-60 Transitional Agricultural (TAG) Zone 

1. Scope and purpose. The provisions of this section apply to the Transitional Agricultural (TAG) Zone. The purpose 
of this Transitional Agricultural (TAG) Zone is to provide for and protect residential lands of a single-family 
residential environment, located conveniently near urban centers, by providing for an area of transition from 
agricultural uses to residential. To provide for gardening and family recreational opportunities, the keeping of a 
limited number of livestock and poultry as set forth in subsection (b) of this section, and similar rural activities will 
be allowed on a limited scale. The minimum lot size and building locations in this zone must be such that water 
and sewer facilities and locations for the same can be easily provided on an individual basis on each lot without 
affecting surrounding properties adversely.  

2. Uses. Permitted and conditional uses permitted in the Transitional Agricultural Zone are identified in section 117-
51, land use table.  

3. Height regulations. Any building or structure or portion thereof hereafter erected which is not of an agricultural 
nature shall not exceed 2.5 stories or 35 feet in height unless a greater height is approved by conditional use 
permit.  

4. Setback and lot line requirements. The following are setback and lot line requirements for the Transitional 
Agricultural Zone:  

1. Minimum lot width. 250 feet.  
2. Front yard. No building or structure shall be erected nearer than 30 feet from the right-of-way line of the 

street. Notwithstanding the setback in this subsection, if the property abuts a major or minor arterial 
roadway, the setback shall be no less than 60 feet.  

3. Side yard. No building shall be erected closer than 10 feet to any side property line, except corner lots 
shall maintain a 30-foot side yard adjacent to the street which intersects the street upon which the 
building fronts.  

4. Rear yard. There shall be a rear yard having a depth of not less than 25 feet.  
5. Area/density requirements. There is no minimum lot area requirement, but overall development density shall be 

an average of 1 dwelling unit per 2 acres.  
6. Accessory uses. Accessory uses are permitted.  
7. Access to county roads. All access to county or state roads shall follow all access policies and ordinances as set by 

the county. Multiple accesses will be discouraged and shared access will be encouraged under these policies.  
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Permitted Uses – Section 117-51 – Land Use Table 

Sec 117-51 Land Use Table 

Legend for Land Use Table Uses  
P = Permitted use C = Conditional use Blank = Not permitted Not Listed = Not permitted. Please see 
planning & zoning administrator. 

Zones AG = Agricultural A/R = Agriculture/Recreation C = Commercial I-L = Light Industrial I-H = 
Heavy Industrial MPC = Master Planned Community R = Residential TS = Town Site TAG = 
Transitional  

Land Use Table 

 Zone 

Land Use TAG 

Residential 

Apartment/condominium building C 

Rowhouse C 

Duplex dwelling C 

Single-family dwelling P 

Accessory Building P 

Accessory Building with Living Space C 

Assisted living housing, minor P 

Lodging 

Inn (up to 12 rooms) C 

Bed and Breakfast (up to five rooms) P 

Hostel C 

School dormitory C 

RV Park C 
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Office 

Mixed Use (Office/Retail)  C 

Retail 

Open market building  C 

Civic 

Bus shelter P 

Public art P 

Library  P 

Outdoor auditorium C 

Park, playground, ball field P 

Surface parking lot P 

Religious assembly P 

Agriculture 

Grain storage P 

Livestock pen P 

Greenhouse, nursery (commercial)  P 

Stable, riding club, arena (commercial) P 

Game ranch  C 

Agriculture-related structure C 

Automotive 

Automobile service station C 

Roadside stand C 

Automobile sales C 



Civil support 

Fire station P 

Police station P 

Cemetery P 

Education 

High school P 

Elementary school P 

Child care center, day care, etc. P 

Industrial 

Communication tower, wireless transmitter C 

Wind turbine, private C 

Gravel pit, accessory to development C 

(Prior Code, title 10, § 4.2.6; Ord. No. 404, §§ I. 1—4, 12-28-2015; Ord. No. 419, §§ 1, 2, 12-11-2017) 

HISTORY 
Amended by Ord. 419 on 12/11/2017 
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Rexburg Trans Ag Zone 
5.2 TRANSITIONAL AGRICULTURE ZONE (TAG) 

5.03 .000 Standards For Transitional Agriculture Zone 
5.03.010 Purpose And Objectives 
5.03.020 Permitted Uses 
5.03.030 Permitted Accessory Uses 
5.03.040 Lot Area 
5.03.050 Lot Frontage 
5.03.060 Lot Width 
5.03.070 Density 
5.03.080 Yard Requirements 
5.03.090 Building Height 
5.03.100 Permissible Lot Coverage 
5.03.110 Code Exemptions Of Agriculture Buildings 
5.03.120 Referenced Sections 

HISTORY 
Amended by Ord. 983 Amended Ord. 926 Providing Changes in the TAG1 and TAG2 on 5/2/2007 
Repealed & Reenacted by Ord. 1200 Replaced Ord. 1115 with Amendments; Worked to align with Madison County for 
Impact Area to facilitate transition; Removed A-11, A-2 & RR1, because it already referred to all zones for application on 
2/6/2019 
Amended by Ord. 1243 on 1/6/2021 
Amended by Ord. 1279 on 4/6/2022 

5.03 .000 Standards For Transitional Agriculture Zone 

All Zoning Standards apply. (See sections 3.1-3.7.) 

