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Codington County Planning Commission/Board of Adjustment Minutes 

March 20, 2017

The Codington County Planning Commission/Board of Adjustment met for their monthly

meeting on March 20, 2017 at the Codington County Extension Complex. Members of the 

Planning Commission/Board of Adjustment present were: Bob Fox, Mark O’Neill, Myron 

Johnson, Charles Rossow, Rodney Klatt, Mel Ries, and Luke Muller (Planner at First District 

Association of Local Governments/ Codington County Zoning Officer). 

Others present were Amber Christensen, Mark Arnold, Marilyn Arnold, Jim Czech, 

Angela Czech, Marv Czech, Joe Beving, Tom Reichling, Matthew Kranz, Jeff Deville, Elmer 

Kueger, Charlie Waterman, John Moes, and Becky Goens. 

Chairman Fox brought the meeting of the Planning Commission to order.

Motion by Johnson, second by Ries, to approve the February 28, 2017 minutes. Motion 

passed unanimously.

Motion by Ries, second by O’Neill, to approve the Special Exception/Conditional Use 

Permit request by Mark and Marilyn Arnold to allow for construction of a house less than ½ mile 

from an existing Concentrated Animal Feeding Operation (CAFO). Property is described as 

E1/2 of NE1/4 less railway and less Lot H-1, Section 31-T116N-R52W. Muller reviewed Staff 

Report (attached). The condition placed on approval includes the applicant signs an 

acknowledgement of an existing CAFO. Mrs. Arnold indicated their present home has not been 

sold yet and is the reason for asking an additional 6 months in which to apply for the residential 

building permit. Public portion closed. The Board reviewed questions brought up during the 

hearing, from the ordinance, and from the land use plan as a basis for findings of fact to be 

signed by the Chairman. Motion passed unanimously.

Motion by Ries, second by Rossow, to approve the Special Exception/Conditional Use 

Permit request by Amber Christensen to allow for construction of a house less than ½ mile from 

an existing Concentrated Animal Feeding Operation (CAFO). Property is described as E990’ of 

N925’ of NE1/4, Section 13-T118N-R51W. Muller reviewed Staff Report (attached). Ms. 

Christensen is seeking to rebuild a home that recently burned down. The Board reviewed 

questions brought up during the hearing, from the ordinance, and from the land use plan as a 

basis for findings of fact to be signed by the Chairman. CAFO acknowledgement is not required 

because the permit is to replace a home destroyed by act of God. Motion passed unanimously.

Motion by O’Neill, second by Klatt, to waive the Special Exception/Conditional Use 

Permit fees charged to Ms. Christensen for this request. Subsequent building permit fees will 

apply. Motion passed unanimously.
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Motion by Johnson, second by Klatt, to approve the variance request by Nathan 

Reichling to allow for more than one dwelling per quarter-quarter section on property owned by 

Tom and Mavis Reichling located in N1/2 of NW1/4, Section 35-T116N-R52W. Due to additional 

public notices being required on this request, it is the recommendation of the Muller to table until 

the April meeting. Motion to table the request made by O’Neill, second by Klatt. Motion to table 

passed unanimously. 

Motion by Ries, second by Klatt, to approve a variance request made by Nathan 

Reichling of Valley View Farms regarding Suggested separation distance from established 

residences. Reichling is requesting to expand an existing operation to 2,500 head of cattle less 

than ½ mile from existing neighboring residences. Property is owned by Thomas Reichling and 

located in SW1/4, Section 26-T116N-R52W. Chairman Fox advised the audience and board 

that discussion will pertain to this variance as well as an upcoming Conditional Use Permit 

request, to be heard at this meeting; however this motion and vote will only pertain to the 

variance request. Muller reviewed Staff Report (attached). Muller displayed maps showing the 

contours of the property and site plans. The proposed manure storage plan indicates 1,880 

animal units. The reason for the difference is because the remaining 700 is handled within the 

existing barns. Nathan Reichling presented the site plan to show locations of barns, open lots, 

and lagoons. He showed how the water will naturally flow and as well as diversions. In the event 

of snow melt or rain, that water runoff currently flows through a culvert and eventually goes into 

the river to the south. His proposal is for all the runoff, including any containing waste, to flow 

down to a sediment basin where all solids are diverted. It will be piped into a holding pond. 

There are no pumps associated, it is all natural gravity flow. All clean water will then run/flow 

into a separate sediment basin. This will avoid any water containing waste to flow into the 

tributary. This expansion will take approximately 1-2 years to reach 2,500 animal units. 

Regarding the proposed tree line, the engineer and manure management designer were 

consulted, it was recommended that a tree line to the south should be planted as shrubs to 

eliminate stagnate air. All concrete must also meet South Dakota regulations. 

Matt Kranz addressed the board and is in support of this young Ag producer and any 

other that would like to increase their contribution to supplying our community with food. He 

feels there may be too many laws that could inhibit Mr. Reichling in his expansion. Young 

farmers/producers are declining and this board should encourage them and help them with the 

opportunity to continue in the Ag industry. 

Adjoining landowner, Jim Czech, spoke in support of Reichling’s CAFO expansion 

request. Czech works with Valley View Farms because of their quality management style and 

operation. As a neighbor, this request would be a good expansion for Codington County. 
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Neighboring property owner Mr. Tubant contacted the Zoning Officer before the meeting 

to state his support of the variance was based upon the understanding that a tree belt would be 

planted to screen odor from his mother’s residence. 

Public hearing portion closed. Chairman Fox thanked the public for taking the 

opportunity to speak.

In getting the water to the irrigator, after the solids are screened off, ground water will be 

piped and pumped to an existing irrigation system. The main water supply for this irrigation 

comes from a set of wells located on site. At the same time the water is being pumped, a mixing 

chamber will mix both water sources prior to irrigation. It will only be pumped during the growing 

season. There was additional discussion regarding water drainage. 

Motion by Johnson, second by Ries, to amend the original motion to include tree 

planting based on the recommendation of NRCS to be agreed upon by the adjacent landowner, 

Ms. Tubant. Amendment to the motion passed unanimously.

Per Reichling, borings were conducted inside the hoop barns by an NRCS engineer and 

the results met the standard soil permeability. Three borings were done in both barns and were 

sent to labs in Nebraska for results. In reviewing Reichling’s Comprehensive Nutrient 

Management Plan, Chairman Fox confirmed that when the lagoon is emptied, one foot is left on 

the bottom for residual and the freeboard level is determined to be above the permanent 

marker. Outside surfaces with be clay pack.

