
1 
 

Sony ICD MS515       CD No. PZ 12-11 
 
 

DICKINSON COUNTY PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 
Monday, December 19, 2011 

1:00 P.M. 
 

The Dickinson County Planning and Zoning Commission met Monday, December 19, 
2011 at 1:00 p.m. in the community room of the Dickinson County Courthouse. 
 
Members present were Tony Weber, Bob Chaffin, Tim Fairchild, Duane Moser, Mike 
Roach and Jon Gunderson.  Absent was Sally Nielsen. 
 
Tony Weber called the meeting to order at 1:00 p.m. 
 
First on the agenda was approval of the minutes of November 21, 2011.  Fairchild 
moved to approve the minutes as written.  Moser seconded.  All were in favor. 
 
Second on the agenda was Amendment to Zoning Ordinance 102, Article #17 
Additional Area and Height Regulations, Section 3: Fences to add the sentence: Fences 
must be uniform in style, construction, and appearance on both sides.  
Recommendation to Board of Supervisors. 
 
Weber read the proposed amendment.   
 
Moser said he had been asked by someone how far zoning was going on some of the 
requirements.  There is a difference between protecting people and micro managing.  
He drove around and looked at lots of different fences.  He saw a lot of variation.  Most 
had the better side out to the neighbors.  He has mixed feelings on this.  How far do we 
want to go? 
 
Weber said usually when a fence goes up, it is a problem between neighbors. 
 
Kohlhaase said what brought this up was neighbors that didn’t get along.  A fence was 
put up with the ugly side out.  If a person buys a fence kit at for instance, Menard’s, they 
have only one finished side, so it would be extra cost to finish both sides.   
 
Moser asked what if there was a dispute over a different kind of roof or color of the 
house.  This is a private nuisance, not a public nuisance.   
 
Weber said usually a fence can be right on the property line. 
 
Kohlhaase said our ordinance requires the fence to be inside the lot line, not on the 
property line. 
 
Gunderson said we could require that the finished side is out. 
 
Fairchild said he feels this amendment is a good addition to an ordinance that is already 
there. 
 
Weber pointed out the ordinance also requires no vision obstruction from fences or 
hedges on a corner lot. 
 
Gunderson moved to recommend approval to the Board of Supervisors to add the 
sentence to fence requirements “Fences must be uniform in style, construction, and 
appearance on both sides.”  Chaffin seconded.  Weber, Gunderson, Chaffin, Roach, 
Fairchild – aye.  Moser – nay.  Motion passed. 
 
Third on the agenda was  Amendment to Zoning Ordinance 102, Article #13 Highway 
Commercial District, Section 2: Permitted Principal Uses, B) Commercial Uses to add:  
Service Station.  Recommendation to Board of Supervisors.   
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Weber read the description of the proposed amendment.  He felt Service Station was 
left out of the highway commercial district by accident.   
 
After brief discussion, Gunderson moved to recommend to the Board of Supervisors 
approval of the amendment to Article #13 Highway Commercial District, Section 2 
Permitted Principal Uses B) Commercial Uses to add Service Station.  Chaffin 
seconded.  All in favor.  Motion passed. 
 
Fourth on the agenda was Amendment to Zoning Ordinance 102, Article #5 Agricultural 
District, Section 2: Permitted Principal Uses, B) Commercial Uses to delete: 
Convenience Store and Service Station.  Also Article #5 Agricultural District, Section 3, 
Conditional Principal Uses, B) Commercial Uses to add: Convenience Store and 
Service Station. Recommendation to Board of Supervisors. 

 
Weber read the description of the proposed amendment.   
 
Kohlhaase said this came about because Mardi Allen felt her hands were tied in a 
decision on the Leo Parks rezoning request on a parcel from agricultural to general 
commercial district.  Even if the rezoning was not approved, he would still have the right 
to build certain things in an agricultural district, such as a service station or convenience 
store.   
 
Weber said this doesn’t relate to agricultural use.  If this was amended, the use isn’t 
disallowed; it just has to get Board of Adjustment approval before permitted. 
 
Kohlhaase read the intent of the agricultural district.  If an application goes to the Board 
of Adjustment, they can make sure it fits or it can be rezoned to Highway Commercial 
district. 
 
