NOTICE OF MEETING

A Regular Meeting of the Leelanau County Planning Commission (LCPC) will be held
at 5:30 pm Tuesday, August 27, 2024 in the Leelanau County Government Center — 1% floor.

(Please silence any unnecessary cellular/electronic devices)

DRAFT AGENDA

CALL TO ORDER & PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

ROLL CALL

CONSIDERATION OF AGENDA

CONFLICT OF INTEREST (refer to Section 3.7 of the Bylaws)
PUBLIC COMMENT

STAFF COMMENTS

CONSIDERATION OF JULY 23, 2024 MEETING MINUTES pgs.2-5
OLD BUSINESS

NEW BUSINESS

LCPC Members

Steve Yoder
Casey Noonan
Melvin Black
Craig Brown
Rodney Brush
Brian Fenlon
Melinda Lautner
Tom MacDonald
Robert Miller
Tom Nixon
Francis Criqui

1. PC13-2024-02 - Centerville Twp. Text Amendment- Article I11, Sections 3.18, 3.19, 3.21, Article X1V,

Article XVII, Article XVII, Sections 3.8, 3.9, Article IX, Article XIIl and

Section 2.2 Definitions (sent separately) pgs.6-43

REPORTS

1. Housing Action Committee

2. Parks & Recreation Committee
COMMUNICATIONS
PUBLIC COMMENTS
STAFF COMMENTS
COMMISSIONER & CHAIRPERSON COMMENTS
ADJOURN




A REGULAR MEETING OF THE LEELANAU COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION WAS
HELD ON TUESDAY, JULY 23, 2024, AT THE LEELANAU COUNTY GOVERNMENT
CENTER.

Proceedings of the meeting were recorded and are not the official record of the meeting. The formally
approved written copy of the minutes will be the official record of the meeting.

CALL TO ORDER

Meeting was called to order at 5:30 p.m. by Chairman Yoder who led the Pledge of Allegiance. The
Meeting was held at the Leelanau County Government Center, 8527 E. Government Center Dr., Suttons
Bay, MI.

ROLL CALL

Members Present: S. Yoder, T. Nixon, M. Black, T. MacDonald, R. Brush, R. Miller,
M. Lautner

Members Absent: F. Criqui, C. Noonan, C. Brown

(prior notice)

Members Absent: B. Fenlon

Staff Present: G. Myer, Planning Director, J. Herman, Senior Planner

Public Present: D. Manikas

CONSIDERATION OF AGENDA

Motion by Brush, seconded by Black, to approve the agenda as presented. Motion carried 7-0.
CONFLICT OF INTEREST — None.

PUBLIC COMMENT - None.

STAFF COMMENTS — None.

CONSIDERATION OF JUNE 25, 2024 MEETING MINUTES

Motion by MacDonald, seconded by Miller, to approve the minutes as presented. Motion carried 7-0.
OLD BUSINESS- None.

NEW BUSINESS

PC12-2024-03-Cleveland Twp/ Text Amendment- Parks & Private Conservation Natural Areas

Myer reviewed the staff report, saying that the request was received on July 3, 2024 and the last day for
review is August 2, 2024. The requested action is to review and comment on the proposed amendments to
the Cleveland Township Zoning Ordinance, Article IX; Agricultural District, New Section 9.12 Parks and
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Private Conservation Natural Areas, and New Section 9.13 Private Forests.

Myer stated that the Cleveland Township Master Plan lists the following Goal under the heading
“AGRICULTURE” in Chapter 6, Goals, Objectives, and Action Steps: “Protect agricultural lands and an
enhanced rural character in Cleveland Township.” Action Step 2 under the same heading reads as
follows: “Continue to allow agricultural lands to benefit from tourism and reduce barriers to additional
opportunities as appropriate, provided they do not adversely affect neighbors or the serene rural nature of
the area.”

Also, the Goal under the heading “ENVIRONMENT” reads as follows: “Protect natural features that
make Cleveland Township a special place to live.” Objective 6 under the same heading reads “Protect the
natural environment from the negative impacts of human actions, including air quality, shoreline
activities, soil erosion, vibration, and other negative impacts.”

Myer continued, saying that the Cleveland Township Planning Commission held a Public Hearing on July
3, 2024, at which time one member of the public questioned the procedure for reporting a violation. After
the Public Hearing was closed, the township passed a motion to adopt the zoning amendments and
forward on to the County for review.

Myer went into the history and said that at a township planning commission meeting in June of
2023, residents expressed concern over the development by the Leelanau Conservancy at Palmer
Woods Forest Reserve and the lack of zoning. At the July township planning commission
meeting a resident supplied suggested zoning amendments for consideration. Since this time, the
township has worked on a proposed amendment which would add two new sections in Article
IX, Agricultural District.

Myer stated that the proposed amendment will add a new Section 9.12 Parks and Private Conservation
Natural Areas to Article IX, Agricultural District.

Definitions will be added for Parks & Private Conservation Natural Area and uses will be added to define
the allowable uses under 9.01(h). Also, the use restriction will be added to define the use restrictions for
non-property owners under 9.01(h). The proposed amendment will also add a new Section 9.13 Private
Forests to Article IX, Agricultural District and definitions will be added for Private Forest, Forester,
Forestry Use or Forestry Operations to define conditions for allowable uses under 9.01 (c). Also,
Standards/Conditions will be added to define conditions for allowable uses under 9.01 (c).

Myer pointed out that that the motion made following the public hearing recommends adoption of zoning
amendments Section 9.13 Parks and Private Conservation Natural Areas and Section 9.14 Private Forests.
Staff received zoning amendment Section 9.12 Parks and Private Conservation Natural Areas and a
zoning amendment labeled Section 9.13 and 9.14 Private Forests. The township may want to check their
Amendment numbers.

Lautner questioned no fireworks or explosives, and said there is a state law that allows fireworks the day
before, the day of and the day after a national holiday. Manikas replied and said that this is private

property.

Brush expressed concerns on the definitions and said that is a grey area that could cause confusion later
on. The problem with a law or rule is that it needs to be enforced equally and having vague definitions
will make it harder to enforce. Brush also questioned the definitions (a) and (b) under 9.12 1. Definitions,
and said if it is private then how is there public enjoyment? He said it also contradicts with 6. Use
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Restrictions for Non-Property Owner (1) that no person shall engage in activity resulting in noise, saying
that hunting would be allowed but not noise. He then expressed concerns for 9.13, 3.Standards/Conditions
(b) asking if it is a private forest then why is there a limit of five trees for removal with a certain
diameter/height?

Miller questioned the allowable uses free of fees under 9.12 and said if the Leelanau Conservancy is not
raising enough money and they have to start collecting fees, do they want to govern the townships rules
and should zoning get involved with fees? He noticed the proposed text amendment prohibits
snowmobiles and other motorized off-road vehicles and pointed out that an electric bike has a motor. In
regards to pets on a leash not to exceed more than 10 ft. in length, he asked who is going to check? He
suggested the language read “pets be maintained on a leash.” Manikas said they do want to allow the
lowest level of electric bikes so they will rework the verbiage for that.

Miller continued, saying that from reading the townships minutes, he thought the Leelanau County
Sheriff did not have any involvement with the violation issues. Manikas said it is private property and that
the violations are reported to the Leelanau Conservancy and if it was a repeated issue then they would
communicate with the Leelanau County Sheriff’s Office. Miller clarified and said it is not a violation of
the zoning ordinance, but simply not abiding by the rules of the owners. MacDonald had similar concerns
as Miller.

