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To: Dee F Bruemmer, County Administrator 

From: Timothy Huey, Planning Director 

Date: December 12, 2012 

Re: Presentation of the Planning and Zoning Commissions recommendation on the 

application to rezone approximately 5 acres from Agricultural-Preservation District 

(A-P) to Agriculture Service Floating Zone (A-F) in the southwesterly corner 

(precisely the west 600 feet of the south 365 feet) of the SW¼SW¼ of Section 18 in 

Butler Township. 

 

The Planning Commission, on a 6-1 vote (Rivers voting no), recommended approval of this 

rezoning application in accordance with staff’s recommendation.  The applicant Crop 
Production Services,  was represented at the meeting by Terry Harris and Rodney Foster, 
and property owner Burnette Marten Life Estate was represented by her son, Dean Marten.  
There were about 60 others members of the public in attendance.  The two closest 
residential neighbors, Nancy Phelps and Dan & K.J. Rebarcak both presented Power Point 
presentations giving their objections and concerns with this application.  Robb Ewoldt and 
Michael Holst from the Scott County Farm Bureau both spoke in support of this application.  
About six or seven other individuals spoke, both in favor and in opposition to this request. 
 
Staff recommended approval of the rezoning request due to its compliance with the Scott 
County Land Use Policies and the Scott County Zoning Ordinance, with four conditions:  
 1)  A permanent, secure, and lockable front gate must be constructed across the 
completed driveway entrance of the site.  
 2)  The applicant shall install and maintain adequate security lighting for the site. 
Specifically, all buildings and storage areas shall be lit during nighttime hours, and all 
nighttime lighting shall be “full cut-off” in nature as well as designed to minimize light 
spillover across the property line. A lighting plan must be submitted prior to issuance of a 
building permit.  
 3)  A landscaping plan shall be submitted prior to the issuance of a building permit. 
The plan must show how general site operations as well as any light spillover will be 
buffered from nearby properties. Special attention shall be paid to shielding the southern 
and western boundaries of the site, where the nearest residential properties are located. 
The landscaping plan shall include at least some evergreens or other non-deciduous plants 
which will provide buffering during all seasons. The plan may include any combination of 
plantings that achieve a reasonable buffering of the site during its operation.  
 4)  Copies of any state and federal permits required to be held by Crop Production 
Services for this site shall be submitted to the Scott County Planning and Development 
Office prior to the issuance of a building permit.  
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Memo on A-P to A-F rezoning application 

December 11, 2012 

 

Commission member Kent Paustian explained the history of the A-F Zone, saying 
historically there has been a recognized need for retail sales in the County. He noted that 
Paul Meyer Chemical near Maysville was the first property to be rezoned A-F. He also noted
 that it has many similarities to this proposal. It is relatively close to residences and 
environmental features, such as Cameron Woods. Mr. Paustian said that the A-F zone was 
established through public meetings and received public input, and took a considerable 
amount of time, effort, and thought by the County. He acknowledged the safety concerns as 
valid, but took issue with some of the comments made during the public hearing. He stated 
that he would, personally, not be opposed to living next to an anhydrous tank. 



 

PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION 

STAFF REPORT 

November 20, 2012 

 

 

 

 

Applicant: Crop Production Services (applicant); Burnette B. and Dean L. Marten 

Life Estate (property owners) 

 

Request: Rezone approximately 5 acres from Agricultural-Preservation District   

(A-P) to Agriculture Service Floating Zone (A-F) 

 

Legal Description: 5 Acres in the southwesterly corner (precisely the west 600 feet of the 

south 365 feet) of the SW¼SW¼ of Section 18 in Butler Township 

(T80N, R4E)  

 

General Location: On the north side of 290
th

 Street/St. Anns Road, in the 18000 block, 

approximately 1 mile east of Highway 61.  

 

Zoning:  Agricultural-Preservation (A-P) 

 

Surrounding Zoning: 

 North:  Agricultural-Preservation (A-P) 

 South:  Agricultural-Preservation (A-P) 

 East:  Agricultural-General (A-G) 
 West:  Agricultural-Preservation (A-P) 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS:   This request is to rezone approximately five acres of 

agriculturally-zoned land from Agricultural-Preservation District (A-P) to Agriculture 

Service Floating Zone (A-F) in order to allow for the placement of an anhydrous 

ammonia fertilizer distribution business. This business would be operated by Crop 

Production Services, and used for the holding, sale, and distribution of anhydrous 

ammonia. In other words, it is a retail fertilizer distribution business, and is not involved 

in manufacturing. This would be a seasonal business, operating for roughly two months 

in both spring and fall, or approximately 120 days in a calendar year. Crop Production 

Services plans to lease the land.  

