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DICKINSON COUNTY PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 

Monday June 15, 2020 

1:00 P.M. 

The Dickinson County Planning and Zoning Commission met Monday June 15, 2020 at 1:00 
P.M. via zoom. 

Members present were Vickie Godfredsen, Jon Gunderson, Tony Weber, and Carol Pierce. 

Also present was David Kohlhaase, Dickinson County Zoning Administrator, Lonnie Saunders, 
Assistant Dickinson County Attorney, and Megan Kardell Dickinson County Zoning Assistant. 

Tony Weber-Chairman called the meeting to order at 1:00 p.m.  

First item on the agenda was election of officers. Pierce nominated Weber as chair, Godfredsen 
seconded the motion. All in favor. Godfredsen nominated Pierce as vice-chair, Gunderson 
seconded the nomination. All in favor. Weber nominated Kardell as secretary, Godfredsen 
seconded the motion. All in favor. The 2020 officers of the Planning and Zoning Commission 
are Tony Weber –Chair, Carol Pierce-Vice Chair, and Megan Kardell-Secretary.  

Second item on the agenda was approval of the minutes from October 28, 2019. Godfredsen 
motioned to approve. Gunderson seconded the motion. All in favor.  

Kohlhaase asked permission from the chair to explain the new law change and to help set the stage 
for today’s meeting in reference to what has happened in the past week. 

Weber granted the request.   

Kohlhaase stated Governor Reynolds signed a new law last week that went into effect immediately. 
The law states that all Planning and Zoning Commission members as well as Board of Adjustment 
members need to reside in the unincorporated areas of the county. Previously Iowa Code stated 
only a majority of the members needed to reside in the unincorporated areas in which they govern. 
Out of the seven board members, we have four members who reside in the unincorporated areas, 
and three whom reside in incorporated areas. Effective immediately those three people were 
released from their duties as a Planning and Zoning Commission members. So now the board has 
three vacancies. The Board of Supervisors are aware of the situation and are reaching out in to the 
community trying to fill the commission. What this means for the applicant is that we still have to 
have a majority vote to take action on an agenda item. The applicant will need all four member’s 
votes to move forward to the Board of Supervisors.  

Weber asked if there were any questions. There was none. Weber moved on to item number three 
on the agenda.  

Chris Parriott called into the meeting and has requested a continuance for agenda items three and 
four until there is a full board.  

Third item on the agenda was Recommendation to the Board of Supervisors for an amendment to 
the Dickinson County Comprehensive Present and Future Land Use map from Agricultural to 
Commercial for the following described property: Planned Parcel “T” being part of the Northeast 
Quarter of Section 1, Township 99 N, Range 37W. (See Public Notice for full legal description). 

Fourth item on the agenda was Recommendation to the Board of Supervisors for a rezoning from 
A-1 Agricultural to HC Highway Commercial. for the following described property: Planned 
Parcel “T” being part of the Northeast Quarter of Section 1, Township 99 N, Range 37W. (See 
Public Notice for full legal description). 

Kohlhaase said the discussion Parriott and he had in the past is agenda items three and four relate 
to Parriott and he is requesting that those items be continued until next month’s meeting with the 
hopes that the commission will have a full board.  

Pierce motioned to accept the request for continuance for agenda items three and four until the 
next meeting and the commission has a full board. Godfredsen seconded the motion. All in favor.  

Fifth item on the agenda Recommendation to the Board of Supervisors for an amendment to the 
Dickinson County Comprehensive Present and Future Land Use Map from 
Agricultural/Residential to Commercial for the following described property: Tract 1, Faye 
Meadows Subdivision.   
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Sixth item on the agenda Recommendation to the Board of Supervisors for a rezoning from A-1 
Agricultural to GC General Commercial for Rachel Faye Family LLLP c/o Ken Ferguson on the 
following described property: Tract 1, Faye Meadows Subdivision.   

Dalton Kidd is the representative for Faye Meadows Subdivision, similar to Mr. Parriott’s request, 
due to the changes that took place last week and with the talks with the Planning and Zoning office 
they would request to continue items five and six until the next meeting with the hopes of having 
a full board.  

Pierce motioned to continue agenda items five and six until the next meeting with the hopes of 
having a full board. Godfredsen seconded the motion. All in favor.  

Seventh item on the agenda Discussion/Action Recommendation to the Board of Supervisors for 
an Amendment to the Dickinson County Zoning Ordinance No. 102. 

a. Article #21 Conditional Uses, Section 2: Application for Conditional Use To 
change the words “an abstractors certificate” to “a zoning certificate” 

b. Article # 28 Board of Adjustment, Section 5: Powers and Duties, Letter C: 
Variances #2, To change the words “an abstractors certificate” to “a zoning 
certificate” and add “the zoning certificate will be ordered by the zoning office 
and billed to the applicant.” 

c. Article #29 Changes And Amendments, Section 2: Application for Change in 
Zoning Ordinance, Letter A #4, To change the words “an abstractors certificate” 
to “a zoning certificate” and add “the zoning certificate will be ordered by the 
zoning office and billed to the applicant 