Nixon suggested adding “private” to the Park definition so there is clarity to the reader. He also suggested
the township look up the definition of forestry from the United States Department of Agriculture
(USDA). He read from the USDA source and stated that they define forestry as one acre or greater in size,
at least 120 ft. wide and has at least 10% tree coverage or formally had such tree coverage and is capable
of regrowing those trees. Manikas said they worked with Ellie Johnson, Leelanau Conservation District
Forester, on the definitions. Nixon also suggested removing “or a forest could be a verry narrow strip of
planed trees along a property line; or a small patch of hardwoods” from the Private Forest definition.
Lastly, Nixon agreed with Brush on the Standards/Conditions stating that five tree removal becomes an
enforcement issue.

Manikas said the township is trying to avoid commercialization with a no fee operation keeping Leelanau
Conservancy in mind. He said the removal of up to five trees was a long discussion and they are targeting
clearcutting so that it does not degrade the property. They are working with a forester on these matters.

Lautner asked if there was a reason why forestry or forest lands was under agriculture instead of its own
section/definition. Brush suggested having a discussion on forestry zoning instead of putting these
amendments under agriculture. Manikas said the only place forestry practices are allowed in their zoning
ordinance is the agricultural district.

Motion by Black, seconded by Lautner, to forward the staff report and all comments to Cleveland
Township. Motion carried 7-0.

Annual Planning Session

Yoder said Myer provided a handout with some recommendations by Mary Reilly, MSU Government and
Public Policy Educator. Lautner mentioned she heard a good presentation on renewable energy by the
Mackinaw Center. Nixon suggested a presentation on taxation, assessing the value of a property and
understanding the Board of Review, but also agreed with renewable energy. Black would be interested in
the pros and cons of renewable energy. Yoder said renewable energy is a hot topic and that there are
going to be a lot of changes come November, so it would be a good idea to see how the units of
government will regulate that. In conclusion, members agreed on renewable energy for the fall Annual
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Planning Session.

REPORTS

Housing Action Committee

No report given.

Parks & Recreation Committee

No report given.

COMMUNICATIONS

Myer said she provided a handout of the 2024 housing survey results for Leelanau County. She also
provided a copy of an article on the unhoused in the communities nationwide.

PUBLIC COMMENT- None.

STAFF COMMENTS- None.

COMMISSIONER & CHAIRPERSON COMMENTS- None.

ADJOURN
Meeting adjourned by consensus at 6:16 p.m.
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NEW BUSINESS ITEM 1

TEXT AMENDMENT REVIEW
PC13-2024-02 Centerville Township

Text Amendment — Article 111, Sections 3.18, 3.19, 3.21, Article X1V, Article XVII, Article XVII,
Sections 3.8, 3.9, Article IX, Article XIIl and Section 2.2 Definitions

Reviewing Entity:  Leelanau County Planning Commission
Date of Review: August 27, 2024

General Information
Date Request Received: August 7, 2024

Last Day of Review Period: September 6, 2024 (30-day review period under the Michigan Zoning Enabling
Act)

Requested Action: Review and comment on proposed text amendment to the Centerville Township Zoning
Ordinance.

Applicant: Centerville Township Planning Commission

Lindy Kellogg, Chairman

Section 2: Proposal
Link to Draft Centerville Township Zoning Ordinance sent separately.

Section 3: Other Planning Input
Township Plan: The Centerville Township Master Plan (2014) does not specifically address this amendment.

Leelanau General Plan: The Leelanau General Plan (2020) does not specifically address the amendment.
Township Planning Commission:

The Centerville Township Planning Commission held a Public Hearing on June 3, 2024, at which time several
comments were received.

Section 4: Analysis

Compatibility

A. Is the proposed text compatible with other language in the zoning ordinance?
Yes

B. Are there any issues with the proposed text (such as poor wording, confusing text, unenforceable
language, etc.)?
No.

C. Do the land uses or other related dimensional standards (height, bulk, area, setback, etc.) in the proposed
text amendment(s) conflict with the existing zoning ordinance?
No

Issues of Greater Than Local Concern
A. Does the proposed text amendment(s) include any issues of greater than local concern? Please list.
No




NEW BUSINESS ITEM 1

Comparison with Local Plans or Ordinances
A. Do the contents in the proposed text amendment(s) conflict with the community’s plan? Please list.
No

Comparison with County Plans or Ordinances
A. Do the contents in the proposed text amendment(s) conflict with the General Plan? Please list.
No

Current Zoning District: For Current text, Link to the Township Zoning Ordinance at:
https://www.leelanau.gov/downloads/ordinance effective 42723

Section 5: Staff Comments

Centerville Township has been working on amending its zoning ordinance for several months. Township minutes
indicate they are working under a moratorium applicable to all applications for site plan review and have requested
a review of only the following sections of their zoning ordinance.

Article Il Definitions, Section 2.2

Acrticle 111 General Provisions

Section 3.8 Use of Lots for Lake Access Easements

Section 3.9 Docks, Moorings and Boats

Section 3.18 Small Wind Energy Conversion Systems (WECS)
Section 3.19 Small Solar Energy Systems

Section 3.21 Agriculture Related Enterprises

Acrticle IX Agricultural District

Acrticle XIII Site Plan Review

Avrticle XIV Special Land Use Review

Acrticle XVII Waterfront Overlay District

Acrticle XVIII Mineral Extraction Overlay District

Staff Note: The township will still need to submit the entire draft zoning ordinance, including any maps, to the
County for review.


https://www.leelanau.gov/downloads/ordinance_effective_42723
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Appendix - Correspondence from Centerville Township



Gail Myer

From: Chris Grobbel <grobbelenvironmental@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2024 10:56 AM

To: Gail Myer

Cc: Joe Mosher; Jenny Herman; Lindy Kellogg; Ron Schaub; Lauren Teichner; Steve Yoder

Subject: Re: County Planning Review Request - Centerville Twp Zoning Ordinance Amendments
(8/7/24)

Correct, and | think | have passed that along twice prior. Thanks Gail.

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 22, 2024, at 10:52 AM, Gail Myer <gmyer@Ieelanau.gov> wrote:

Just to be clear, this request is not for a review of the entire ZO. It is a request to review these specific
sections of the ZO. The final proposed draft of the ZO including any maps will need to come back to the
county for review.

Gail Myjer

Planning Director

Planning & Community Development
8527 E. Government Center Dr. Ste. 108
Suttons Bay, Ml 49682

231-256-9812

<image001.png>

From: Joe Mosher <moshercentervilletwp@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2024 8:13 AM

To: Chris Grobbel <grobbelenvironmental@gmail.com>

Cc: Gail Myer <gmyer@leelanau.gov>; Jenny Herman <JHerman@Ieelanau.gov>; Lindy Kellogg
<lkelloggcentervillepc@gmail.com>; Ron Schaub <centervilletwpsupervisor@gmail.com>; Lauren
Teichner <lauren@teichnerlaw.com>

Subject: Re: County Planning Review Request - Centerville Twp Zoning Ordinance Amendments (8/7/24)

One additional item to offer: the Centerville PC has a special meeting scheduled on Sep 17 to consider
comments from both legal and county planning reviews before moving the ZO forward to the township
board for consideration.The township board is expected to take up review in the Oct meeting ahead of
the moratorium expiring at the end of the month.