 

 The rezoning application and site plan indicate that the five acre site will contain one, 

30,000 gallon storage tank (70 feet by 12 feet), one fill station (50 feet by 5 feet), one 

above-ground scale (50 feet by 12 feet), and one attendant station/utility shed (24 feet by 

24 feet). There will also be a storage area for nurse tanks, which are small, mobile 

anhydrous tanks which are delivered to individual buyers. Crop Production Services has 

noted that these nurse tanks will only be stored on-site during the two months of 

operation in both the spring and fall of a given calendar year.  
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STAFF REVIEW:  Staff has reviewed this request for compliance with the criteria set forth in 

both the Scott County Zoning Ordinance and the Scott County Land Use Policies 

(enumerated in the 2008 Scott County Comprehensive Plan) for rezoning applications. 

Section 6-10 of the Zoning Ordinance states the intent of the Agriculture Service Floating 

Zone (A-F) is to, “serve the agricultural community by allowing agriculture commercial 

development, which is not compatible within built-up urban areas, to locate in certain 

unincorporated areas.” The A-F Zone allows such Agriculture Service Outlets in several 

existing zoning districts, one of which is A-P. The Zoning Ordinance lists both retail 

fertilizer outlets (allowing for the mixing, blending, and storage of product) as well as the 

storage and distribution of anhydrous ammonia, specifically, as Principal Permitted Uses 

within an A-F Zone.  

 

 Section 6-10-E of the Zoning Ordinance lists eight criteria that must be met in order for a 

property to be rezoned A-F.  

   

1) The facility’s main entrance must be on or within 660 feet of a paved road.  

This criterion is easily met, as the site is directly on the north side of 290
th

 

Street, which is a paved two-lane county maintained road.  

2)  The facility’s entrance must have at least 1,000 feet line of sight in both 

directions on the public road.  

This criterion is met, as there is greater than 1,000 feet line of sight 

looking down 290
th

 Street, both to the east and west.  

3) The distance between the facility and the nearest property line shall be at least 

50 feet. Also, the distance between the site and the closest neighbor’s home 

and accessory buildings shall be at least 400 feet. Furthermore, the distance 

between the facility and a current or future residential zoning district shall be 

at least 400 feet.  

Facility is defined as, “including the building, improvements, 

maneuvering and parking area, and storage area which are graveled or 

paved.” The facility easily meets the 50 foot distance to surrounding 

property lines to the north and east. Any facilities are indicated on the site 

plan as existing at least 50 feet from the property line. 

 

The closest neighbor’s home and accessory buildings are across the road 

to the south at 18021 290
th

 Street. The nearest accessory building is over 

500 feet from the facility, while the home itself is in excess of 700 feet from 

the facility.  

 

The nearest residential zoning district is approximately 2,000 feet to the 

east, including the subdivision known as Oak Tree Gardens. The nearest 

planned future residential district is even further away.   
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4) The facility must not be in a floodplain. It must also not be within 200 feet of 

any river, stream, creek, pond, or lake or within 400 feet of any 

environmentally sensitive areas.  

This criterion is met. The area is not in a floodplain. McDonald Creek 

runs south and east of the property, but at the closest point it is over 500 

feet from the facility. The closest environmental area is Scott County Park, 

and it is well over one-half mile from the facility.  

5) Minimum lot size shall be 5 acres 

The rezoning application is for 5 acres, so this criterion is met.  

6) The facility shall be surrounded by an adequate security system to deny public 

access to potentially hazardous areas. 

Site security is addressed in the Recommendation section of this report. 

Staff suggests that a secure, lockable front gate as well as security lighting 

be required as part of conditions for approval.  

7) Advertising signs shall not be larger than 100 square feet 

There is no current proposal for signage, and any sign that is placed on 

the property will meet this requirement.  

8) Underground storage shall not be allowed on site 

This criterion is met. All storage will be above ground. 

 

In addition to compliance with the Zoning Ordinance, changes in land use and zoning should 

comply with a preponderance of the applicable land use policies. Generally, the Scott County 

Land Use Policies encourage development to locate within cities, however, the guidelines for 

reviewing development proposals in rural areas are as follows:  

 

Is the development occurring on marginal or poor agricultural land? 