Motion by Klatt, second by O’Neill, to amend the motion to include the condition that 

confirmation from NRCS must be received stating the feed/silage runoff is not going to be a 

contributor to pollution. Amendment to motion passed unanimously. 

The open area to the west is currently alfalfa which will help with water runoff. Water is 

supplied by on-site wells. Motion on the variance, to include the amendments, passed 

unanimously. The Board reviewed questions brought up during the hearing, from the ordinance, 

and from the land use plan as a basis for findings of fact to be signed by the Chairman.

Motion by Klatt, second by Ries, to approve the Special Exception/Conditional Use 

Permit request by Valley View Farms, Inc. to operate a Class 1 CAFO for up to 2,500 head of 

feeder cattle. Property is owned by Thomas Reichling and located in SW1/4, Section 26-116-52. 

Muller read the conditions applied to this request:

(1) The proposed holding pond and lagoon shall be designed to provide primary 

containment for greater than 2,500 animal units. Prior to fully stocking (to 2,500 animal 

units) documentation of approval of minimum design requirements shall be submitted to 

the Zoning Officer.



4

a. Applicant may stock with the maximum number of animals for which the holding 

pond and manure stacking pad is designed provided documentation is provided 

by SDDENR that such designs are approved for said animals.

b. In no case shall it be implied that this permit authorizes greater than 2,500 animal 

units.

(2) The applicant agrees to comply with the submitted nutrient management plan, fly and 

odor management plan, and manure management plan.

(3) Applicant shall provide updated information regarding fields included in the nutrient 

management plans upon request by the Zoning Officer.

(4) This Special Exception/Conditional Use Permit authorizes the use of this property for a 

Concentrated Animal Feeding Operation (Beef/Feeder) consisting of 2,500 animal units.

(5) Haul road agreements with Sheridan Township shall be provided for the use of 177th

Street from 458th Avenue to 459th Avenue for primary haul route. Unless otherwise 

agreed to between the township and the applicant, Codington County requires the 

Grantor to abide by the following terms to be included in the Agreements:

a. The Grantor shall be responsible for any costs associated with extraordinary 

maintenance and graveling on the portion of 177th Street from 458th Avenue to 459th

Avenue, which is hereby designated as the primary haul roads, and

b. All road work whether customary or extraordinary shall be done under the authority 

and supervision of the Township and meet its specifications. The work shall be done 

through the applicable contractor unless the Grantor receives prior authorization from 

the applicable road authority to conduct its own repairs or maintenance.

c. Sheridan Township shall be responsible for all ordinary snow removal on its portion 

of 177th Street from 458th Avenue to 459th Avenue on the same basis as provided to 

the remainder of the Township. Any additional snow removal deemed necessary for 

the Grantor to continue its operations is hereby authorized to be done at Grantor’s 

expense. 

d. The Grantor acknowledges that, to the extent already provided for by the law, and 

further acknowledges that it shall be responsible for any and all damages to 

applicable road authority roads or road right-of-ways due to the result of the 

Grantor’s operations (i.e. Delivery of feed, silage chopping or manure disposal). 

Work will be done on the same basis as specified hereinabove. However, no unique 

standard or obligation not otherwise provided for by law is created by this 

acknowledgment.
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e. The Grantor may have an Agreement with the contractor for cutting silage or forage 

and shall notify the Townships in advance of chopping listing the roads that will be 

traveled.

(6) In the event the haul road agreements hereinbefore described are not executed, the 

grantor, his heirs, assigns or successors in interest of the Grantor agree that all of the 

terms and conditions of Item “v” are to be deemed a covenant running with the above-

described property. Furthermore, it is agreed that, in accepting title to the above-

described property any grantee, heir, assign, or successor in interest to the 

undersigned expressly agrees to be bound by the terms of Item “v”.

(7) No animal units exceeding eight hundred (800) will be placed on site until a SDDENR 

General Permit has been issued and a copy of the permit is received by the Codington 

County Planning and Zoning Office.

(8) The Grantor shall comply with the Fly and Odor Control plan identified in the proposed 

nutrient management plan.

(9) The Grantor shall comply with established minimum manure application setbacks 

when spreading manure generated from the CAFO.

(10) The conditional use shall be in effect only as long as sufficient land specified for 

spreading purposes is available for such purposes and other provisions of the permit 

are adhered to.

(11) The Grantor, his heirs and assigns agree that the permitted number of animal units on 

site will be no greater than two thousand five hundred (2,500). The equivalent two 

thousand five hundred (2,500) head of mature feeder cattle. Expansion over two 

thousand five hundred (2,500) animal units will require a new conditional use permit 

action.

(12) The Conditional Use Permit is transferable. Subsequent owners/operators will be 

required to agree to the terms of this permit.

(13) If there are 1) Violations of the Conditional Use Permit or other Codington County 

Zoning regulations or 2) Failure of the manure containment system, the applicant may 

be required to forfeit the Conditional Use Permit.

(14) Violation of the terms of this conditional use permit will be determined by the 

Codington County Zoning Officer.

a. The first violation substantiated by the Zoning Officer of this conditional use permit 

may result in a notification letter stating the violation and a prescribed period of time 

to remove the violation. A second violation occurring within one calendar year of the 

previous violation may result in a review of the validity of the conditional use permit 
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and potential revocation of said permit. A third violation within one calendar year of 

the initial violation may result in revocation of the conditional use permit and 

cessation of all feeder operations within forty-five days (45) of notice of revocation.

b. The applicant may make appeal from the decision of the Zoning Officer or other 

agent of the Codington County Board of Adjustment to the Codington County Board 

of Adjustment. The applicant shall file with the Zoning Officer a notice of appeal 

specifying the grounds thereof. The Zoning Officer shall forthwith transmit to the 

Board of Adjustment all papers constituting the record upon which the action 

appealed from was taken. Such appeal shall be taken within thirty (30) days.

Appeals from the Board of Adjustment shall be taken to Circuit Court.

c. Failure to comply with the decision of the Zoning Officer or other agent of the 

Codington County Board of Adjustment may be deemed a separate violation.

(15) All of the terms and conditions herein shall extend to and be binding upon the heirs, 

assigns, or successors in interest of the Grantor, and are to be deemed a covenant 

running with the above-described property. Furthermore, it is agreed that, in 

accepting title to the above-described property any grantee, heir, assign, or 

successor in interest to the undersigned expressly agrees to be bound by the terms 

of this agreement which shall, upon its execution, be recorded with the Codington 

County Register of Deeds Office. 