Kohlhaase said that in our ordinance, in three different places, it talks about getting an 
abstractors certificate, also known as a zoning certificate. An abstractors certificate is a 
certificate identifying people whom have property within a certain distance of a subject property. 
The County developed an IT department and as that department has improved it has also 
developed a GIS person. For the last couple of years, we have asked our GIS person check our 
abstractors certificate. That abstractors certificate typically comes from Cornell Abstract, and the 
GIS’s checks have been consistent or even more accurate than the abstract company. We 
checked with Lonnie Saunders, Assistant County Attorney who represents the County, in 
reference to if we could we change our ordinance’s words from abstractors certificate to zoning 
certificate and use our IT department to generate the zoning certificate. Saunders did some 
checking and there is nothing according to Iowa law that specifically requires an abstractors 
certificate. We are asking to amend the zoning ordinance in those three places listed on the 
agenda from abstractors certificate to zoning certificate for the purposes of allowing our GIS 
people to generate our zoning certificate. The reasoning is because the cost for an abstractors 
certificate has gone up, we’ve had a few mistakes on the abstractors certificate, and the GIS 
department has been trouble free. Our GIS department will charge something to the applicant, 
but the cost it will be more reasonable and results more accurate. There is no disrespect to the 
abstract company, but they’re using the same material and things available here at the courthouse 
that our IT/GIS people are responsible for imputing and updating. The previous reasoning to use 
an abstract company was mostly for liability reasons because many of zoning offices across the 
state were using them. We feel more than comfortable having our IT/GIS people doing this and 
also being able to inform the public about what it is going to cost versus having it be a surprise. 
We have had abstractors certificates cost from as little as $25.00 dollars up to $500.00 / $600.00 
dollars. The cost is based upon how many entities are on the list.  Most importantly Kohlhaase 
believes the IT/GIS department will do a better job.  

Weber said what we are looking at are three different amendments on three separate articles. The 
first one is Article #21 Conditional Uses, Section 2: Application for Conditional Use to change the 
words “an abstractors certificate” to “a zoning certificate”.  

Pierce asked about if there is increased liability for the County versus the abstract company.   

Kohlhaase said that it creates liability for the County, but there was liability before because we are 
the ones servicing the application. He feels more comfortable due to what we have witnessed in 
the past two years with the GIS office doing the work versus the abstract company. Either way if 
there is a mistake and someone sued, the County would be named regardless because we service 
the application.  



3 
 

Pierce motioned to recommend approval to the Board of Supervisors for Article #21 to change the 
wording from abstractors certificate to zoning certificate. Gunderson seconded the motion. All in 
favor.  

Weber said Article # 28 Board of Adjustment, Section 5: Powers and Duties, Letter C: Variances 
#2, To change the words “an abstractors certificate” to “a zoning certificate” and add “the zoning 
certificate will be ordered by the zoning office and billed to the applicant.”  

Pierce motioned to recommend approval to the Board of Supervisors for Article #28 to change the 
wording from abstractors certificate to zoning certificate and add the words the zoning certificate 
will be ordered by the zoning office and billed to the applicant. Gunderson seconded. All in favor.  

Weber said Article #29 Changes And Amendments, Section 2: Application for Change in Zoning 
Ordinance, Letter A #4, To change the words “an abstractors certificate” to “a zoning certificate” 
and add “the zoning certificate will be ordered by the zoning office and billed to the applicant 

Pierce motioned to recommend approval to the Board of Supervisors for Article #29 to change 
the wording from abstractors certificate to zoning certificate and add the words the zoning 
certificate will be ordered by the zoning office and billed to the applicant. Godfredsen seconded. 
All in favor. 

Eighth item on the agenda was Old, Unknown, or other business to be discussed.  

Kohlhaase said for clarification for the public, there is no question the applicants want to proceed 
and get action on their application to know their future direction. The new law signed by the 
Governor wasn’t something that was being thought about, it came unexpected, and was a 
surprise. The County Zoning Officials of Iowa have lobbyists that we’ve hired as well as having 
a legislative committee, everyone was taken by surprise, especially by the law be effective 
immediately. There are numerous counties responding negatively to this action and naming the 
people and years of experience whom can no longer serve on these boards. In discussion with the 
Board of Supervisors last week and explaining the situation, they would like this board to remain 
at seven members. The minimum is five, and must go up in increments of two, it is thought that 
it is best to have seven members to bring more experience to the board.  

The date of the next month’s meeting is July 20 at 1:00pm.We have postponed the joint meeting 
with the Supervisors until a later date, we feel it will be more beneficial to have it after the new 
members are appointed. We will be meeting with the Supervisors next week to hopefully gain 
approval to sign the contract to have our comprehensive plan updated through Northwest Iowa 
Planning and Development, if all goes well that will begin in October.  

Ninth item on the agenda was Adjournment. Pierce motioned to adjourn. 

Kohlhaase asked since there is public in attendance, could we give them an opportunity to ask 
questions.  

Weber agreed.  

Dan Sedlacek asked if the meetings in the future will be via zoom or in person.  

Weber said that he doesn’t know at this time. 

Sedlacek asked how will the public know how to attend the meeting. 

Kardell said we would notify the property owners by ordinary mail. 

Kohlhaase said that we would send a courtesy letter to property owners. The Supervisors are the 
responsible parties whom will give direction when the courthouse will reopen. As of today, our 
meetings will be the same as we had, but could it change and we will let you know.   

 Gunderson seconded the motion to adjourn. All in favor.  

 

(For more information see recording P&Z 06 15 20) 