The soil comprising these five acres is Dickinson fine sandy loam, with slopes ranging from two 

to nine percent. These soils have a moderate rate of permeability, and therefore storm water 

runoff is relatively slow. They are typically cultivated for hay or pasture, and considered 

moderately suitable for row crops such as corn and soybeans. These 5 acres were previously used 

as a barrow pit, and now serve as a repository for dirt and concrete; they are not currently being 

cultivated. The average CSR is 47.5, which means this land is well below Scott County’s 

threshold for prime agricultural land. While this land still holds some value as agricultural land, 

it is important to note that it is the intention of the A-F Zone is to allow for small-scale retail 

service outlets to be sited in rural areas, and on agricultural land. Therefore, even if this were 

prime farmland, that fact, in and of itself, would not be grounds for denying an A-F rezoning.  

 

Is there access to adequately constructed paved roads? 

This site is located directly on the north side of 290
th

 Street; a two-lane county maintained road. 
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Are adequate public or private services present, such as: water, sanitary sewer systems, schools, 

and parks, employment centers, and commercial areas to serve the development and prevent 

sprawl? 

A rezoning proposal to A-F renders the majority of this guideline irrelevant. This guideline was 

intended primarily to ensure that residential development in the county does not occur without 

proper facilities present or planned. A five acre seasonal business does not put significant, if any, 

additional service demands on the county. No sanitary sewer or water services exist to serve this 

site. The Scott County Health Department has reviewed this proposal and stated that any well 

and septic system construction will be required to meet county guidelines for such facilities.  

 

Is the development located where it is least disruptive of existing agricultural activities? 

This development will create a positive impact upon existing agricultural activities and farmers, 

by reducing the cost associated with anhydrous ammonia transportation in the region. These five 

acres are out of agricultural production, and the placement of a seasonal agricultural business 

will not disrupt current farming activities.  

 

Is the development located in areas of stable environmental resources? 

The site does not have severe slopes, and, as previously noted, is sufficiently separated from 

nearby environmental areas (McDonald Creek and Scott County Park). 

 

Is the development sufficiently buffered from other less intensive land uses? 

Buffering is addressed in the Recommendation section of this report. Staff suggests that a 

landscaping plan be required prior to the issuance of a building permit.  

 

Can it be shown there is a recognized need for such development? 

It is the Scott County Planning and Development Department’s finding that there is not an 

overabundance of commercial retail distribution facilities of this nature in Scott County. Crop 

Production Services has no other sites within the County. Furthermore, it is reasonable to believe 

that a private, for-profit company such as Crop Production Services is investing its time and 

money in a site that it perceives will serve both its interests and fulfill a need for Scott County’s 

farm economy. 

 

Can the development be laid out in an efficient and compact manner? 

Any rezoning to an A-F Zone designation requires a minimum of five acres to be rezoned. In this 

case, no more than that five acre minimum requirement will be rezoned. Furthermore, the site 

plan indicates that much of the five acres will not be utilized during normal operation, and this 

leaves roughly half of the site undisturbed and planned to remain in crop production.   

 

Will the development be supportive of energy conservation? 

This guideline is not applicable to a seasonal business with little to no energy demands.  
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PUBLIC COMMENTS:  Staff has mailed notification of this hearing to the adjacent property 

owners within five-hundred feet of the property. A sign was also posted at the property stating 

the date and time the request would be heard by the Planning and Zoning Commission. Staff has 

received several letters and phone calls with objections, concerns, questions, and comments 

regarding this request. Letters have been provided to the members of the Planning and Zoning 

Commission. 

 

 

RECOMMENDATION:  Staff recommends approval of the rezoning of this property from 

Agricultural-Preservation (A-P) to Agriculture Service Floating (A-F) based upon its compliance 

with the Scott County Zoning Ordinance as well as its compliance with a preponderance of the 

criteria of the Land Use Policies, but subject to the following conditions: 

 

1) A permanent, secure, and lockable front gate must be constructed across the 

completed driveway entrance of the site.  

2) The applicant shall install and maintain adequate security lighting for the site. 

Specifically, all buildings and storage areas shall be lit during nighttime hours, and all 

nighttime lighting shall be “full cut-off” in nature as well as designed to minimize 

light spillover across the property line. A lighting plan must be submitted prior to 

issuance of a building permit. 