Joe Mosher

Planning Commission

Board of Trustees

Centerville Township | Leelanau County

On Wed, Aug 21, 2024 at 4:31 PM Chris Grobbel <grobbelenvironmental@gmail.com> wrote:
1




Hi Gail
Just a review of the proposed amendments would be great. Yes, the revised sections will be forwarded
for Township Board consideration/adoption immediately following PC consideration of county planning

comments. We are working under a soon to expire moratorium. Thanks Gail.

Chris

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 21, 2024, at 4:21 PM, Gail Myer <gmyer@leelanau.gov> wrote:

Hi Chris,
Could you please clarify a couple things for me:
1. Areyou requesting a review of the entire ZO or are you just asking for a review
of these two sections?

2. Areyou trying to adopt these two sections prior to the whole ordinance
review?

Gail Myjer

Planning Director

Planning & Community Development
8527 E. Government Center Dr. Ste. 108
Suttons Bay, Ml 49682

231-256-9812
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From: Chris Grobbel <grobbelenvironmental@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, August 7, 2024 11:12 AM

To: Gail Myer <gmyer@Ieelanau.gov>; Jenny Herman <JHerman@leelanau.gov>
Cc: Lindy Kellogg <lkelloggcentervillepc@gmail.com>; Joe Mosher
<moshercentervilletwp@gmail.com>; Ron Schaub
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<centervilletwpsupervisor@gmail.com>; Lauren Teichner <lauren@teichnerlaw.com>
Subject: County Planning Review Request - Centerville Twp Zoning Ordinance
Amendments (8/7/24)

Hello Gail & Jenny,

The Centerville Township Planning Commission (PC) has been working diligently over
the past few months (and under a site plan moratorium) to amend significant portions
of its Zoning Ordinance (ZO). Per the Michigan Zoning Enabling Act, the PC requests
your department's review of and comment on the attached final DRAFT ZO.

Please note and focus your review on:

1. New Sections: Sec 3.18 Small WECS; Sec 3.19 Small Solar Energy Systems; Sec 3.21
Agriculture-related Enterprises; Article XIV Special Land Use Review; Article XVII
Waterfront Overlay District; and Article XVIII Mineral Extraction Overlay District.

2. Amended Sections: Sec 3.8 Use of Lots for Lake Access Easements; Sec 3.9 Dock,
Moorings and Boats; Article IX Agricultural District; Article XllI Site Plan Review; and
related Sec 2.2: Definitions.

As the Township Planner, thank you in advance for your review and comment. Please
acknowledge receipt, and let me know how long you think it will require for your
review and comment. Thank you very much!

Sincerely,

Christopher P Grobbel, PhD
GROBBEL ENVIRONMENTAL & PLANNING ASSOCIATES
PO BOX 58

Lake Leelanau, M| 49653



231-499-7165

grobbelenvironmental@gmail.com




CENTERVILLE TOWNSHIP

PLANNING COMMISSION
Lindy Kellogg, Chairperson; Rolf von Walthausen, Vice Chair;
Joe Mosher, Board Representative;
Mary Beeker, Secretory; Noel Bielaczyc, member;
Chris Grobbel, Planner

Centerville Township Hall
June 3, 2024, Regular Meeting, Draft Minutes

Call to Order: Lindy Kellogg, Chair, called the meeting to order at 6:32 p.m.
Attendance: Lindy Kellogg, Mary Beeker, Rolf von Walthausen
Absent: Joe Mosher, Noel Beilaczyc
* Staff Present: Township Planner, Chris Grobbel
* Public attendance: 16 in person
1, REVIEW AND APPROVE AGENDA
a. Approval of the minutes of April 1, 2024 and Aprll 29, 2024 needs to be added to
the agenda.
ACTION: Beeker moved to approve the agenda as presented and amended;
supported by von Walthausen. Mation carried.
. PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING THE AGENBA (and any non-agenda items not
relating to the zoning ordinance) " L
A question from the pubilc How many more meetlngs will there be allowing public
comment about the zonlng ordinance?
There will probably be 2 morg meehngs
IR DECLARATION OF CONFLICT OF INTEREST - None
V. REVISE/APPRQ\IE MEETING MINUTES
April 1,2024, Regular: meeting
ACTION: Beeker movet) to approve the minutes of April 1, 2024 as presented:;
supported by Ven__WaEt_hausen Motion carried.
April 29, 2024, Spécial meeting ,
ACTION: Von Walthausen moved to approve the minutes of April 29 as presented;
supported by Beeker. Motion carried.
May 6. 2024, Regular meeting
ACTION: Beeker moved to approve the minutes of May 6, 2024 as presented:
supported by von Walthausen, Motion carried.
V. REPORT FROM TOWNSHIP BOARD REPRESENTATIVE
No report
Vi REPORT FROM ZA REPRESENTATIVE
No report
VIl. TOWNSHIP PLANNER REPORT
The Planning Commission will be looking at conditional rezoning after this process is
over. They are currently working on a ZBA variance: the old store on Good Harbor
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VIIL.

Trail; the Irwin property. Grobbel has found previous septic ordinance files and will
bring them to the Commission.

OPEN PUBLIC HEARING ON ZONING ORDINANCE REVISIONS {limit of 3 minutes per
person, unless extended by Chair)

Public comments received via mail or email will be included in the meeting minutes.
Don Baty ~ He expressed his appreciation for the effort of the Planning Commission
in revising the zoning ordinance. The Township is a leader and an example for other
townships. He encouraged the consideration of marinas in the waterfront overlay
district. He feels the ordinance does not go far enough. The marinas now on the
lake are sufficient. He is also aware of EGLE predisposition about hardened sea
walls. It is important that this subject to the zoning ordinance.

Tim Wilson — He is concerned that park models are prohibited in the campgrounds.
The definitions in the ordinance for park models are inaccurate. The utilities are not
attached to the park models. Also, there is contradlctary Fanguage about what is an
RV and what is not an RV, : :

Jeff Rose ~ The park was listed as a marina_y-eajrs ago. There have been park models
for 50 years. It feels it was offensive that this.was brought up. The park models are
400 square feet or less. Many are affordable housmg for people. They also provide
revenue for Centerville Township. -

Nancy Popa — She is representing the LLLA and she expressed her support and
appreciation for the waterfront overlay dlstrlct ‘Limitations on docks and boats,
impervious surfaces, setbacks, limits on seawalls and marinas are appreciated.
Seawalls should be prohibited: because they are detrimental to the land, wave

. energy, and wildlife. She supports the written comments from David Baty

Michelle Uhaze ~ She relayed a comment from Derenda Lefevre thanking the PC for
the ADA Ianguage in the ordinance.

She relayed a comment from Dave Lefevre thanking the PC for their hours and
thoughtful cqrwe_rsahon:about farm stays. Farm stays are income for the farmers.
Farm stays must.comply with ADA and the issue needs more consideration for
reasonable limits inthe ordinance.

Michelle Uhaze gave her own comment. She would like to see language similar to
Cleveland Township and Leelanau Township in the Centerville ordinance. She is in
favor of farm stays. The maximum size of each site needs to be defined. There
should be an 80-foot setbhack from adjacent property. The maximum occupancy of
each site needs to be defined. Quiet hours for generators need to be defined. A
person as an overseer needs to be available at all times.

Barclay Weich - The consideration of special use land use permits needs to consider
other special use land use permits already in the area.