Chairman Fox confirmed with the board that if the variance is issued, do you agree with 

the previously approved variance, that the applicant meets the suggested separation distance 

for an established residence. There were no objections. Motion on Special 

Exception/Conditional Use Permit request passed unanimously.

Motion by Johnson, second by Rossow, to allow Reichling to spread manure through 

irrigation on the NW1/4 of Section 35. Motion passed unanimously.

Motion by Johnson, second by Ries, to approve the Special Exception/Conditional Use 

Permit request by Daktoa Range Wind, LLC to install a 198’ temporary meteorological tower for 

purposes of studying wind characteristics. Property is owned by Terry and Darla Kannas and is 

located in NW1/4 of NE1/4, Section 1-T119N-R52W. Muller reviewed Staff Report (attached). 

Conditions to be applied to this Request include:

1) Grantor shall submit with building permit application a written statement from an 

Engineer(s) that the construction and placement of the Tower will not interfere with 

public safety communications and the usual and customary transmission or reception of 

radio, television, or other communications services enjoyed by adjacent residential and 

non-residential properties.
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2) Grantor shall submit with building permit application a written statement from an 

Engineer(s) or the project architect that the construction of the proposed Meteorological 

Tower shall comply with the 2015 version of the International Building Code.

3) The proposed Meteorological Tower shall meet or exceed all requirements of the 

Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and South Dakota Department of Transportation-

Aeronautics Commission with regard to transmission of signals, height, marking, and 

registration of the Tower. If compliance is not necessary, documentation from the 

applicable agency shall be provided to the Zoning Officer and kept with this application.

4) The Grantor further agrees to notify the following entities of the location (legal 

description) and height of the anemometer tower via certified mail:

a. Wilbur-Ellis Air LLC

45149 152nd Street

Summit, SD  57266-5112

b. Watertown Regional Airport 

2416 Boeing Avenue

Watertown, SD 57201 

a. Scott Thompson

Thompson Farm Air

PO BOX 308

Estelline, SD  57234

b. Douglas Hansen

Hilltop Aerial Inc

1531 425 Ave N

Clark, SD  57225

Public hearing portion closed. The Board reviewed questions brought up during the 

hearing, from the ordinance, and from the land use plan as a basis for findings of fact to be 

signed by the Chairman. Motion passed unanimously.

Muller informed the board of a recent agenda item on the Board of County 

Commissioners meeting whereas a group of citizens asked the commissioners to consider 

placing a moratorium on CAFO’s and related permits. It was intended for operations of 3,000 

animal units or above. After some discussion, the Commissioners advised the group that input 

from the Planning Commission would be desired. This item would be revisited again at the April 

25 Commissioner’s meeting. If any CAFO applications are received, the Zoning Office will relay 

the information to the Commissioners so they are aware of such requests. 

The Zoning Office was contacted by local news requesting an interview on a pending 
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wind farm application that may be forthcoming. This resulted from a recent press release. As of 

this date, no Conditional Use Permit application has been received, although expected in the 

next month. 

It has been mentioned at every meeting since December, 2016, that our zoning 

ordinances will be updated and a comprehensive review with begin. Muller advised the Board 

the last time it was updated it took approximately 12 months of meetings and the only attendees 

were the board. The public is expected and invited to attend future meetings. Johnson indicated 

it was brought to his attention the ordinances should be rewritten entirely. The board was in 

agreement that to begin from scratch is an impractical request. During the ordinance review, it is 

important to hear from all of the public and not just the opponents of Ordinance 65. There may 

be special meetings dedicated to just ordinance review. This process is an education process 

for the public and the board; and equal protection rules must be followed which dictate we 

cannot discriminate because someone is not from here. The ordinance has existed for the 

allowance of existing operators to expand. For this reason, the door is left open for outside 

entities. Fox would like to see these outside industries work with our local farmers to split the 

operations to two or three smaller operations rather than one large operation. This would involve 

our local producers in expansion. Johnson would like to see plan laid out to revisit the CAFO 

ordinance so it can be relayed to the group at the April 25 commissioner meeting. The next 

meeting is scheduled for Monday, April 17. 

Northern Con-Ag will be submitting an application for a gravel pit north of Watertown. A 

letter was sent by Northern Con-Ag inviting landowners to an informational meeting to discuss 

their intent. Fox indicated he would like to see this same process organized by the wind tower 

people. The board should review their ordinances prior to this meeting; however, there are 

significant differences in ordinance 65 vs. ordinance 15 so the decision of the voters will need to 

made prior to review. 

The board was invited to attend a Forum at the Event Center on Tuesday, March 21 at 

5:30 pm. The public is invited to attend. The question was asked why there was so much 

opposition to the Waverly Dairy and a potential CAFO south of town but no one showed up in 

opposition to Reichling’s CAFO request. 

Motion to adjourn by Klatt, second by Ries. Motion passed unanimously.

Respectfully Submitted,

Becky Goens, Secretary
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: E1/2 of NE1/4 less Right-of-way and Lot H1, Section 31-T116N-R52W, 
Codington County, South Dakota. (Sheridan Township)

A - Agricultural 

The Arnold’s seek to build a residence less than one-half (1/2) mile from an existing 
concentrated animal feeding operation operated by Curt Mack

s):

1. Arnold’s were granted variance on March 21, 2016 to construct an accessory structure 
without a primary structure on the above lot on the condition a building permit for a home be 
applied for within 1 year of the action.

2. The Arnold’s intend to build the new house, and are willing to sign the required 
acknowledgement in reference to Mr. Mack’s operation.

3. The Arnold’s ask the Board to consider allowing them 6 months (or longer) to apply for a 
building permit in conjunction with this conditional use permit.

a. Last March the Arnold’s were informed of and agreed to the requirement to sign a “CAFO 
Waiver” as was required by ordinance at that time of any residence proposed within ½ mile 
of an existing CAFO.

b. December of 2016, the County amended that requirement to require a conditional use 
permit to construct within one-half mile of an existing CAFO, but to only require an 
acknowledgment that the existing CAFO was on the neighbor’s property.

i. It should be noted that the definition of “Established Residence” (in reference to Mr. 
Mack’s current operation would not include this residence.  Setbacks would not be 
measured from the Arnolds’ residence if the Mack’s apply for a permit to expand.

c. The Arnold’s have agreed to sign the acknowledgment.  
d. As of the date of this report staff has received no objections regarding this request.
e. Regarding the request to wait 6 months to apply for a building permit: the Board has allowed 

up to 18 months from the date of getting a permit for an accessory building in the past.  
Allowing 6 more months would be consistent with that past policy.