3) A landscaping plan shall be submitted prior to the issuance of a building permit. The 

plan must show how general site operations as well as any spillover light will be 

buffered from nearby properties. Special attention shall be paid to shielding the 

southern and western boundaries of the site, where the nearest residential properties 

are located. The landscaping plan shall include at least some evergreens or other non-

deciduous plants which will provide buffering during all seasons. The plan may 

include any combination of plantings that achieve a reasonable buffering of the site’s 

general operations.  

 

 

 

Submitted by Planning Staff: 

 

Timothy Huey, Director 

Brian McDonough, Planning Specialist 

November 14, 2012 































































































Concerns of Scott County 

 Constituents in the Area 

November 20, 2012 
 

 

 

By Dan Rebarcak 

Opposition to the Rezoning Request 

of Crop Production Services 



Residents’ Concerns 

 

Safety 

Environment 

Quality of Life 

“For the People”? 
 

 

 

 



Safety Concerns: 21 OSHA Violations 
 

 Anhydrous ammonia facilities are seasonal and are unlikely to be 
inspected by an agency like the Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration (OSHA) or the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
unless there is a significant incident or a complaint. 

 

 Even though CPS has hundreds of facilities in the U.S. and Canada, there 
have only been 8 complete and 3 partial OSHA inspections between 
2003 and 2012. 

 

 As a result of these audits, CPS was cited for 21 OSHA violations, 8 of 
which were categorized as serious violations. 

 

 
Source: A public search of the OSHA website using the search term “Crop Production Services” 



Safety Concerns: 21 OSHA Violations 

(cont.) 
OSHA definition of violation types,  

and number of each CPS violation: 

  Serious Violation (8) - A violation where there is substantial 
probability that death or serious physical harm could result and 
that the employer knew, or should have known, of the hazard.  

 Other Than Serious Violation (12)- A violation that has a 
direct relationship to job safety and health, but probably would not 
cause death or serious physical harm.  

 Repeated Violation (1)- A violation of any standard, 
regulation, rule, or order where, upon re-inspection, a 
substantially similar violation can bring a fine of up to $70,000 for 
each such violation.  



Safety Concerns: Hazard Management 

 Anhydrous ammonia is listed as a highly hazardous substance 

by OSHA.  

 OSHA regulations state that facilities that carry >= 10,000 

pounds of ammonia are subject to numerous requirements 

for hazard management, including: 

 Performing a process hazards analysis. 

 Maintaining mechanical integrity of equipment.  

 However, these requirements do not apply to retail facilities.  

 The proposed facility would be a retail facility, and therefore 

exempt from these hazard management regulations. 



Safety Concerns: Releases 

 

 

 In Iowa, there were 80 reported instances of >=100 lbs. of 

ag related anhydrous ammonia released into the surrounding 

area from January 2011 through September 2012.  

 

 That is an average of nearly 4 per month. 

 

 
Source: Iowa Department of Natural Resources 



Safety Concerns: Effects of Exposure 
 

 Anhydrous ammonia seeks water from the nearest source, 
including the human body. Eyes, lungs, and skin at greatest risk 
due to their high moisture content.  

 Exposure to vapors or liquid can cause blindness. 

 When large amounts are inhaled, the throat swells shut and 
victims suffocate.  

 Caustic burns, similar to but more severe than those caused 
by dry ice, result when anhydrous ammonia dissolves into 
body tissue.  

Source: Iowa  State University Extension 



Safety Concerns: Crime 

 

 The lure of an anhydrous ammonia facility in a rural area so 

close to the Quad City population center may entice 

methamphetamine makers into theft. 

 What kind of controls will be in place to keep potential meth 

makers away? Nurse tank locks will not stop a thief. In fact, 

locks can actually lead to more releases due to more 

destructive methods being used to obtain the anhydrous 

ammonia. 

 



Safety Concerns: Crime (cont.) 

 

 Although  Scott County Sheriff Dennis Conard states that 

methamphetamine makers no longer use anhydrous ammonia 

for meth making, it remains a viable method according to 

Nathan Lein, Assistant County Attorney, Fayette County, 

Iowa.  

 Following are photos of an anhydrous theft in progress in 

Fayette County, Iowa. I spoke to Mr. Lein in September. Note 

that the photos are dated August 26, 2012. As you can clearly 

see, theft remains a current problem. 



Photo used with permission of Fayette County, IA Sheriff’s Department. 



Photo used with permission of Fayette County, IA Sheriff’s Department. 

 

Photo used with permission of Fayette County, IA Sheriff’s Department. 