Darlene Doorlag — She thanked the PC for their hours and tedious work. She
appreciates the changes concerning glamping enterprises. It will be helpful in
keeping the Township quiet and peaceful.

Bill Rastetter — He referred to his comment that was made in February. It was not
addressed in the most recent version on the ordinance. He feels that the ordinance
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needs to be written in a way that considers possible legal challenges in the future.
He noted a discrepancy in that the master plan is to be reviewed every 5 years. The
master plan is to be reviewed every 5 years. He feels that needs to be done before
the zoning ordinance is revised. It is very important that we anticipate legal
challenges.

Bill Walters — A lot was struck out in section 323.3. He feels that the PC is drifting
away from giving farmers the latitude in their livelihood.

Jeff Rose - The permit for a tasting room was denied to Amoritas vineyards. Now the
paved road was removed. The vineyard moved their tasting room to Lake Leelanau.
Now they are looking to make the property into a glamping campground.

PUBLIC HEARING WAS CLOSED AT 7:08 P.M.

PLANNING AND ZONING ISSUES
Business o S
* Kellogg will create a spreadsheet of public comments.fdr further review of
the zoning ordinance. it will be organized by-date, name of commenter,
subject of the comment, and the sectlon of the ordinance referenced.
Meetings were tentatively scheduled for June 17, June 20, and July 11 at 6:30
p.m. -

* Moratorium Timeframe discussion’
Chris Grobbel reviewed f:he pfdtéss Once the document is ready, the
attorney will review it and’ then. the County Planning Department will review
it. The Planning Department can make recommendations but cannot change
the dgcument, The zoning ordinance would then go to the Board for
approval. Grobbel suggested an extension of the moratorium considering the
time it will take to get this process done. The due date for the moratorium is
currently June 30. Grobbel suggested two extra meeting to discuss 1) all ag-
related comments and 2) the waterfront overlay district. He also suggested
that Bill Walter’s concerns about the master plan review be looked into. The
Board will decide whether to ask for an extension to the moratorium.
ACTION: Beeker moved to request the Board to extend the moratorium to
the end of August, 2024; supported by von Walthausen. Motion carried.

* Other Business
Grobbel mentioned another item that will be discussed in the future.
Landowners can request that their property be rezoned. It is supposed to be
a negotiation with the Township. The Township has to allow. More
information will come from Grobbel when this subject is discussed.

* No luly meeting
Generaily, the PC does not meet in July, but a tentative meeting has been
scheduled for July 11.
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X. PUBLIIC COMMENT
Bill Rastetter - He asked about the 3 extra meetings.
Rebecca Carison - She does not live in Centerville Township but she wanted to thank
the Commission for being a leader and providing an example for other Townships.
She is concerned about how far from adjacent property owners will be these new
developments be. How will their privacy be protected?
Don Baty ~ He questioned when the revision of the ordinance be available. Grobbel
responded and added that ordinance will be formatted in an user friendly manner.
Baty asked about tracking the changes. There is a way to track the changes and
comments but it is complicated. Dates can be put in with the comments that come
in. The edited version is kept only by Grobbel to ensure that the document is not
inadvertently edited -
deff Rose — He is concerned about a glamping development that may be built a half
mile away from his home. He feels that the occupants will want access to the water
and will be walking through the park. He is not in favor of this traffic in the park.
They want to access to water. They will walk-throl_igh our park.
Rodney Reicha — He asked about lot divisions and -how much can a farm be broken
up into lots. Grobbel explained It would depend on the Township ordinance as well
as Ml law on land division, which Grobbel explained
Jeff Rose - He stated that it would have been better to approve the tasting room on
Amore Road because now they are trying to make it a glamping campground.

Xl.  ADJOURNMENT -
The meeting was adjourned at 7:38 p.m.

Respectfully submitted, .
Cindy Kacin
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PUBLIC COMMENTS (attachment to the 6-3-24 meeting minutes)

---------- Forwarded message ~--------

From: Steve Hamilton <hamiltonsteve811@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, May 14, 2024 at 7:52 AM

Subject: Zoning Ordinance - further suggestions

To: <ikelloggcentervillepc@gmail.com>, <rolf.centervillepc@gmail.com>; Joe Mosher
<moshercentervilletw mail.com>, <mbeekercentervillepc@gmaijl.com>,

<noel.centervifllepc@gmail.com>, <grobbelenvironmental@gmail.com>

Dear Planning Commission and Dr. Grobbel,

Those of us who are particularly concerned about the expansion of commercial resorts in the
township, and have been represented in all 11 meetings regjardjng the Zoning Ordinance
revision, wish to offer some additional revision"S::._.tci.th‘at section (please see attached). Thanks to
research by Derenda, we have found ways to tighten up the language and use clear definitions
with citable sources. We hope you find this helpful.

The two attached files are identicalin content and in the form of a PDF and a Pages file. A clean
version follows the marked-up one..

We feel that these suggestions are- |mportant enough that they should be discussed at the May
21st meeting, assuming there wouid be enough time to incorporate text edits before the public
hearing 13 days later. -

| notice that the Mlchigan Zonlng Enabllng Act that evidently governs these things does say this
in regard to public hearings in general: “..the local unit of government shall publish notice of
the hearing in a newspaper of general circulation in the local unit of government not less than
15 days before the date of the 'hearing.” I am not sure of the requirements for making a
document available in advance, if there are any, or if that is normally done for something like
this.

By the way, | also came across this in your PC Bylaws: "All public hearings held by the Planning
Commission must be part of a regular or special meeting of the Planning Commission.”

| imagine that you're aware of those two things but thought | should make note of them just in
case, and if the regular meeting is a requirement, perhaps that needs to be on the list of
eventual bylaws updates.

We would appreciate confirmation of the June 3rd date for the public hearing as soon as it is
finalized, since the newspaper only comes once a week.

Thank you for considering this, and we appreciate all of your diligent work on the revisions!
Sincerely,

Steve Hamilton
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Emrma Rosi
Derenda LeFevre
Dave Lefevre
Michele Uhaze
William UHaze
Barclay Welch
Kristen Welch
Nicole Coonradt
James Holleman

SECTION 3.22 AGRICULTURE-RELATED ENTERPRISES -FOURISM

Section 3.22.1 Intent, Goals, Purposes, and Limits

This Section is intended to support the economic sustamablllty and resiliency of local
farms,—smalt-farms -and-current-trends-in-farm-stays , allow flex1bihty for growers to
diversify farm income, and meet the changes in market, social and envnronmentai
conditions through agricultural-related enterprises-and ‘accessory uses compatible with
the rural character of the Township. Agriculture-related enterprises refers to -means the
practice s of visiting an agricultural operation for the purposes of farm product
purchase, farm related-recreation, farm-related: educatlon, or active public involvement in
the farm operation. For farms that are actlvely growing: products for on-site and/or off-
site sale, agriculture-related enterprise uses ¢an provide improved sales, marketing and
additional farm-related income oppartumtles '

Wmmmwmmmm%m

A. The goals of these provisions are:

1. To maintain and promote agriculture and agriculture-related activities.

2. To preserve open space and farmland.

3. To maintain the Township's agricultural heritage and rural character.

4. To increase community benefits by having fresh, local agricultural products for sale and
working classrooms to educate school children, residents and tourists.

5. Toincrease agriculture-related enterprises that contribute to the general economic
condition of the Township -area and region.

B. The purposes of this Section are:

1. To provide standard definitions related to agricultur e-aHourism-and-agriculitre -

related enterprises and uses.
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2. To provide a list of permitted -agrieuftural-tourism agriculture-related enterprises
and uses for working farms.