MARCH 2017

CODINGTON COUNTY
PLANNING COMMISSION/BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT

STAFF REPORT

MONDAY – MARCH 20, 2017 – 12:30 p.m.

CODINGTON COUNTY BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT

ISSUE #1 SPECIAL EXCEPTION/CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

Applicant/Property Owner:  Mark and Marilyn Arnold

Property Description

  
Zoning Designation:

Action Item – Conditional Use Permit – Single Family Dwelling less than ½ mile from 
existing CAFO (Section 4.1.B.41)

Request:

History/Issue(

Specifics of Request:

Ordinance, Comprehensive Land Use Plan and other regulations regarding this request:
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:
The Board may 

table the request, deny the request, or approve the Conditional Use Permit(s). The Zoning 
officer recommends approval based upon based upon the comprehensive land use plan, zoning 
ordinance and testimony heard at this meeting:

A. Standard Findings of Fact for Conditional Uses and Variances adopted March 17, 2014.
B. The following use is listed in the A – Agricultural Zone of the Codington County Zoning 

Ordinance
Single Family Dwelling less than ½ mile from existing CAFO (Ref: Zon. Ord. 4.1.B.41).

C. On or before March 7, 2017 Mark and Marilyn Arnold applied for a special exception 
permit (Ref: Zon. Ord. 9.6.1.A.1) to construct a residence less than one-half mile from an 
existing concentrated animal feeding operation on their property described as: E1/2 of 
NE1/4 less Right-of-way and Lot H1, Section 31-T116N-R52W, Codington County, 
South Dakota.

D. That Single Family Dwelling less than ½ mile from existing CAFO (Ref: Zon. Ord. 4.1.B.41) 
are allowable in the A – Agricultural District under certain conditions (Ref: Zon. Ord. 5.29).  
Therefore The Board of Adjustment finds that it is empowered under Section 4.1.B.41 of the 
Zoning Ordinance to grant the conditional use, and that the granting of the conditional use 
will not adversely affect the public interest. (Ref: Zon. Ord. 9.6.1.A.5)
A Concentrated Animal Feeding Operation is located on property described as: E412’ of 
S880’ and the N128’ of the S1,008’ of the E483’ of the SE1/4 of Section 30-T116N-R52W, 
Codington County, South Dakota.

E. The construction of the proposed residence will not result in the existing concentrated 
animal feeding operation on the above described property becoming a nonconforming use.

F. The zoning officer is hereby authorized to prepare the findings of fact as determined by the 
Joint Board of Adjustment and issue the conditional use permit and any letters of assurance, 
building permits or other items associated with said Special Exception permit.  

G. In order to comply with the requirements of Section 9.6.1.6, Section 4.1.B.41, and Chapter 
5.29 of the Codington County Zoning Ordinance, the Joint Board of Adjustment prescribes 
the following conditions and safeguards in conformity with the Joint Jurisdiction Area 
Comprehensive Land Use Plans and Zoning Ordinance (Zon. Ord. 9.6.1.B.) to be agreed to 
in the form of a “Letter of Assurance” as recommended by staff:  

i. Applicant agrees to sign “Acknowledgment of Existing Concentrated Animal Feeding 
Operation. 

: E990’ of N925’ of NE1/4, Section 13-T118N-R51W, Codington County,
South Dakota. (Waverly Township)

A - Agricultural 

Mrs. Christensen seeks to re-build a residence less than one-half (1/2) mile from an 
existing concentrated animal feeding operation operated by John Strang

Staff recommendation
Conditional Use Permit: Dwelling less than ½ mile from existing CAFO. 

ISSUE #2 SPECIAL EXCEPTION/CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

Applicant/Property Owner:  Amber Christensen

Property Description

  
Zoning Designation:

Action Item – Conditional Use Permit – Single Family Dwelling less than ½ mile from 
existing CAFO (Section 4.1.B.41)

Request:
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s):

1. Mrs. Christensen received an Existing Farmstead exemption for the above described 
property in 2007.

2. Recently her home burned down.
3. She requests to rebuild her home on the same legal description.

1. December of 2016, the County amended that requirement to require a conditional use 
permit to construct within one-half mile of an existing CAFO, but to only require an 
acknowledgment that the existing CAFO was on the neighbor’s property.

2. There is an exception to that requirement of the “acknowledgement” in the case of existing 
residential development that are destroyed by an act of God (wind, fire, flood) and 
subsequently are rebuilt.  

a. The Conditional Use Permit is still required, but there is no requirement to sign 
the acknowledgement.  

3. As of the date of this report staff has received no objections regarding this request.
4. I have received a request from the county commissioner of that area for the Board to 

consider waiving the fees for this Special Exception permit (not the building permit) since 
she is only rebuilding at her previous site.  (Vote on separately – simple majority.)

:

The Board may 
table the request, deny the request, or approve the Conditional Use Permit(s).  The Zoning 
officer recommends approval based upon based upon the comprehensive land use plan, zoning 
ordinance and testimony heard at this meeting:

A. Standard Findings of Fact for Conditional Uses and Variances adopted March 17, 2014.
B. The following use is listed in the A – Agricultural Zone of the Codington County Zoning 

Ordinance
Single Family Dwelling less than ½ mile from existing CAFO (Ref: Zon. Ord. 4.1.B.41).

C. On or before March 7, 2017 Amber Christensen applied for a special exception permit 
(Ref: Zon. Ord. 9.6.1.A.1) to construct a residence less than one-half mile from an 
existing concentrated animal feeding operation on their property described as: E990’ of 
N925’ of NE1/4, Section 13-T118N-R51W, Codington County, South Dakota.

D. That Single Family Dwelling less than ½ mile from existing CAFO (Ref: Zon. Ord. 4.1.B.41) 
are allowable in the A – Agricultural District under certain conditions (Ref: Zon. Ord. 5.29).  
Therefore The Board of Adjustment finds that it is empowered under Section 4.1.B.41 of the 
Zoning Ordinance to grant the conditional use, and that the granting of the conditional use 
will not adversely affect the public interest. (Ref: Zon. Ord. 9.6.1.A.5)
A Concentrated Animal Feeding Operation is located on property described as: N1,293’ of 
the E1,179’ of NW1/4 and the N75 Rods of the West 1 Rod of the NE1/4, Section 13-
T118N-R51W, Codington County, South Dakota.