 



Photo used with permission of Fayette County, IA Sheriff’s Department. 

 

 

Photo used with permission of Fayette County, IA Sheriff’s Department. 

 



Photo used with permission of Fayette County, IA Sheriff’s Department. 

 

 

Photo used with permission of Fayette County, IA Sheriff’s Department. 



Environmental Concerns  

 The EPA enforced 5 cases involving CPS between the years 

2001 and 2010.  

 The total amount of the penalties is $69,305. In our opinion, 

this is a large sum to be fined for a company who professes to 

be committed to safety and the environment.   

 These are only the cases that have been posted to date on the 

website. We are not certain the EPA posts an enforcement 

action until the case is closed. 

 
Source: A public search of the EPA website using the search term “Crop Production Services” 



Quality of Life: The Rural Choice 
 

 Can anyone on the commission say they would vote for this 
rezoning if it were 500 feet from their own residence? 

 We all chose to live in this area to be away from this type of 
situation.  

 Before we moved to our current residence, we spoke to Scott 
County about the zoning, as we noticed the apparent 
excavation directly to the east of the property we were 
looking at.  

 We were told it was zoned A-P and we had nothing to worry 
about. 



Quality of Life: Noise and Traffic 

 

 Mr. Huey says the site will only operate a couple of months 

in the spring and a couple of months in the fall, so we only 

have to deal with the increased noise and traffic for one-third 

of the year.   

 However, one-third of the year is a very large amount of 

time, considering that the facility will be used at all times of 

the day and night during the busy seasons. This will be 

disruptive to outdoor activities, and there is a concern about 

noise during sleeping hours.  

 



Quality of Life: Aesthetics 

 

 

 They cannot move the facility for the other two-thirds of the 

year, so it will still be an aesthetic nightmare and will be 

lighted every night of the year, destroying our beautiful night 

sky. 

 Our current view of the east at night: 

 

 

 



Photo taken by Dan Rebarcak, November 14, 2012. 



Quality of Life: Aesthetics (cont.) 

What will that view look like 

 if this facility is built? 
  



Quality of Life: Property Values 

 

 Scott County Assessor Dale Denklau said, “Residential use 

appears to be a significant distance from the site. Future 

buyers and sellers will determine if there is a negative 

influence.” 

 What exactly is a “significant distance”? 500 feet? 600?  

 Would the answer to that question be good enough if it were  

your own property? 

 

 



For the People? 

 I was taught that government is for the people. In this case it 

seems that Mr. Huey has dismissed that principle to 

recommend a development that is opposed by the people.  

 Since so many constituents of Scott County will be harmed 

because of this proposed development, due to possible safety 

and crime issues, possible financial loss via reduced property 

values, and certainly a diminished quality of life, we fail to 

understand why a public servant is recommending a re-

zoning that will only benefit a multi-national company that 

will compete with current local businesses and do harm to 

county residents.  



Exploring Relationships Between 

Crop Production Services’  

Rezoning Request  

and Scott County’s Land Use Policy 
 

By KJ Rebarcak 

 

November 20, 2012 



Land Use Policy Goals 

 

 

The 2008 Scott County Comprehensive Plan 

states that the Land Use Policy has four goals.  

All four of them are called into question by the 

rezoning attempt: 
 



Land Use Policy Goal #1 

• "Protect and conserve the natural, human, and 

economic resources which are the basis of the 

agricultural economy and rural lifestyle of Scott 

County."  

 

• This rezoning would harm, rather than protect, 

the human resources that are the basis of the 

rural lifestyle of Scott County. 

 



Land Use Policy Goal #2 

• "Ensure orderly and efficient growth of 

residential, commercial, industrial, public, and 

semi-public land while maintaining the general 

welfare of County residents." 

 

•  This rezoning attempt shows blatant disregard 

for maintaining the general welfare of County 

residents.  

 



Land Use Policy Goal #3 

• "Ensure a decent home and suitable living 

environment for all families, present and future, 

living in Scott County." 

 

•  We have decent homes and suitable living 

environments right now; building an anhydrous 

ammonia facility so close to us would destroy 

that, rather than ensure it. 

 



Land Use Policy Goal #4 

• "Encourage cooperation and communication among 
the County, other units of local government, and the 
general public to improve human development, 
economic development, and ecological 
preservation." 

  

• If the County is so concerned about cooperation and 
communication, why did it give us residents only 11 
days' notice before the September hearing would 
have taken place, and why are we being put through 
this a second time? 