3. To provide a mechanism for allowing creative uses that need a site plan review
and/or special land use permit to guide and regulate -agrieultural-tourism agriculture-
related enterprises and uses on working farms.

4, To provide for a clear understanding of the expectations for agricultur e-atHourism

and -agriculitre - related enterprises and uses for farm operators, local residents,
other businesses and local officials.

c. This Section requires that all of the following are met;

1. Agricultur e-aHGHH-SH‘l—a-Hd—&g-HGH-H-H-Fe related enterpnses and uses are

allowed only on working farms.

2. Afarm's size must be adequate: to accommodate any agriculture-related
enterprises and uses so as not to create a nuisance or a hazard. Issues affected by
farm size include, but are not. Irmlted to; sethacks for noise abatement, adequate off
road parking space, adequate parklng argas, etc,

3, Sales shall be hmlted to farm products and cottage foods ~in-eempl1anee

GAAMPS cannot be requn’ed or regulated locally. GAAMPS are opt-in guidelines only.
The statement above is from the MSU Extension CLFE Session 2 - Understanding
L.ocal Zoning, RTF, and Farm Market GAAMPS.

A Supportive Source can be found at: https://www.canr.msu.edu/resources/
who_is_protected_from_zoning_regulation_und er_the_right_to_farm_act_rtfa

a. Afarm product means those plants and animals useful to humans produced
by agriculture and includes, but i is hot limited to forages and sod crops,
grains and feed crops, field crops, dairy and dairy products, poultry and
poultry products, cervidae, fivestock {including breeding and grazing),
equine, fish and other aquacultural products, bees and bee products,
berries, herbs, fruits, vegetables, flowers, seeds, grasses, nursery stock,
trees and tree products, mushrooms and other similar products, or any
other product which incorporates the use of food, feed, fiber, or fur as
determined by the Michigan Commission of Agriculture & Rural
Development.

Source: IIVIDARD GAAMPS for Farm Markots:
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https:/iwww.michigan.gov/mdard/-/media/Project/Websites/mdard/documents/ environment/rtf/
2024-GAAMPs/Farm-Markets-GAAMPs-2024.pdf?rev=eab4f7

600c684af58b8bcdd4972d2¢d38&hash=074C879C2DE176A67D25FBCDES7
B13D5

b. Cottage Foods means non-potentially hazardous foods that do not require
time and/or temperature control for safety and can be produced in a home
kitchen (the kitchen of the person’s primary domestic residence) for direct
sale to customers at farmers markets, farm markets, roadside stands or
other direct markets. The products can't be sold to retail stores;
restaurants; over the Internet; by mail order; or to wholesalers, brokers or
other food distributors who resell foods.

Source: Right To Farm Resources, Cottage Food Law:
https://www.michigan.gov/mdard/food-dairy/michigan-cottage-foods-informati
on _ :

4. At least 50-percent of products sold or 50-percent of income earned—mustbe
preduced must come from products produced on. the working farm or a
commonly owned off-site farm or facility.

Source: Right To Farm Act:

https://Awww.michigan. govlmdard/enwronment/rtflrlght-to farm-program

> - related enterprises and uses must meet all
other relevant Townshlp zomng requlrements -erdinanees plus all health, building,
road, safety, and all other applicable local, state and federal regulations -ane-eedes
including environmental and agricultural laws . Source: https://www.michigan.gov/
mdard/environment/rtf/gaamps-

6. Agricultural operatlons whose gross revenues are solely or primarily derived from
alcoholic products..are not included under this Section -these-previsioas . This
Section does not expand uses permitted for production, processing, or sale of
alcoholic products or otherwise reduce the restrictions applicable under state or local
laws.

: - : Reasonrng for deletlon If 1t is covered ina partlcular
GAAIVIP it's off Ilmlts to Iocal regulation. Conversely, if it is not covered in the RTF Act
or in a GAAMP, it is fair game to regulate locally. Additionally, as a local government
you can't request things i n a site plan that are covered by a GAAMP, only things that
are not covered by the GAAMP.

The statement above is from the MSU Extension CLFE Session 2 - Understanding
Local Zoning, RTF, and Farm Market GAAMPS.

A Supportive Source can be found at:
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https://www.canr.msu.edu/resources/who_is _protected_from_zoning_regulation_und
er_the_right_to_farm_act_rtfa)

8. Sales and Uses not allowed include but are not limited to:

a. Fuel or related products

b. Tobacco products

c. Marijuana products

d. Alcoholic beverages uniess the operation is licensed by the State of Michigan .-
are-produced-on -andfor-by-the-woerking-farm: e. Lottery tickets

f. Vehicles, recreational vehicles or related products and facilities

g. Flea markets

h. Fireworks as defined by the Michigan Fireworks Safety Act, P.A. 256 of 2011, as
amended, including hut not limited to consumer, novelty, low impact and display
fireworks. i. Restaurants

j- Campgrounds

9. Hours of operation shall be from -elﬂsk- dawn to —elawn dusk with quiet hours
enforced from 10pm to 7am. . - :

10. Documentation that an agriculture-related enterprise or use is operating within
these limits must be made available toir‘t‘he.r'_l_'_@wn-ship “HpeR-request:

Section 3.22.2 Agricultur e isr-and-agriedlitre - related enterprises and -tewrism uses,
within the limits set above, permltted by rrght for worklng farms in the Agricultural -apy-zening
District. ‘ _ .

A. Agriculture- related entarpnses —teaﬁsm and uses include the following, as well as
other substantially similar'uses or: activities that occur as necessary on a farm in
connection with. the commermal production, harvesting, and storage of farm products:

Roadside stands =~ -

On-farm market

Direct to customer sale and distribution

Value-added (other than aicohol products) processing of products grown on the farm
Bak-iagr ed goods for sale at the on-farm market or local farmers markets

Corn & hay mazes

Sleigh & hay rides

Horse rides

U-pick farms and S|m|Iar uses

YN0 A LN

10. Pumpkin patches, and similar uses
11. Farm Stays of four (4) or less campsites per parcel.;-glamping-sites;tents;
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A Farm Stay is a building or place that provides temporary or short-term
accommodations to paying guests on a working farm as a secondary business to
primary production. Source: Leelanau Twp. ZO

Definition of a campsite: A minimum of 50'x50' in size to accommodate a parking space,

tent, cabin, or recreational vehicle, table & seating, fire pit & seating area
Source: hitps://www.in .gov/dnr/forestryfiles/designingrecfac.pdf
a. Acceptable accommodations include:
I A tent, defined as a collapsible shelter or other fabric stretched and
sustained by poles.

ii. A vehicular-type unit, primarily designed as temporary living quarters

for recreational camping, or travel use, which either has its own
motive power or is mounted on or drawn by another vehicle.
ii. A camping cabin is a hard-sided shelter that is less than 400 square
feet in area.
Source: Leelanau Twp. ZO
b. No more than 2 vehicles allowed per campsute _
Source: _https://www.michigan, dov/dnt/places/state-parks/rules
c. Recreational fires must be contained w1th|n fixed pits or rings.

Source: Leelanau Twp. ZO

d. A potable water source and restroom must be provided for tent and camping

cabin accommodations.