E. The construction of the proposed residence will not result in the existing concentrated 
animal feeding operation on the above described property becoming a nonconforming use.

F. The applicant is requesting to reconstruct a home destroyed by fire and is therefore not 
required by ordinance to sign an “Acknowledgement of Existing Concentrated Animal 
Feeding operation.”

History/Issue(

Specifics of Request:

Ordinance, Comprehensive Land Use Plan and other regulations regarding this request:

Staff recommendation

Conditional Use Permit: Dwelling less than ½ mile from existing CAFO. 
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G. The zoning officer is hereby authorized to prepare the findings of fact as determined by the 
Board of Adjustment and issue the Special Exception permit and any letters of assurance, 
building permits or other items associated with said conditional use permit.  

H. In this case, no conditions are required in order to comply with the requirements of Section 
9.6.1.6, Section 4.1.B.41, and Chapter 5.29 of the Codington County Zoning Ordinance. 
Operation.  

: N1/2 of NW1/4, Section 35-T116N-R52W, Codington County, South 
Dakota. (Sheridan Township)

Agricultural 

The applicant seeks variances from the minimum lot width, minimum lot area (by 
virtue of existing farmstead exemption), to retain building rights at the location of an existing 
farmstead.

s):

2. This residence was constructed with variance in 2013 using a variance to temporarily allow 
more than one residence on a lot.

3. Applicant requests to keep both residences at the site of the existing farmstead which was 
used as a base for farming operations prior to 1976.  

4. Codington County’s Zoning Ordinance does allow for variance from the 35 acre-minimum lot 
requirement if the lot is determined to be an existing farmstead which contains at least five 
acres and thereby affording building rights.

5. The parcel contains an existing farmstead as defined by the Codington County Zoning 
Ordinance.

6. Staff recommendation –
- Approve request because 1) The lot does contain at least five acres which meets the 

terms of the Ordinance. 2) The Zoning Officer after review of records and site-visit has 
determined that this parcel was used as an existing farmstead/residential site prior to 
October 26, 1976.  If approved it should be done so on the condition that the applicant plat a 
lot of at least five (5) acres in accordance with the Codington County Subdivision Ordinance 
within one (1) year of this decision.

: SW1/4, Section 26-T116N-R52W, Codington County, South Dakota. 
(Sheridan Township)

ITEM #3 (3) VARIANCES

Applicant/Owner:  Nathan Reichling/Tom and Mavis Reichling

Property Description

  
Action Item – Variances – More than one dwelling per ¼ ¼ Section (4.1.A.13).

Zoning Designation:

Request:

History/Issue(

1. Additional notices are required to hear this variance request.  Staff recommends 
tabling this request.

ISSUE #4 SPECIAL EXCEPTION AND VARIANCE

Applicant/Owner:  Valley View Farms by Nathan Reichling/Tom and Mavis Reichling

Property Description

  

Existing Farmstead Exemption and variance to Minimum Lot 
Width
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A - Agricultural

Mr. Reichling seeks to expand his existing unpermitted CAFO to a 2,500 head (Class 
1 CAFO) located less than 2,640 feet from nine (9) residences.

s):

1. Mr. Reichling presently operates an unpermitted Class III beef feedlot which has been in 
operation by his family since prior to 1997.

2. Mr. Reichling has worked with NRCS to complete manure and nutrient management plans 
for his proposed expansion up to 2,500 animal units (2,500 feeder cattle)

3. Mr. Reichling proposes to expand his open lots to the south and east of the existing 
operation, add stormwater facilities to catch runoff through the facility on the west end of the 
expanded area and keep drainage from otherwise passing through the site with grading.

4. Nine residences are located less than 2,640’ from the CAFO.  Mr. Reichling has submitted 
letters with the application by the affected residences stating their support for his application.
Most common haul routes for the feedlot include 177th Street east and west. The road is 
primarily maintained by Sheridan Township.  The site is accesses on an unmaintained 
section  line that has not been vacated.  Sheridan Township does not intend on maintaining 
that section line regardless of the decision of the Board.  

1. The Comprehensive land use plan lists numerous considerations for CAFO’s on pages 59-
60, all of which are addressed in the zoning ordinance (see below).

2. Due to the moratorium on using Ordinance #30; Ordinance 15 is being used in considering 
this request.

3. The request is to expand from 800 animal units to 2,500 feeder cattle which equals 2,500 
animal units.  (Please note: calves count as 1 animal unit not 0.4 because we are bound to 
Ordinance #15)

4. No portion of the animal feeding operation is located over the Aquifer Protection District.
5. The Board shall consider the following in determining whether the proposed CAFO will 

create a significant contribution of pollution:
a. Size of feeding operation and amount of manure reaching waters of the state

i. Historically the Board has relied on determination of SDDENR in reference to 
this question since waters of the state are under their jurisdiction.  

ii. Improvements to the site lead to zero manure from the operation leaving the 
operation. Pens/stalls are designed to drain to water holding area (lagoons). 
Stormwater originating off-site is intended to pass around the feedlot by 
grading the earth.

b. Location of feeding operation in relation to waters of the state
i. Feedlot is approximately 1,800 feet from the Big Sioux River and 

approximately 900 feet from a drainageway (USGS – Blue Line) of the Big 
Sioux.  

ii. The stormwater/wastewater lagoon is situated “on the other side of the hill” 
from the Big Sioux River Tributary and from the nearest point of the Big Sioux 
River.  

iii. The first property downstream of the lagoon is the location of the applicant’s 
house.

Action Items: Conditional Use - Class 1 CAFO (4.1.B.8)
Variances – Suggested Class 1 CAFO Setbacks (5.14.6)

Zoning Designation:

Request:

History/Issue(

Specifics of Request:

5.

