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DICKINSON COUNTY PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 
 

Monday, September 15, 2014 
 

1:00 P.M. 
 

The Dickinson County Planning and Zoning Commission met Monday, September 15, 
2014 at the 1:00 P.M. in the community room of the Dickinson County Courthouse. 
 
Members present were Tony Weber, Doris Welle, Carol Pierce, Jon Gunderson and Tim 
Fairchild. Absent were Nancy Pfund and Nate Gruys. 
 
Tony Weber, Chairman called the meeting to order at 1:00 p.m. 
 
First on the Agenda were the minutes from July 21, 2014. Pierce moved to approve the 
minutes as written. Fairchild seconded. All were in favor. 
 
Second on the Agenda was the Public Hearing on Zoning Ordinance No. 102, Article # 
24 Sediment and Siltation Control.  
 
Weber asked if everyone had a chance to review the proposed changes to Article # 24 
Sediment and Siltation Control with the emphasis to protect not only the Iowa Great 
Lakes, but all properties and water shed during all phases of construction. The 
members said they had reviewed the information.  
 
Fairchild asked why contractors/landscapers do not till the land like farmers do to 
prevent erosion of the land. 
 
Kohlhaase said that farming operations are exempt from this ordinance. 
 
Weber said that by approving the changes to Article # 24, it will create a burden on the 
Dickinson County Zoning office. Weber then asked how does the zoning office intend to 
enforce this ordinance if it were to take effect. 
 
Kohlhaase responded by saying that neighbors have always been the best enforcers. 
They hold their each other accountable. Currently when the office receives information 
from the public about silt running onto neighboring properties, the most he can do is to 
make a courtesy call to the property owner or contractor and ask them to correct the 
issue. But if the changes to Article # 24 are approved, it will allow the zoning office to 
enforce the ordinance.  
 
Fairchild asked Kohlhaase what Dickinson County can do to enforce the ordinance.  
 
Kohlhaase said that the main focus of Dickinson County is to work with the public and 
not against them, so the Zoning office begins by writing a courtesy letter to the property 
owner asking them to contact the zoning office to devise a way to correct the 
disturbance that is taking place. If the zoning office does not hear from the property 
owner within the allotted amount of time, charges can be filed against them. The charge 
is a misdemeanor and it can be enforced by a $500.00 fine and/or 30 days in jail.  
 
Discussion continued about tilling land, preventing silt runoff onto neighboring property 
owners siting specific areas around the Iowa Great Lakes, and large amounts of rainfall 
in a small window of time.  
 
Kohlhaase reminded the Planning and Zoning Commission that currently a silt screen is 
a temporary structure to be used during construction and landscaping to prevent silt 
from running into the lakes. It is not designed to be a permanent solution to silt runoff.  
 
Weber said that a silt screen is to prevent silt from running into the lakes, it is not 
designed to control/prevent water flow on a given property. That is the contractor’s and 
landscaper’s priority when building a structure. However water is going to follow the 
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path of least resistance. If water has always flowed in a certain direction or path, even 
after construction it will generally still do so.  
 
Fairchild said that the heavy fast rain does the most damage by depositing large 
amounts of silt into the lake, and if the goal is to keep the silt out of the lake isn’t the “big 
one” the one we should be worried about. 
 
Kohlhaase said that there is only so much that one can do to protect the lake, but most 
importantly what needs to be looked at are the proposed changes to Article # 24, and if 
they are reasonable to protect the lake and neighboring property owners. 
 
Pierce said that if the Commission does not make this recommendation, the silt will 
continue to create large mud piles and it will continue to create issues for property 
owners as well as runoff into the lake.  
 
Fairchild said that he is in favor of the proposed changes to Article # 24, but he does not 
want to excuse the “big one” when it comes to rainfall versus the amount of silt being 
carried into the lakes and adjacent properties.  
 
Welle said that she is also in favor of the proposed changes to Article # 24 because it 
will not only help the lakes, but it will help neighborhoods keep things neighborly.  
 
Weber said that he just recently put up some silt screens and it cost approximately 
$500.00.  
 
Discussion continued about holding ponds, Okoboji View Golf Course, and other areas 
that have curbed the amount of water flow and erosion. 
 
Pierce moved to make a recommendation to the Board of Supervisors to change Article 
# 24 Sediment and Siltation to protect neighboring property owners and the Iowa Great 
Lakes. Welle seconded the motion. All were in favor.  
 
Third on the Agenda was a discussion about accessory structures and the definition of a 
public thoroughfare in the Dickinson County Zoning Ordinance No.102.  
 
Kohlhaase explained to the Planning and Zoning Commission that the use of the phrase 
public thoroughfare has brought confusion when trying to enforce the zoning ordinance 
regarding building accessory structures. 
 
Welle asked what is considered a public thoroughfare. 
 
Kohlhaase said public thoroughfares are platted roads. 
 
Fairchild asked what the zoning office is having trouble enforcing. 
 
Kohlhaase said that according to the ordinance all accessory structures must be 10 feet 
from any public thoroughfare. Where the confusion is taking place is with the word 
public. Kohlhaase applies the required setback for accessory structures to all roads 
whether it be a public or private road due to the intent of the ordinance, but the 
ambiguity of the phrase public thoroughfare is being challenged by property owners who 
live on private roads.   
 
Weber said that a public thoroughfare is a roadway and anytime the ordinance can 
eliminate ambiguity, it helps everyone understand what is being enforced. 
 
Pierce asked if clarifying this within the ordinance was due to safety concerns.  
 
Kohlhaase said that safety is one of many concerns for the recommendation to change 
the wording within the ordinance.  
 
Kohlhaase asked Weber if the Planning and Zoning Commission would like to form a 
committee to address this change to the ordinance. They declined.  
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The Planning and Zoning Commission asked Kohlhaase to formulate the change and 
the commission would review it at the next meeting.  
 
Fourth on the Agenda was any old, unknown, or other business. There was none. 
 
Fifth on the Agenda was Adjournment. Fairchild moved to adjourn. Pierce seconded. All 
were in favor. The meeting adjourned at 1:32 p.m. 
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