Reason: A restroom could be a port a-John Vehlcular-type units will be self-
contained. Farmers couid also choose to offer only vehicular sites and not need
to provide these amenltles .
e. The parcel owner or farm manager must reside on the property and is
responsible for enforclng all conditions above.
*Set-back buffers, maximum occlipancy, and campsite size have all been areas of
concern during ‘our group discussions and we would like the PC to discuss in further
detail how we can ensure reasonable guidelines that balance the needs of the farmer
and the privacy and comfort of the neighboring property owners.

. I ts BoF -6 !_,
Reason: How would this be enforceable? It feels a bit restrictive for vacationers visiting
our area.

12, Farm Tours, Demonstrations, Cooking and other classes utilizing farm
products, and
Farm-to-Table Dinners

Allowed by GAAMPS Farm Markets and cannot be locally regulated

C. Small non-agriculturally related events meeting the following:

1.One (1) on-snte event per month and no more than three (3) events per year shall
occur under this Section.

Centerville Planning Meeting, 6-3-24
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2, Subject to notification to the Zoning Administrator at least -severn fourteen -(7)- (14)
days in advance of
the event.

3. Shall otherwise comply with Section 9. 5 .9: Events - Wineries, Meaderies,
Distilleries and Cideries of this Zoning Ordinance.

Section 3.22.3 Other agriculture-etteurism-and-agrieulture - related enterprises and uses or
uses accessory to a working farm's operation may be approved subject to Site Plan Review per

Article 13 and Special Land Uses per Article 14 of the Zoning Ordinance.

Reason for deleted text below: The language is covered in'Ar_t_icIes 13 and 14 and should be
removed from this section to maintain clarity and accuracy in requirements.

R T
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Hor, bat taoili | sanitation. |
CLEAN COPY: Includes all of the PC edits and our group edits.
SECTION 3.22 AGRICULTURE-RELATED ENTERPRISES TOURISM'

Section 3.22.1 Intent, Goals, Purposes, and Limits

This Section is intended to support the economic sustainability and resiliency of local farms,
allow flexibility for growers to diversify farm ingome, and-mieet the changes in market, social
and environmental conditions through agricultural-related enterprises and accessory uses
compatible with the rural character of the Township. Agriculture-related enterprises refers to the
practices of visiting an agricultural operation for the purposes of farm product purchase, farm
related-recreation, farm-related edugation; or active public involvement in the farm operation.
For farms that are actively growing_.pr'Oduc_th for on-site and/or off-site sale, agriculture-related
enterprise uses can provide im'prov_ed salgs, marketing and additional farm-related income
opportunities. AR

A. The goals of these provisions are:

1. To maintain ar__i-dpromot':e-_;agriculture and agriculture-related activities.

2. To preserve open space and farmland.

3. To maintain the Township's agricultural heritage and rural character.

4. To increase community benefits by having fresh, local agricultural products for sale
and working classrooms to educate school children, residents and tourists.

5. To increase agriculture-related enterprises and uses that contribute to the general
economic condition of the Township area and region.

B. The purposes of this Section are:

1. To provide standard definitions related to agriculture-related enterprises and uses.

2. To provide a list of permitted agriculture-related enterprises and uses for working farms.

3. To provide a mechanism for allowing creative uses that need a site plan review and/ or
special land use permit to guide and regulate agriculture-related enterprises and uses
on working farms.

4. To provide for a clear understanding of the expectations for agriculture-related
enterprises and uses for farm operators, local residents, other businesses and local
officials.

C. This Section requires that all of the following are met:
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1. Agriculture-related enterprises and uses are aliowed only on working farms.

2, Afarm's size must be adequate to accommodate any agriculture-related enterprises
and uses so as not to create a nuisance or a hazard.

3. Sales shall be limited to farm products and cottage foods.

a.

A farm product means those plants and animals useful to humans
produced by agriculture and includes, but is not limited to forages and sod
crops, grains and feed crops, field crops, dairy and dairy products, poultry
and poultry products, cervidae, livestock (including breeding and grazing),
equine, fish and other aguacultural products, bees and bee products,
berries, herbs, fruits, vegetables, flowers, seeds, grasses, nursery stock,
trees and tree products, mushrooms and other similar products, or any
other product which incorporates the use of food, feed, fiber, or fur as
determined by the Michigan Commission of Agrlculture & Rural
Development.

Cottage Foods means, non-potentially hazardous foods that do not require
time and/or temperature control for safety and can be produced in a home
kitchen (the kitchen of the person's primary domestic residence) for
direct sale to customers at farmers markets, farm markets, roadside
stands or other direct markets. The: products cannot be sold to retail
stores; restaurants; over the Internet; by mail order; or to wholesalers,
brokers or other food distributors who resell foods.

4. At least 50-percent of products sold or 50~percent of your income must come from
products produced on the working farmi.or a commonly owned off-site farm or facility.
5. Agriculture-related enterprises and uses mu51 meet all other relevant Township zoning
requirements plus all health; buridlng, road, safety, and all other applicable local, state

and federal regulations _mcludlng __e_nvlronmental and agricultural laws.

8. Agricultural operations whose gross revenues are solely or primarily derived from
alcoholic products. are not ificluded under this Section. This Section does not expand
uses permitted er productlon ‘processing, or sale of alcoholic products or otherwise
reduce the restrlctrons apphcabre under state or local laws.

7.Sales and Uses’ hot allowed include but are not limited to:

a. Fuel or related products

b. Tobacco products”

o. Marijuana products

d. Alcoholic beverages unless the operation is licensed by the State of Michigan
e. Lottery tickets

f. Vehicles, recreational vehicles or related products and facilities

g. Flea markets

h. Fireworks as defined by the Michigan Fireworks Safety Act, P.A. 256 of 2011, as
amended, including but not limited to consumer, novelty, low impact and display
fireworks. i. Restaurants

j. Campgrounds

8. Hours of operation shall be from dawn to dusk, with quiet hours enforced from 10pm to

fam.

9. Documentation that an agriculture-related enterprise or use is operating within these
fimits must be made available to the Township.
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Section 3.22.2 Agriculture-related enterprises and uses, within the limits set above, permitted
by right for working farms in the Agricuttural District.

A. Agriculture-related enterprises and uses include the following, as well as other
substantially similar uses or activities that occur as necessary on a farm in connection
with the commercial production, harvesting, and storage of farm products:

© PN OE LN

Roadside stands

On-farm market

Direct to customer sale and distribution

Value-added (other than alcohol products) processing of products grown on the farm
Baked goods for sale at the on-farm market or local farmers markets

Corn & hay mazes

Sleigh & hay rides

Horse rides

. U-pick farms, and similar uses

10. Pumpkin patches, and similar uses -
11. Farm Stays of four (4) or less campsites per parcel.
a. Acceptable accommodations include:

m e a0 o

h.

i. Atent, defined as a collapsible shelter or other fabric stretched and
sustained by poles. B

ii. A vehicular-type unit, primarily designed as temporary living quarters for
recreational camping, or travel use, which either has its own motive
power or is mounted on orf drawn by another vehicle.

ii. A camping cabin is a hard-sided shelter that is less than 400 square feet
in area. o 3

{ Campsite size guidelines}

No mare than 2-vehicles allowed per campsite.

{ Maximum occupancy of people per site.}

Recreational fires must be contained within fixed pits or rings.

A potable water source and restroom must be provided for tent and

camping-cabin” accommodations.

{Set-back buffer/Noise and sound abatement guidelines}

The parcel owner or farm manager must reside on the property and is

responsible for enforcing all conditions above.