Ordinance and Comprehensive Land Use Plan regarding this request:
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iv. Historically the Board has relied in determination of SDDENR in reference to 
this question since waters of the state are under their jurisdiction.  

c. Means of conveyance of manure and process wastewater into waters of the 
state.

i. See items b.i – b.iii
ii. Historically the Board has relied in determination of SDDENR in reference to 

this question since waters of the state are under their jurisdiction and this is a 
component of the State General Permit review.  

d. The slope, vegetation, rainfall and other factors affecting the likelihood or 
frequency of discharge of animal wastes and process wastewater into waters of the 
state.

i. North and west of the site (water from the feedlot does not travel this 
direction), elevation decreases at a slope exceeding 10% (30’ drop in 266’).  
North of the site is primarily pasture.  West of the site in areas with less slope 
are used for crops.

ii. South of the site slope is less steep and property is used for crops.
iii. Neighboring property south west is used for a CAFO and for residences.
iv. Rainfall for this area is similar to the rest of the county
v. Historically the Board has relied in determination of SDDENR in reference to 

this question since waters of the state are under their jurisdiction and this is a 
component of the State General Permit review.  

6. The applicant has indicated his intent to apply for a State General Permit. The county is 
allowed to approve the permit conditioned on receiving a State General Permit.

7. A nutrient management plan is required.
a. Nutrient management plan has been prepared and submitted.  The NMP was 

prepared with assistance by the NRCS and describes practices and management 
activities on how best to utilize manure as a fertilizer resource while protecting 
surface and ground water.

b. Fields in the nutrient management plan are expected to change (per the applicant 
and based upon the zoning ordinance.)

c. The SDDENR will determine whether the NMP meets their standards in review of the 
State General Permit

8. A manure management plan is required
a. Manure management plan was prepared by an NRCS engineer.  It included:

i. An engineered site plan detailing manure management facilities
ii. Operation procedures and maintenance of manure facilities
iii. Not intended to store waste for more than two years
iv. Plans and engineering were specific to 365 days of manure storage for 

1,880 animal units.
1. As with other permits, it is recommended that the permit be limited 

to the number of animals permitted by SDDENR based upon 
design.  However the applicant may be authorized to expand to 
the requested 2,500 head if engineering plans are approved by 
SDDENR as a part of the State General Permit and copies are 
added the file at the Codington County Zoning Office.

v. Plans specify manure will not be stored more than 2 years.
vi. Plans specify records on manure application will be kept and document 

that acceptable manure and nutrient management practices have been 
followed.

vii. The Board historically has accepted approval of State General Permit as 
satisfactory provision of the Items above.
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9. A Management plan for fly and odor control.  
a. Completed – Found under “Operation and Maintenance Plan” and subsequent 

pages.
i. Operational plans for manure collection storage, treatment are expected 

to be updated and implemented
ii. Applicant has location on site for death loss and rendering service takes 

them away.
iii. Existing treebelt is located on the north side of the operation. Trees are 

proposed around the new lagoon; however it will be designed so as to not 
interfere with air flow.

iv. Grading/pumping/cleaning of stalls is intended to remove surface water 
from pens.

v. Manure stacking is expected to have drainage to minimize odor 
generation

vi. Outlines plans for removing manure from pens.
vii. Covers are not proposed for pens or liquids.
viii. It is the intent to avoid spreading manure on weekends, holidays, and 

evenings on warm days.
ix. It is the intent to avoid spreading on calm and humid days.

10. The site is greater than suggested separation distances for Churches, businesses, 
commercially zoned areas, Town Districts, Incorporated municipalities, private wells other 
than the operator’s, lakes and streams classified as fisheries, and setbacks from all rights-
of-way.

11. The site is less than one-half mile from nine (9) different residences.
a. Tubant: One residence – letter of support submitted
b. Reichling: 2 residences – letter of support submitted
c. Czech: 6 residences – letter of support submitted; it should be noted that 3 of the six 

residences do not meet the definition of an “established residence” were constructed 
after 1997 and while the Reichling’s operated a feedlot and setbacks would therefore 
not be measured from those residences.

d. VARIANCE IS REQUIRED PRIOR TO APPROVAL OF ANY SPECIAL EXCEPTION 
PERMIT.

i. The Board has a history of granting variance to suggested separation 
distances after a review of past management practices, with consent of 
affected property owners, and/or improvement of manure management 
facilities.

12. The Board has historically accepted proposed setbacks of facilities where they can meet 
suggested minimums or variances have been issued.

13. Review of Specifications and nutrient management plan by DENR.  
a. Applicant is required to keep and maintain records of fields to receive manure, utilize 

adequate acres for the spreading of manure in accordance with state general permit 
standards, and adhere to minimum manure application setbacks.

14. Applicant proposes to apply manure via irrigation on property described as: NW ¼ of 
Section 35-116-52. A separate motion will be required for this item.

15. The zoning office does not have a record of any complaints against the Reichling’s 
Operation.  At the time of this report, the SDDENR was unaware of any complaints against 
the operation either.

16. All information required of the applicant in Section 5.14.9 were provided.
17. Information on soils, shallow aquifers, wellhead protection areas and floodplain (provided).
18. Zoning Officer notified Sheridan Township Supervisors of the request.
19. Zoning Officer notified Sioux Rural Water director of the request.
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The board, utilizing one motion could approve, deny or table the variance requests.  If 
approved the Board may use the following findings:

Written consent has been obtained by the affected property owner(s) (Jim Czech, Dores 
Tubant by Jeff Tubant (POA), Tom Reichling).
The county has no history of complaints against the applicant regarding his manure 
management system.
Applicant proposes to improve manure management system. 

Conditional Use Permit – : The Board may table the request, deny the request or 
approve the request. If approved, the staff recommends, at a minimum, the following conditions:

(1) The proposed holding pond and lagoon shall be designed to provide primary 
containment for greater than 2,500 animal units. Prior to fully stocking (to 2,500 animal 
units) documentation of approval of minimum design requirements shall be submitted to 
the Zoning Officer.
a. Applicant may stock with the maximum number of animals for which the holding 

pond and manure stacking pad is designed provided documentation is provided by 
SDDENR that such designs are approved for said animals.

b. In no case shall it be implied that this permit authorizes greater than 2,500 animal 
units.

(2) The applicant agrees to comply with the submitted nutrient management plan, fly and 
odor management plan, and manure management plan.

(3) Applicant shall provide updated information regarding fields included in the nutrient 
management plans upon request by the Zoning Officer.

(4) This Special Exception/Conditional Use Permit authorizes the use of this property for a 
Concentrated Animal Feeding Operation (Beef/Feeder) consisting of 2,500 animal units.

