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DICKINSON COUNTY PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 
Monday, May 21, 2012 

1:00 P.M. 
 
The Dickinson County Planning and Zoning Commission met Monday, May 21, 2012 at 
1:00 p.m. in the community room of the Dickinson County Courthouse. 
 
Members present were Sally Nielsen, Tony Weber, Nancy Pfund, Duane Moser, Jon 
Gunderson, Tim Fairchild and Bob Chaffin. 
 
The board members welcomed new member Nancy Pfund.   
 
Sally Nielsen, Chairman, called the meeting to order at 1:00 p.m. 
 
First on the agenda were the minutes of April 16, 2012.  Weber moved to accept the 
minutes as written.  Fairchild seconded.  All were in favor. 
 
Second on the agenda was Amendment to Zoning Ordinance 102, Article 17. Additional 
Area and Height Requirements, Section 2 Yards. B. Change the wording in how to 
figure front alignment setback. Recommendation to the Board of Supervisors. 
 
Kohlhaase explained how the present paragraph is worded.  He said it seemed the 
reasonable thing when drawing a line between adjacent structures is to measure to the 
midpoint line as it crosses the lot.  He read the suggested change in wording and 
demonstrated figuring the alignment using chairs to represent houses. 
 
There was much discussion and questions on different scenarios that might occur.   
 
Kohlhaase said there are three things for the commission to consider: 

1) Figure from the closest point that the line crosses the lot or to the average 
midpoint of the line. 

2) Measure from the two nearest corners of buildings or the two farthest projections. 
3) Leave the wording as no closer than 25 feet and no farther back than 40 feet 

from the front lot line.   
 

Chaffin said he was in favor of the changes. 
 
The members all agreed to keep number three in place.  They will table for now and 
bring it up again at another meeting. 
 
Third on the agenda was Amendment to Zoning Ordinance 102, Article 17. Additional 
Area and Height Requirements, Section 7. Accessory Buildings.  Change the wording 
on height requirement.  Recommendation to the Board of Supervisors. 
 
Kohlhaase said that paragraph C. requires that an accessory building be no more than 
18 feet in height unless it is for storage of an RV in which case it can be 22 feet in 
height.  The amendment is to change all accessory buildings to a height of 22 feet 
maximum.  Moser moved to recommend approval to the Board of Supervisors.  Weber 
seconded.  All were in favor. 
 
Fourth on the agenda was Amendment to Zoning Ordinance 102, Article 17. Additional 
Area and Height Requirements, Section 10. Maximum Ground Cover.  Change the 
wording to no more that 75% coverage of the lot in all Residential Districts.  
Recommendation to the Board of Supervisors. 
 
Kohlhaase explained that the current wording requires that ground cover shall not 
exceed 75% of the lot in the R-2, R-3, and R-4 residential districts and shall not exceed 
80% in the R-1 residential district.  The proposed amendment would change to no more 
than 75% in all residential districts.  Chaffin moved to recommend approval to the Board 
of Supervisors.  Weber seconded.  All were in favor. 
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Fifth on the agenda was Amendment to Zoning Ordinance 102, Article 21. Conditional 
Uses, Section 12.  Water Quality Management Plan.  Change the wording to cover any 
changes that may occur in the future with the State Urban Design and Specifications.  
Recommendation to the Board of Supervisors. 
 
Kohlhaase explained that there were some changes made to the SUDAS specifications 
recently. The criteria have now been put in a document called the Iowa Storm Water 
Management Manual.   In discussing with the County Engineer, Dan Eckert, he 
suggested some simple wording changes to our Water Quality Management Plan 
section which would still make it enforceable to any SUDAS standards that apply.  After 
discussion, Weber moved to recommend approval to the Board of Supervisors.  
Gunderson seconded.  All were in favor.   
 
Sixth on the agenda was continued review of Dickinson County Zoning Ordinance 102.  
One item pending was discussion of accessory building placement.  It cannot occupy 
more than 30% of the required yard.  We need some clarification of what constitutes the 
required yard.  Kohlhaase has been using the side yards from the front of the house to 
the rear of the house and the remaining rear yard to the lot lines.  Suggested wording 
was “30% of the sum of the unimproved side yards and rear yard.”  After discussion, 
Kohlhaase said we could put in a definition for required yard.  He will write something 
and present at the next meeting.   
 
The next subject for discussion was do we need a setback for signs?  For fences, the 
ordinance requires that the fence be on the subject property and not on the lot line, for 
maintenance purposes.   
 
Weber said if there are no issues with signs, he would leave it alone.  The members 
agreed. 
 
Seventh on the agenda was old or unknown business. Supervisor Mardi Allen showed 
the members some photos of a home in Moore Lake Development that has the house 
built up with fill all around it, then landscaping rock was placed up to the lot line.  The 
owners can’t get to their lakeshore without trespassing on the neighbors.   
 
Discussion followed.  Kohlhaase explained what the landscape ordinance does and 
doesn’t cover. 
 
Allen said something should be added in the planning process so this can’t occur again 
in the future.  Something that requires a property owner to provide access on the side  
to the front yard. 
 
Weber suggested one way would be to add to the definition of side yard as providing 
access between the front and rear yard. 
 
Kohlhaase said this may become a civil issue. 
 
There being no further business, Fairchild moved to adjourn.  Gunderson seconded.  All 
were in favor.  The meeting adjourned at 2:30 p.m. 
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