12. Farm Tours, Demonstrations, Cooking and other classes utilizing farm products, and
Farm-to-Table Dinners.

C. Small non-agriculturaily related events meeting the following:

1. One (1) on-site event per month and no more than three (3) events per year shall occur
under this Section.

2. Subject to notification to the Zoning Administrator at least fourtesn (14) days in
advance of the event. _

3. Shall otherwise comply with Section 9.5.9: Events - Wineries, Meaderies, Distilleries
and Cideries of

this Zoning Crdinance.
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Section 3.22.3 Other agriculture-related enterprises and uses or uses accessory to a working
farm’s operation may be approved subject to Site Plan Review per Article 13 and Special Land
Uses per Article 14 of the Zoning Ordinance.

—————————— Forwarded message -------—-
From: Derenda LeFevre <derendalefevre@email.com> :
Date: Wed, May 29, 2024 at 5:40 PM

Subject: Public Comment for June 3rd Public Hearing

To: Joe Masher <moshercentervilletwp@gmail.com>, Lindy Kellogg <lkelloggcentervillepc mail.com>,
<noel.bielaczyc@gmail.com>, <mbeekercentervillepc@gmail.com>, <rolf.centervillenc mail.com>,

<grobbelenvironmental@gmail.com>

Cc: David Lefevre <bigwavedavebs@®@gemail.com>

Hi again, . _
Per your suggestion, Joe, | reviewed the description at the beginning of the Ag-Related
Enterprises Ordinance. It is clear as to the intentions pf"&he ordinance and well-written.

Here is the MSU Extension lesson | mentioned in a previoUs email: Understanding Local Zoning,
RTF, and Farm Market GAAMPS '
https://mediaspace.msu.edu/media/CLEE+Session+2+- -
+Understanding+Local+Zoning%2C+RTF%2 C+and-+Farm+Market+GAAMPS/1 h12hSh25

With the May 21st meeting being"ta'néélz'l-e'd, I'm uDd-erstanding that we have the Public Hearing
on June 3rd as well as the Special Meeting on June 17th to hear discussion and comment on the
changes to the ZO. Is that still correct?

I'am unable to attend the Public 'H:-éaring: as we are out of town, but will submit additional
comment prior to June 3rd.

Can someone reply to confirm the next two opportunities for public comment, please?

Thanks,
Derenda

Hello Lindy, Rolf, Joe, Noel, Mary, and Chris!

First, we'd like to thank you all for the hours you have given and thoughtful
conversation you have had to update this zoning ordinance. As prospective farmers
and as residents we strive to balance the needs of both in our suggestions for the Ag-
Related Enterprises section of the ordinance.
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Farm Stays are an important tool for farmers to supplement their income and we
support the current limitations on the number of sites per parcel. We also believe
there needs to be additional structure built around these stays to mitigate nuisance
and protect the environment. We also know that as places of public accommodation,
these farm stays must also comply with the ADA.

The current limitations on overnights (2) is very restrictive and doesn’t allow for even a
long weekend vacation or ag-related workshops. The growing season requirements
also feel restrictive as there are many opportunities for ag-related classes that take
place outside of the growing season AND the farmers have the time to do these
classes, tours, etc. when they're not busy running their farm operation. If you restrict
these, how would you even enforce them? Might it be better to allow more freedom
within the other limitations set?

The only rental accommodations allowed are Bed & Breakfasts and Farm Stays

Is there a reason that Guest Houses are not allowed to be used in the same way as
B&B’s and Farm Stays (limited to 4 rooms) or as lohig term rentals such as seasonal
labor housing (for the farm owner or othér local farm owners) on working farms?

This section of the ordinance needs furthéf consideration to clarify and set reasonable
limits and reasonable freedoms forfarmers. It does clearly restrict large scale/resort
type farm stays and we appreciate and support that.

Thank you for considering our s'ugi_g_e.stions and for the work that you have done to
maintain the rural and peaceful nature of our township.

We're making the following suggestions for changes to the Ag-Related Enterprises
Ordinance: o

Section 3.21 Agriculture-Related Tourism

REMOVE 3.21.2.11&12 and create a separate section for Farm Stays (see below)
3.21.2.A REPLACE current 11 with “Farm tours, demonstrations, cooking and other
classes utilizing farm products, and farm-to-table dinners” (Allowed under GAAMPS)
REMOVE 3.21.3.A&B (redundant, refer to site plan requirements and special land use
permits instead)

3.21.C.3. REPLACE with "Sales shall be limited to farm products as defined by the
Right To Farm Act and value-added products that comply with the Michigan Cottage
Foods Law.”

3.21.C.8 ADD j. Campgrounds
3.21.C.9 AMEND “dusk to dawn” to "dawn to dusk”
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ADD 3.21.2.C Farm Stays

A maximum of four (4) campsites, glamping sites, cabins, rooms or similar total
overnight accommodations may be located on any working farm without issuance of
a land use permit, provided the following conditions and limitations are met:

1. Provide one off-street parking space for each site.

2. A register of guests shall be maintained by the Farm Stay establishment.

3. Accommodations must be maintained in a reasonable state of repair.

4. Will not constitute a public or private nuisance.

2. Recreational fires must be contained within fixed pits or rings.

6. Will not be used as a permanent dwelling.

7. Meets Benzie-Leelanau District Health Department requirements for sanitary waste
disposal and potable water supply, and _

8. As a place of public accommodation, farm stays must comply with the ADA.

9. The parcel owner or farm manager must reside on the property and is responsible
for enforcing all conditions above. _ 3
10. Farm stay establishments must complete a 'd'is.’c-l‘o_s_ure form that states their
compliance with the requirements listed above. =~

Article 9.1.B.12 Contradicts the uses permiﬂéd-by-right in 3.21 Ag-Related
Enterprises by listing Ag-related Enterprises as a Special Land Use Permitted By
Special Approval. ST

This seems to imply that non-working fa_rm_s can also apply for special land use
permits for ag-related enterpriges. Th'ere-arze'many ag-related enterprises and uses
permitted by right as well. .~

| also want to thank you for your attention to including ADA language in the Site Plan
Review section of the zoning-ordinance. As a long time ally of the disabled
community, | applaud you in taking the steps to include language that supports and
strengthens the Americans with Disabilities Act at the local level. As a recreational
therapist | see the impact the inclusion of this language will have on the future
development of public spaces and accommodations within Centerville Township. This
is the beginning of a larger shift in our area to recognize the rights and the humanity
of disabled people who live, work, and play here and to prioritize access for people
with disabilities in more areas of community life. Thank youl

The following language still needs to be included in the final updates to replace

outdated language.
Section 16.9.B.5
Proposed new language: |
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"All notices should invite people to write or call, a minimum of 48 hours in advance of
the meeting, to inquire about specific access needs including, but not limited to ASL
interpreter, wheelchair access, large print materials, screen reader compatible
materials, etc.”