(5) Haul road agreements with Sheridan Township shall be provided for the use of 177th

Street from 458th Avenue to 459th Avenue for primary haul route. Unless otherwise 
agreed to between the township and the applicant, Codington County requires the 
Grantor to abide by the following terms to be included in the Agreements:
a. The Grantor shall be responsible for any costs associated with extraordinary 

maintenance and graveling on the portion of 177th Street from 458th Avenue to 459th

Avenue, which is hereby designated as the primary haul roads, and
b. All road work whether customary or extraordinary shall be done under the authority 

and supervision of the Township and meet its specifications. The work shall be done 
through the applicable contractor unless the Grantor receives prior authorization from 
the applicable road authority to conduct its own repairs or maintenance.

c. Sheridan Township shall be responsible for all ordinary snow removal on its portion 
of 177th Street from 458th Avenue to 459th Avenue on the same basis as provided to 
the remainder of the Township. Any additional snow removal deemed necessary for 
the Grantor to continue its operations is hereby authorized to be done at Grantor’s 
expense. 

d. The Grantor acknowledges that, to the extent already provided for by the law, and 
further acknowledges that it shall be responsible for any and all damages to 
applicable road authority roads or road right-of-ways due to the result of the 
Grantor’s operations (i.e. Delivery of feed, silage chopping or manure disposal). 
Work will be done on the same basis as specified hereinabove. However, no unique 

Staff Recommendation

Variances: Variance to the suggested minimum setback from residences for Class 1 
CAFO’s: 

Class 1 CAFO

•

•

•
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standard or obligation not otherwise provided for by law is created by this 
acknowledgment.

e. The Grantor may have an Agreement with the contractor for cutting silage or forage 
and shall notify the Townships in advance of chopping listing the roads that will be 
traveled.

(6) In the event the haul road agreements hereinbefore described are not executed, the 
grantor, his heirs, assigns or successors in interest of the Grantor agree that all of the 
terms and conditions of Item “v” are to be deemed a covenant running with the above-
described property. Furthermore, it is agreed that, in accepting title to the above-
described property any grantee, heir, assign, or successor in interest to the 
undersigned expressly agrees to be bound by the terms of Item “v”.

(7) No animal units exceeding eight hundred (800) will be placed on site until a SDDENR 
General Permit has been issued and a copy of the permit is received by the Codington 
County Planning and Zoning Office.

(8) The Grantor shall comply with the Fly and Odor Control plan identified in the proposed 
nutrient management plan.

(9) The Grantor shall comply with established minimum manure application setbacks 
when spreading manure generated from the CAFO.

(10) The conditional use shall be in effect only as long as sufficient land specified for 
spreading purposes is available for such purposes and other provisions of the permit 
are adhered to.

(11) The Grantor, his heirs and assigns agree that the permitted number of animal units on 
site will be no greater than two thousand five hundred (2,500). The equivalent two 
thousand five hundred (2,500) head of mature feeder cattle. Expansion over two 
thousand five hundred (2,500) animal units will require a new conditional use permit 
action.

(12) The Conditional Use Permit is transferable. Subsequent owners/operators will be 
required to agree to the terms of this permit.

(13) If there are 1) Violations of the Conditional Use Permit or other Codington County 
Zoning regulations or 2) Failure of the manure containment system, the applicant may 
be required to forfeit the Conditional Use Permit.

(14) Violation of the terms of this conditional use permit will be determined by the 
Codington County Zoning Officer.

a. The first violation substantiated by the Zoning Officer of this conditional use 
permit may result in a notification letter stating the violation and a prescribed 
period of time to remove the violation. A second violation occurring within one 
calendar year of the previous violation may result in a review of the validity of the 
conditional use permit and potential revocation of said permit. A third violation 
within one calendar year of the initial violation may result in revocation of the 
conditional use permit and cessation of all feeder operations within forty-five days 
(45) of notice of revocation.

b. The applicant may make appeal from the decision of the Zoning Officer or other 
agent of the Codington County Board of Adjustment to the Codington County 
Board of Adjustment. The applicant shall file with the Zoning Officer a notice of 
appeal specifying the grounds thereof. The Zoning Officer shall forthwith transmit 
to the Board of Adjustment all papers constituting the record upon which the 
action appealed from was taken. Such appeal shall be taken within thirty (30) 
days. Appeals from the Board of Adjustment shall be taken to Circuit Court.

c. Failure to comply with the decision of the Zoning Officer or other agent of the 
Codington County Board of Adjustment may be deemed a separate violation.

(15) All of the terms and conditions herein shall extend to and be binding upon the heirs, 
assigns, or successors in interest of the Grantor, and are to be deemed a covenant 
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running with the above-described property. Furthermore, it is agreed that, in 
accepting title to the above-described property any grantee, heir, assign, or 
successor in interest to the undersigned expressly agrees to be bound by the terms 
of this agreement which shall, upon its execution, be recorded with the Codington 
County Register of Deeds Office. 

: NW1/4 of NE1/4 Section 1-T119N-R52W, Codington County, South 
Dakota. (Germantown Township)

A - Agricultural 

DRW proposes to erect a 198’ guyed wire meteorological tower.

s):

1. DRW is working to secure permitting for the 198’ guyed meteorological tower to record wind 
data.

2. The applicant has obtained an easement from the property owner for the construction of this 
and larger wind towers.  (Larger wind towers are not a part of this request.)

1. Most of the regulations in Section 5.24 are written for television, radio, and cell towers.  
Sections 5.17.2. and 5.17.5 – 5.17.11 do not apply.

2. Since the Tower is greater than 100’ in height, the following setbacks apply (which are met 
with this application):
a. Setback requirements are measured from applicant’s property lines.  The proposed 

setback is greater than 163 feet (required by Ordinance #15.)
3. Since the Tower is greater than 150’ in height, consistent with 5.17.2.1 and 5.17.12 the 

Board needs to determine that:
a. That the Tower as modified will be compatible with and not adversely impact the 

character and integrity of surrounding properties.
b. Off-site or on-site conditions exist which mitigate the adverse impacts, if any, created by 

the modification.
c. In addition, the board may include conditions on the site where the Tower is to be 

located if such conditions are necessary to preserve the character and integrity of the 
neighborhoods affected by the proposed Tower and mitigate any adverse impacts which 
arise in connection with the approval of the modification.