HISTORY 
Amended by Ord. 1243 on 1/6/2021 

5.03.010 Purpose And Objectives 

The Transitional Agricultural zone is intended to anticipate expansion of the City into agricultural areas (lands). 
Permitted uses in the TAG zones include all primary agricultural production activities and their accessory uses 
and buildings, including farm homes. The TAG zone is established to ensure transitional regulations pursuant 
to, and provide uniform enablement of the provisions of sections 9.3 of this title. 

HISTORY 
Amended by Ord. 1243 on 1/6/2021 

5.03.020 Permitted Uses 

The following principal uses and structures indicated as “P”, and no others, shall be permitted in the 
TAG zone. The following uses and structures indicated as “CUP” may be permitted in the TAG zone 
only after a Conditional Use Permit has been approved, and subject to the terms and conditions 
thereof. 

TRANSITIONAL AGRICULTURE 

Resource Production Agriculture P 
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Residential  

Manufactured - House on permanent 
foundation (>24' wide) 

P 

Single-family Dwelling P 

Group Housing 
Boarding Houses (See subsection 
3.02.160.)* 

P 

Care Facilities 

Group Home (Disabled & Elderly; under 
8 residents) 

P 

Hospitals CUP 

Places of Worship Churches, Synagogues and Temples CUP 

Recreation 
Public buildings CUP 

Stadiums, arenas, field houses CUP 

Schools, public or private Schools CUP 

 
Services 
  

Accessory Home Business (See 
subsection 4.00.040.)  

CUP 

Accessory Home Occupation (See 
subsection 4.00.040.) 

P 

Airports  CUP 

Animal Veterinarian Services (inside 
only) 

CUP 

Cemeteries CUP 

Commercial Kennels  CUP 

Utilities Broadcasting Towers CUP 

*For Boarding Houses, a Review is required for Neighborhood Compatibility for Parking, Screening, 
Lighting and Landscaping to be approved by the Zoning Administrator or designee. 

HISTORY 
Amended by Ord. 926 Amended Ord. 926 Listed Conditional Uses for TAG1 to include Public and quasi-public recreation 
facilities and/or buildings, Home Occupations, Cemeteries on 2/17/2005 
Amended by Ord. 1177 Amended Ord. 1115; Boarding Houses added a Permitted Use in TAG1 and TAG2 zones with a 
Neighborhood Compatibility Review on 4/18/2018 
Amended by Ord. 1243 on 1/6/2021 

5.03.030 Permitted Accessory Uses 

(See subsection 3.02.070.) 

https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/documents/1595356162_ORDINANCE%20NO.%20926%20DEVELOPMENT%20CODE%20REVISION.pdf
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/documents/1595356162_ORDINANCE%20NO.%20926%20DEVELOPMENT%20CODE%20REVISION.pdf
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/documents/1595862972_ORDINANCE%20NO.%201177%20AMENDING%20THE%20DEVELOPMENT%20CODE%20SHORT%20TERM%20RENTALS%20IN%20ALL%20.pdf
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/documents/1595862972_ORDINANCE%20NO.%201177%20AMENDING%20THE%20DEVELOPMENT%20CODE%20SHORT%20TERM%20RENTALS%20IN%20ALL%20.pdf
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/pdf/Ord_1243.pdf
https://rexburg.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=development#name=5.03.030_Permitted_Accessory_Uses
https://rexburg.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=development#name=3.02.070_Accessory


Accessory uses and structures are permitted in the TAG zone provided they are incidental to, and do 
not substantially alter the character of the permitted use or structure, and are located on the same or 
an adjacent lot as the permitted use. Such permitted accessory uses and structures include, but are 
not limited to, the following: 

1. Residential Uses. (See subsection 4.00.020.) 
2. Swimming pools and incidental bath houses subject to the standards of Rexburg City Code. 
3. No Open Storage. Nothing herein shall be construed to permit the open storage of materials or 

equipment used in conjunction with permitted uses, or shall be concealed from view from public or 
private streets. 

4. Livestock. No more than ten (10) livestock are permitted in a TAG zone. However, this does not 
include commercial enterprises or animal-related business such as produce packing plants, fur farms, 
veterinary clinics, animal hospitals, feed lots, poultry and egg farms, hog farms, dog kennels, honey 
processing, and similar uses which would constitute a “business” as opposed to that of the raising of 
agricultural crops and/or pasture. 

HISTORY 
Amended by Ord. 1243 on 1/6/2021 
5.03.040 Lot Area 

The minimum area of any lot or parcel of land in the TAG zone shall be one (1) acre. 

