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DICKINSON COUNTY PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 
Monday, September 17, 2012 

1:00 P.M. 
 

The Dickinson County Planning and Zoning Commission met Monday, September 17, 2012 at 
1:00 p.m. in the community room, Dickinson County Courthouse. 
 
Members present were Tim Fairchild, Duane Moser, Sally Nielsen, Jon Gunderson, Nancy 
Pfund, and Bob Chaffin.  Absent was Tony Weber. 
 
Sally Nielsen called the meeting to order at 1:00 p.m. 
 
First on the agenda was approval of the minutes of May 21, 2012.  Moser moved to approve 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 Regulations, Section 12, Water Quality Management Plan, to change the wording in 
the third paragraph, recommendation to the Board of Supervisors.   
 
Kohlhaase read the third paragraph, pointing out the additional wording suggested making it 
more flexible for any future changes in SUDAS standards.   
 
Fairchild asked if this section applies in all zoning districts. 
 
Kohlhaase said yes.  It is triggered when a vacant lot to be improved exceeds 60% or more 
impervious surface or when an improved lot exceeds an increase of 25% or more impervious 
surface.  He explained the plan required to address drainage. 
 
Fairchild moved to recommend to the Board of Supervisors the amendment to the Water Quality 
Management Plan wording.  Chaffin seconded.  All were in favor. 
 
Third on the agenda was continued review of Dickinson County Zoning Ordinance 102. 
 
Kohlhaase reviewed the items that were discussed at the last meeting in May. 
 

1) Setbacks for signs and fences.  This has not been a problem or an issue.  As long as 
either one is on the subject property, he cannot see that they need a specific setback. 

2) Front alignment of homes.  After discussion last month, Tony Weber had felt the wording 
should be left as it is. 

3) Accessory buildings shall not occupy more than 30 percent of the required yard.  The 
way this is handled is to calculate the area of the side and rear yards (the required yard) 
and take that number times 30%.  There was discussion last meeting if there should be 
clarification of what the required yard was.  But required yard is used in so many other 
places in the ordinance. 

4) Supervisor Allen had requested that the P & Z revisit the discussion of side yard access 
to the front yard.  A situation in Moore Lake Development had brought this forward 
where a property owner had landscaped with timbers over to the side lot line, making it 
impossible to access the front of the house without trespassing on the neighbor’s 
property.  The question: is this something that the zoning ordinance should require or 
could the property owner do something to alleviate having to go onto the neighbor’s 
property such as build a wood ramp, or cut back the timbers and re-slope?  It comes 
down to: 

a) Common sense. 
b) There are remedies to fix the problem. 
c) This is a civil issue if they trespass on the neighbor. 

 
The members agreed no amendments were necessary on the above four issues. 
 
Fourth on the agenda was old or unknown business.  Kohlhaase said there will be a rezoning 
application on the October agenda. 
 
There being no further business, Fairchild moved to adjourn.  Moser seconded.  All were in 
favor.  The meeting adjourned at 1:20 p.m. 
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