Weber said the Planning and Zoning Commission is going through the ordinance to 
update periodically.  When an ordinance is written, we use a Northwest Iowa Planning 
template and it needs to be looked  at over time to see if changes are warranted.   
 
After further discussion, no motion was made.   

Fifth on the agenda was discussion of requiring colored spherical markers on guy wires 
of towers to make them visible for crop spraying planes. 

Kohlhaase said this came up mainly for Wind Energy Conversion Systems and Met 
towers.  These require a conditional use by the Board of Adjustment and they will be 
active soon.  Jeff Ashland sits on the Board of Adjustment and wanted this brought to 
the Planning and Zoning Commission for discussion.  He feels it is very important for 
these guy wires to be marked for visibility and safety for spraying planes.  He said this is 
not feasible on existing towers, but if this regulation were changed, it would be for 
towers erected after the change.   

Steve Schwaller with KUOO radio mentioned the locations of their communications 
towers. 

Kohlhaase said Article 21 Conditional Uses, Paragraph D. WECS, #9 Color and finish, 
reads “ WECS shall to the extent reasonably possible, use materials, color and texture 
that will blend with the natural setting and existing environment.”  This could be changed 
to add “and any guy wires will have a colored spherical marker.” 

Weber said if some of the new ones get marked and older ones are not marked, it may 
give planes some false sense of security that all are now marked. 

Fairchild said this would be more of a concern in the agricultural district. 

Kohlhaase said he received one email from a wind company with a concern of having to 
mark existing towers.   
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Fairchild said it would be good to consult with some aerial sprayers and get their input. 

Moser asked about people putting up their own private towers at a farm or business. 

Kohlhaase said the zoning office will do a phone survey of aerial applicators.  Does the 
board want to leave it to wind towers only or communications towers also. 

Fairchild said it depends on the input from aerial sprayers. 

Schwaller said their communications tower is 515 feet.  Anything over 200 feet has to 
be painted and lit.  An ID number is on the tower and registered with the FAA.  A Met 
tower would be under 200 feet, so isn’t registered with the FAA.  You need to be careful 
not to usurp the FAA rules. 

Chaffin asked if the FAA calls for any markers on the guy wires. 

Schwaller said not to his knowledge.  They are red and white striped in the day and 
lighted at night. 

Kohlhaase said he would report back next month after the survey. 

Sixth on the agenda was discussion of cutting trees and shrubs along the lakeshore in 
districts with no front yard setback. 

Kohlhaase said Article 23 of the zoning ordinance is Landscaping of Lakeshore 
Property.  One zoning district, the commercial district, has a 0 feet front yard.  He read 
the definition of shoreline bank.  For example, in a residential area, 40 feet from the high 
water mark is the jurisdictional area for landscaping.  The general commercial district 
has 0 feet front yard setback.  He suggested in definitions for shoreline bank, we could 
add the wording: “In cases where there is no building setback line (i.e. General 
Commercial) 40 feet will be used.”  There was a recent example where clearing was 
done down to the lakeshore but was more of maintenance than a major stripping and 
clearing.   

Kohlhaase explained the landscape ordinance requirements. 

The zoning commission members agreed to put this change in wording on next month’s 
agenda as an amendment.   

Seventh on the agenda was old or unknown business. 

Kohlhaase said he would be sending a letter to Chalstrom Beach residents in the R-5 
District after Christmas.   

The Planning and Zoning Commission’s homework was to look at the A-1 Agricultural 
and A-2 Environmental Sensitive District for possible amendments.  One issue is the 10 
acre issue in bulk regulations. 

The agricultural district is the only one that allows for two homes.  Supplementary farm 
buildings can include one single family dwelling or one mobile home used by the farm 
owner or operator, member of the immediate family, or an employee working on the 
premises.  A farmer doesn’t need a permit.  A non-farmer can put up a home for a 
family member and get a permit.   

There were no additional comments.  Moser moved to adjourn.  Chaffin seconded.  All 
in favor.  The meeting was adjourned at 2:17 p.m. 

 

 

Filed By:   Barbara Woodley                Date:    December 21, 2011   
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