HISTORY 
Amended by Ord. 1243 on 1/6/2021 

5.03.050 Lot Frontage 

Each lot or parcel of land in the TAG zone shall abut a public street for a minimum distance of thirty-five (35’) 
feet, on a line parallel to the centerline of the street or along the circumference of a cul-de-sac improved to City 
standards. Frontage on a street end which does not have a cul-de-sac improved to City standards shall not be 
counted in meeting this requirement. 

HISTORY 
Amended by Ord. 1243 on 1/6/2021 

5.03.060 Lot Width 

Lot Width. Each lot or parcel of land in the TAG zone shall have a width of not less than one-hundred 
eighty (180') feet. 

HISTORY 
Amended by Ord. 1243 on 1/6/2021 

5.03.070 Density 

One (1) single-family dwelling per lot.  

HISTORY 
Amended by Ord. 1243 on 1/6/2021 

5.03.080 Yard Requirements 

The following minimum yard requirements shall apply to the TAG zone: 

https://rexburg.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=development#name=4.00.020_Permitted_Accessory_Uses
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/pdf/Ord_1243.pdf
https://rexburg.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=development#name=5.03.040_Lot_Area
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/pdf/Ord_1243.pdf
https://rexburg.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=development#name=5.03.050_Lot_Frontage
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/pdf/Ord_1243.pdf
https://rexburg.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=development#name=5.03.060_Lot_Width
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/pdf/Ord_1243.pdf
https://rexburg.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=development#name=5.03.070_Density
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/pdf/Ord_1243.pdf
https://rexburg.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=development#name=5.03.080_Yard_Requirements


1. Front Yard. Each lot or parcel of land in the TAG zone shall have a front yard of not less than fifty (50’) 
feet from right-of-way and, except for single family detached homes, shall not be used for vehicular 
parking or maneuvering except such portion as is devoted to driveway use for direct access from a 
street to a garage or carport. 

2. Side Yard. Each lot or parcel of land in the TAG zone shall have a side yard setback of not less than 
ten (10’) feet, and shall not be used for vehicular parking or maneuvering except such portion as is 
devoted to driveway use for direct access from a garage or carport. 

3. Accessory Buildings. (See subsection 3.02.070.) 
4. Rear Yard. Each lot or parcel of land in the TAG Zone shall have a rear yard setback of not less than 

twenty-five (25’) feet. 

HISTORY 
Amended by Ord. 1243 on 1/6/2021 
Amended by Ord. 1243 on 1/6/2021 
5.03.090 Building Height 

Any building or structure or portion thereof hereafter erected which is not of an agricultural nature shall not 
exceed two and one-half (2½) stories, or thirty feet (30’) in height, measured at the top of building’s horizontal 
wall. 

HISTORY 
Renumbered by Ord. 1243 on 1/6/2021 

5.03.100 Permissible Lot Coverage 

The maximum lot coverage for all buildings and structures shall not be greater than thirty (30%) percent of the 
lot area. 

HISTORY 
Amended by Ord. 983 Amended Ord. 926 TAG1 Maximum lot coverage is 35% on 5/2/2007 
Renumbered by Ord. 1243 on 1/6/2021 

5.03.110 Code Exemptions Of Agriculture Buildings 

By State Law, agricultural buildings, as defined by the State of Idaho, are exempt from Building Codes. 

HISTORY 
Renumbered by Ord. 1243 on 1/6/2021 

5.03.120 Referenced Sections 

1. Prior Created Lots (See subsection 3.03.070.) 
2. Projections Into Yards (See subsections 3.02.090.) 
3. Distance Between Buildings (See subsection 3.02.060.) 
4. Parking, Loading and Access (See section 3.4) 
5. Project Approval (See subsection 3.02.130.) 
6. Landscaping. (See subsection 3.02.100.)  
7. Trash. (See subsection 3.02.120.)  
8. Signs. (See section 3.5.) 
9. Lighting Standards (See section 3.6.) 

HISTORY 
Renumbered by Ord. 1243 on 1/6/2021 

 

https://rexburg.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=development#name=3.02.070_Accessory
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/pdf/Ord_1243.pdf
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/pdf/Ord_1243.pdf
https://rexburg.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=development#name=5.03.090_Building_Height
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/pdf/Ord_1243.pdf
https://rexburg.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=development#name=5.03.100_Permissible_Lot_Coverage
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/documents/1595359929_ORDINANCE%20NO.%20983%20DEVELOPMENT%20CODE%20AMENDMENT%20TAG1%20_%20TAG2.pdf
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/pdf/Ord_1243.pdf
https://rexburg.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=development#name=5.03.110_Code_Exemptions_Of_Agriculture_Buildings
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/pdf/Ord_1243.pdf
https://rexburg.municipalcodeonline.com/book?type=development#name=5.03.120_Referenced_Sections
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/municipalcodeonline.com-new/rexburg/development/pdf/Ord_1243.pdf


 

 

 





 

Approximate Area Proposed for inclusion in the Rexburg Area of City Impact  
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