 



Land Use Policy 

Four of the specific points 

in the Land Use Policy itself  

apply to this situation: 



Land Use Policy Statement #1 

• "Scott County recognizes and accepts that 

normal agricultural and environmental nuisances 

occur with rural living."  

 

• We have lived out here 12 years, long enough to 

know what normal nuisances are. An anhydrous 

ammonia facility with its safety, crime, noise, 

traffic, and light pollution concerns is not a 

"normal" nuisance. 

 



Land Use Policy Statement #2 

• "...guidelines for reviewing proposed new development 
in the rural unincorporated area of the county...on 
marginal or poor agricultural land..."  

  
• Dean Marten caused that land to become poor 

agricultural land through his repeated abuse of it over 
the years.  
 

• In October, after the original rezoning request was 
withdrawn but before we received notice of the new one, 
on at least two occasions I personally witnessed a truck 
coming in and dumping debris onto the site after the sun 
went down. 
 



The Site—A Comparison 

1992 May 20, 2012 
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  Site Photos from Later in 2012 

Source: Crop Production Services Proposed Scott County  

Anhydrous Ammonia Facility document provided to us by the county 



Land Use Policy Statement #3 

• "...to discourage sprawling and unplanned 

scattered development..."   

 

• It may not be unplanned, but it is definitely 

sprawling and scattered. Why not locate the 

facility on the edge of a town, making it more 

accessible to law enforcement and first 

responders? Why disrupt a quiet rural area? 



Land Use Policy Statement #4 

• "...where it can be shown there is a recognized 

need for such development..."   

 

• There are plenty of nearby places already for 

farmers to get their anhydrous ammonia. 

They're just not CPS facilities. The only "need" 

here is CPS' and Dean Marten’s desire to make 

more money. 

 



Safety and Quality of Life 
for our family is what we are trying 

to SAVE!  



Biggest Concerns 

• Safety 
– Hidden Driveway on top of a hill 

– No Passing Zone to the West and just the end of one 
to the east. 

    *Very hard to judge the distance of  

                   oncoming traffic. 

– No shoulders on the roadway 

– The common site of livestock on the road  

– Increased risk of meth makers/use getting anhydrous 
to meet their “fixes” and their financial gain. 

 

 



Decent water 
 

• Our well is less than 350 ft from entrance to 
proposed site. 
– How big is the underground aquifer? 

– Has a study been completed to find where the 
underground aquifer for this entire area resides? 

– How will toxic run off be contained? 

– What is the containment evacuation plan for a spill or 
accident? 
• How much is CPS willing to pay Al & my estates when we are 

dead because we have no evacuation route? 
– And the estates of family and friends who may be visiting us? 



Road traffic 

• Iowa DOT numbers  for proposed site section of road from 2010  is 
540 vehicles per day.  
– 12 hour period-45 cars per hour 

• When the county has been paving 160th Ave(?) this summer/fall, many more 
trucks than 45 per hour.  The county alone was probably 45 per hour. 

• Semi grain trucks “fly” down 290th Street.  It is a cut across road for many grain 
haulers from Clinton and NW Scott Counties.  Probably even some from Cedar 
County. 

• School bus route 
• Scott County Park visitor/campers 
• Glenns Creek Golf Course 
• Huge tourist area both for personal vehicles, bicyclists, and runners. 

• Nurse tanks must be towed at 25 mph  
– This increases the danger due to high speed and slow moving 

vehicles…do not mix well on the same roadway 
 



Other concerns: 

• Light pollution 

• Sound pollution 

• Smell pollution 

– From trucks hauling 

– Anhydrous leaks/smells 

• These will 
all effect 
our physical 
and mental 
health.   



Possible solutions  

• Why do we need another anhydrous distribution facility in Scott 
County? 

• Whatever happened to buying local?  
• Eldridge 
• DeWitt 
• Dixon 
• Grand Mound 
• Calamus 
• Many others nearby 

 
• Isn’t there another site more suitable in Scott County? 

 
• If you have never seen the “good” rural stewards in the area, then 

I encourage you to come let us give you a tour of the area before 
you make a decision!  See what you may be jeopardizing! 

  



To finish up 

• We ask the commission members 

– If live/d in a rural area like ours 

• Would you have any of these same concerns if you 
were living where we live? 

• Would you want to put your family, friends, and  
property that you have worked hard to purchase and 
enjoy with this proposed site plan?  



Please don’t jeopardize our 

grandaughter and our dog’s life! 
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