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Petition drive on zoning permits
targets big livestock producers

By LON TONNESON

PETITION drive to make zoning
Apermits for large livestock opera-

tions referable to a public vote is
in its final stages in South Dakota.

Advocates of the initiated measure
have until May 2 to collect the signa-
tures of 18,000 eligible voters to get the
measure on the November ballot.

“Farmers and rural residents need
a say over their quality of life,” says
Charles Johnson, a Madison, S.D., farmer
and spokesman for Alliance For Our
Future, the group leading the drive.

The initiated measure targets 1,000-
plus confined-animal-unit feeding op-
erations. If 5% of a county’s voters sign
a petition calling for a referendum, an
election would be held.

“County commissioners and county
governing boards don’t always get it
right,” says Johnson, who was a Lake
County commissioner in the early
1990s. “Voters should retain their right
to veto a bad decision.”

Quality of life an issue

The proposed state law also says that
county commissions shall consider the
quality of life, public health, the envi-
ronment and degree of local opposition
when voting on a large livestock opera-
tion’s permit.

Opponents of the initiated measure
contend that while zoning policies and
regulations should be subject to public
votes, administrative decisions imple-
menting those policies should not be.

Post your meeting

END your meeting notice to

Iltonneson @farmprogress.com or
fax it to (218) 236-8420. The deadline
for submitting events is the fifth of the
month preceding the issue. Example:
May 5 for the June issue. Dakota
Farmer reaches mail boxes about the
tenth of each month.

SHOULD VOTERS DECIDE? Petitioners want to be able to refer county rulings on
permits for large livestock facilities, like this dairy, to a countywide vote.

M Groups want to make livestock zoning
permits subject to referral.

M Advocates need approximately 18,000
signatures by May 2.

M New law would apply only to 1,000-plus
animal-unit feedlots.

The proposal would amend state law
to say the following:

“Any legislative decision of a board
of county commissioners is subject to
the referendum process. A legislative
decision is one that enacts a permanent
law or lays down a rule of conduct or
course of policy for the guidance of citi-
zens or their officers. Any matter of a
permanent or general character is a leg-
islative decision. The approval or disap-
proval of any conditional-use request
or variance request is a legislative de-
cision, including any conditional-use re-
quest or variance request concerning a
concentrated animal feeding operation
as provided in § 11-2-17.3.

“No administrative decision of a
governing body is subject to the refer-
endum process, unless specifically au-
thorized by this code.

“An administrative decision is one
that merely puts into execution a plan
already adopted by the governing body

APRIL: A drawing in Prang Soybean Crayons by Eireann Grimshaw, 8, of
Misson, S.D., is the April illustration in the “A Rural Way of Life” 2006 calendar
published by the South Dakota Soybean Research and Promotion Council.

itself or by the Legislature, unless the
decision concerns a conditional-use
request or a request for a variance.
Supervision of a program is an admin-
istrative decision. Hiring, disciplining,
and setting the salaries of employees
are administrative decisions.

“Section 2. That § 11-2-17.3 be
amended to read as follows: A county
zoning ordinance adopted pursuant to
this chapter that authorizes a condi-
tional use of real property shall specify
the approving authority, each category

of conditional use requiring such ap-
proval, the zoning districts in which
a conditional use is available, and the
criteria for evaluating each conditional
use. However, the board of county com-
missioners shall approve or disapprove
any conditional-use request concerning
a concentrated animal feeding opera-
tion or variance request. The approving
authority specified in the county zoning
ordinance shall make a recommenda-
tion to the board of county commis-
sioners on the conditional-use request
or variance request concerning a con-
centrated animal feeding operation.

“The board of county commissioners
shall act on the recommendation within
30 days. The approving authority shall
consider the stated criteria, the objec-
tives of the comprehensive plan, and
the purpose of the zoning ordinance
and its relevant zoning districts when
making a decision to approve or dis-
approve a conditional-use request or
a variance request. The stated criteria
shall include the degree of commu-
nity support, public health issues, the
quality of life of the community, and the
protection of natural and economic re-
sources.”

Missing Something?

Feel like your operation is missing something?

Well it is if you don't have Raven's New Envizio.

The New Envizio provides you with guidance like you
have never experienced before. Numerous guidance
patterns, LED, on-screen guidance, and datalogging
are just a few of the features the Envizio has to offer.
Whether you are looking to upgrade your current
guidance system or looking to invest in your first
system, Envizio is the solution to show you where

you have been, and where you are going.

RAVEN

For more information contact
Raven Industries 1-800-243-5435
or visit our website at
www.ravenprecision.com
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