4. It should be noted that South Dakota Codified Law 50-9-13 regulates the marking of 
anemometer towers such as this.  The law is enforced by the South Dakota Department of 
Transportation – Aeronautics Commission. It requires (for reference only)
a. alternating orange and white painting
b. orange “balls” to be placed on the guyed wires

ISSUE #2 CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

Applicant:  Dakota Range Wind, LLC (DRW)

Property Owner: Terry and Darla Kannas

Property Description

  
Zoning Designation:

Action Item – Conditional Use Permit – Telecommunications Tower (4.1.B.15).

Request:

History/Issue(

Specifics of Request:

Ordinance, Comprehensive Land Use Plan and other regulations regarding this request:
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5. Towers less than 200’ in height do not require lights per FAA regulations.
6. Since towers less than 200’ in height do not require specific markings from FAA and 

SDDOT, in the past, the Board has required those constructing towers to notify, via certified 
mail, certain airports of the construction of such towers.
a. It should be noted that the last 5 similar towers were constructed, voluntarily, to the 

above standards.
7. Non commercial structures, according to state law are required to meet the latest edition of 

the International Building Code. The Codington County Zoning Ordinance also requires 
written confirmation from the project engineer that the structure will be structurally sound.

8. As of the date of this report staff has received no objections regarding this request.

:

The Board 
may table the request, deny the request, or approve the Conditional Use Permit(s).  The Zoning 
officer recommends that, if approved, approval be based upon based upon the comprehensive 
land use plan, zoning ordinance and testimony heard at this meeting and subject to the 
following conditions:

1) Grantor shall submit with building permit application a written statement from an 
Engineer(s) that the construction and placement of the Tower will not interfere with
public safety communications and the usual and customary transmission or reception of 
radio, television, or other communications services enjoyed by adjacent residential and 
non-residential properties.

2) Grantor shall submit with building permit application a written statement from an 
Engineer(s) or the project architect that the construction of the proposed Meteorological 
Tower shall comply with the 2015 version of the International Building Code.

3) The proposed Meteorological Tower shall meet or exceed all requirements of the 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and South Dakota Department of Transportation-
Aeronautics Commission with regard to transmission of signals, height, marking, and 
registration of the Tower. If compliance is not necessary, documentation from the 
applicable agency shall be provided to the Zoning Officer and kept with this application.

4) The Grantor further agrees to notify the following entities of the location (legal 
description) and height of the anemometer tower via certified mail:

c. Wilbur-Ellis Air LLC
45149 152nd Street
Summit, SD  57266-5112

d. Watertown Regional Airport 
2416 Boeing Avenue
Watertown, SD 57201 

c. Scott Thompson
Thompson Farm Air
PO BOX 308
Estelline, SD  57234

d. Douglas Hansen
Hilltop Aerial Inc
1531 425 Ave N
Clark, SD  57225

A. Standard Findings of Fact for Conditional Uses and Variances adopted March 17, 2014.
B. The following use is listed in the A – Agricultural Zone of the Codington County Zoning 

Ordinance

Staff recommendation

Conditional Use Permit: Telecommunications Tower (Meteorological Tower). 
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Telecommunications Towers (Ref: Zon. Ord. 4.1.B.15).
C. On or before August 1, 2016 Dakota Range Wind applied for a conditional use permit to 

construct a 198’ guyed Meteorological Tower on property owned by Terry and Darla 
Kannas described as: NW1/4 of NE1/4 Section 1-T119N-R52W, Codington County, 
South Dakota.

D. That Telecommunications towers are allowable in the A – Agricultural District under certain 
conditions.  Therefore The Board of Adjustment finds that it is empowered under Section 
4.1.B.15 of the Zoning Ordinance to grant the Special Exception, and that the granting of the 
Special Exception will not adversely affect the public interest.

E. The proposed tower will be greater than 150’ in height.
F. The tower will be constructed greater than the required setback distance from any property 

line plus one (1) foot per foot greater than one hundred (100) feet of the tower height (163’ 
front yard; 123 Rear and Side yard).

G. The tower will be designed and certified to be structurally sound and, at minimum, in 
conformance with the Building Code [as established by SDCL]. The tower shall be fixed to 
land.  

H. Since the tower is to be used by the owner to relay information specifically for the use of this 
business and not for any transmission of television, radio, or cellular (public) purposes, 
Sections 5.17.2. and 5.17.5 – 5.17.11 do not apply, except that Section 5.17.12 applies due 
to the height of the tower exceeding 150’.

I. The sole purpose of the construction of this tower is to collect wind data and not otherwise 
to provide telecommunications signals it would be impractical to require collocation of this 
tower with another tower; and that the sole reason for requiring additional criteria for site 
plan development modifications per Section 5.17.2.1 is the height of the tower exceeding 
would lead yield the same result on any property meeting setbacks, Section 5.17.12.A.1.d is 
considered satisfied.

J. Due to the ability of the applicant to exceed the required setbacks, the location of no “on-site 
residences”, and satisfaction of other conditions attached by the Board of Adjustment it has 
been determined by the Board that the proposed tower:
1) will be compatible with and not adversely impact the character and integrity of 

surrounding properties; and
2) Off-site or on-site conditions exist which mitigate the only adverse impacts, created by 

the [height of the tower]; and
3) In addition, the board may include conditions on the site where the Tower is to be 

located if such conditions are necessary to preserve the character and integrity of the 
neighborhoods affected by the proposed Tower and mitigate any adverse impacts which 
arise in connection with the approval of the modification.

K. The applicant is expected to comply with all applicable state and federal regulations 
regarding the construction of towers and transmission of radio signals.

L. SDDOT and FAA may not have specific regulations regarding the construction and marking 
of towers less than 100’ in height.

M. The zoning officer is hereby authorized to prepare the findings of fact as determined by the 
Joint Board of Adjustment and issue the conditional use permit and any letters of assurance, 
building permits or other items associated with said Special Exception permit.  

N. In order to comply with the requirements of Section 9.6.1.6, Section 4.1.B.41, and Chapter 
5.17 of the Codington County Zoning Ordinance, the Joint Board of Adjustment prescribes 
the following conditions and safeguards in conformity with the Joint Jurisdiction Area 
Comprehensive Land Use Plans and Zoning Ordinance (Zon. Ord. 9.6.1.B.) to be agreed to 
in the form of a “Letter of Assurance” as recommended by staff:  
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Ordinance Amendment Discussion

CODINGTON COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

ISSUE #1 Informational Item: Moratorium request on CAFO permits

ISSUE #2 Staff Report/Open
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