Thank you,
Derenda and Dave LeFevre

Dear Centerville Township Planning Commission,

I'am writing to express my support for the new Centerville Township zoning ordinance that has
been modified over the last 6 months. Although [ believe that there are some edits needed to
finalize the zoning ordinance (please see letter from Stephen Hamilton 'e‘t__a;l. dated May 14th), in
general | am supportive of the direction that the planning commission has taken. 1am
especially supportive of the efforts to promote agriculturaliy-related enterprises while
protecting the rural character of our township by limiting the humber of farmstays and by
defining what constitutes these activities, | also suggest that thé Planning Commission consider
language heing adopted by Leelanau Townshlp that hmlts farmstays to working farms where the
property owner lives onsite to enforce regulatlons such as quiet hours, etc. {see Leelanau Ticker
article on May 29th, 2024). ' Lo

I would Ilke to express my grat!tude to the commission for the careful and thoughtful
deliberative process that you have conducted over the last 6 months,

Sincerely,

Emma Rosi

5685 E. Amore Road
Lake Leelanau, Ml
49653

Dear Planning Commission and Dr. Grobbel,

| cannot attend the public hearing, so | write to express my support for the revisions of the
Zoning Ordinance. The document is much improved. Importantly, it is now clear that large-scale
commercial resorts are not permitted on agriculturally zoned lands as an "agriculture-related
enterprise.” The waterfront overlay district is another important improvement.

| still feel that our previous suggestions (see my email of 14 May) deserve consideration; it is not
evident that they have been considered for version 12.
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Thank you for all of your diligent work on the revisions!
Sincerely,

Steve Hamilton
5685 E. Amore Road
Lake Leelanau

Michele Uhaze
6150 East Amore Road Resident

Fd like to thank the Planning Commission for their many hours dedicated to revising the zoning
ordinance. My husband Bill Uhaze and | attended every regular and special meeting the Planning
commission has had since December, and we appreciate the process and proposed updates to the
zoning ordinance. IR
After reviewing the Centerville Townships Zoning ordinance versian 12, | would like to submit the
following recommendations that would include language similar to Cleveland Townships zoning
ordinance and Leelanau Townships proposed chan-g__és__to_t.he'i_r“cur,rent Zoning ordinance. These changes
will allow for farm stays while continuing te preserve open‘space and protect the rural and peaceful
nature of our township while addressir’tg_’tonée_rns of neighboring properties regarding potential parties,
noise, traffic, overcrowding, trespassing, smoke and more.
Under Section 3.21.2 — Agriculture rel‘éted_'ehterpri’ses {etter A —in addition to what is listed in the
current draft, more specific Ianguage'fega_rding farm stay guidelines should include:

1. Maximum Size of eac{l’fﬁ-amp sité:should be defined

2. Maximum accupancy of campsite - recommend using language that states “2 adults per site,
excluding minor children”

3. 80-foot sethack ﬂ.‘om.nei'éhboring property
4. No gas or diesel generators
5. Quiet hours defined

6. Farm Manager/operator reside or be available 24/7

Thank you for the opportunity to provide our feedback and hope you will continue to refine the zoning
ordinance to meet the needs of not only our farmers but residents in Centerville Township.
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Lake Leelanau Lake Association’s Comments to the Centerville Township Planning
Commission Regarding the Proposed Zoning Ordinance Revisions
June 3, 2024

The Lake Leelanau Lake Association {LLLA), which is comprised of nearly 580 households in Leelanau
County would like to express support for the proposed waterfront overlay district provisions in the Draft
Centerville Township Zoning Ordinance version 12.

Specifically, the waterfront overlay district which contains provisions for limitations on dockage and
boats will protects the scenic character of our lakes as well as minimizes noise, pollution, and
disturbance of the benthic layer. The waterfront overlay district provisions will also minimizes run-off
through impervious surface limitations, setbacks, and vegetative buffers requires.

The LLLA believes that the Waterfront Overlay District should have.a prohibition on marinas due to the
intense activity associated with marinas in sensitive shallow water ecosystems.

The LLLA believes that the Waterfront Overlay District should have a prohibition on hardened seawails
also. Seawalls concentrate and deflect wave action onto surrounding areas and prevent shoreline
animals from natural movement patterns between the water arid land.

These proposed and suggested prowsu)ns can-and will have a substantial impact on the health of the
lakes and streams of Leelanau County, - :

Lastly, it is important that the zoning: Qrdlnance be clear, consnstent and unambiguous. To that end, LLLA
“supports the memo from Donald Baty of May 29,2024 that seeks to clarify the draft zoning ordinance.
On behalf of the Lake Leelanau Lake Association

Nancy Popa-President -~

Lindy

On Mon, Jun 3, 2024 at 4:33 PM Nicole Coonradt <nicole.coonradt@gmail.com> wrote:
Dear Lindy & PC Members:
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We had hope to attend tonight's meeting, but unexpected family business has delayed our return from
downstate travel. We realize these comments will not be part of the meeting since we are sending them
to you late afternoon, but we would like them on record. {See below.)

Thanks to all the PC for ongoing hard work on behalf of our township.
Sincerely,

Nicole Coonradi
James A Holleman

PS I volunteer copy editing service when you are ready to go final. - Nicole

TO: Centerville Township Planning Commission

FROM: James A Hoileman & Nicole Coonradt

ADDRESS: 5680 £ Amore Rd., Lake Leelanau, Ml 49653
RE: ZO Revisions o
MEETING DATE: June 3, 2024

We would like to extend our sincere gr_;a_tiﬁdeift‘i): the P—_l.':an'hing Commission for all of their time and
diligence over the last six months thfough a élaf_zgn_ public'meetings to revise the Centerville Township
Zoning Ordinance. We are in full support of the suggested revisions.

We would, however, like tg express -confierh_ with a lack of clarity regarding farm stays.

In ZO Draft 12, we are pleased that ptoposed changes will allow for farm stays while continuing to
preserve vital open spaces and protect the rural and peaceful nature of our township while addressing
concerns of heighboring properties regarding potential parties, noise, traffic, overcrowding, trespassing,
smoke, and more. '

Under Section 3.21.2 , AGRICULTURE-RELATED ENTERPRISES, A, p. 65: In addition to what is listed in the
current draft, more specific language regarding farm stay guidelines should include:

Maximum Size of each camp site;

Maximum Occupancy of campsite (we recommend, “2 adults per site, excluding minor children”);
At least an 80-foot setback from neighboring properties;

No gas or diesel generators;

Defined Quiet Hours;

Farm Manager/Operator to reside on-site or be available 24/7.

Again, we appreciate the considerable time and careful attention to detail- your continued service to the
township is admirablel
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Donald F, Baty, Jr.

(313) 330-5386 donfbaty@outlook.com
Summer Address: 2471 South Lake Shore, Lake Leelanau M| 49653

May 29, 2024
To: Centerville Township Planning Commission

Re: Zoning Qrdinance Amendments
Ladies and Gentlemen:

In a letter to you dated February 4, 2024, | offered some comments and suggested revisions to
the zoning ordinance. In advance of the June 3, 2024, Public Hearing on the proposed revised ordinance,
I wanted to offer some additional comments. For your convenience, l amincorporating the pertinent

comments from my prior letter into this letter.!

A. Waterfront Qverlay District-Aﬁ%endments.

The addition of a Waterfront Overlay District is the most: impactful thing the Planning
Commission can do to effectuate some of the important goals, ebjectwes and desires of Township
residents as articulated in the Master Plan: maintaining and protec‘nng the quality of Lake Leelanau and
related natural resources and preserving the natural -appearance and character of the Township. While
Lake Leelanau is one of the cleanest and healthiest lakes in-Michigan, adding the overlay district will help
to ensure this remains the case for current residents-and people who live in or visit our Township in the
future, This is the essence of bemg good stewards of ourTownsth, and | commend and thank you for
your efforts. o

While the draft overlay d|strrct adopts almost all of the major protections land planning and
environmental experts ldentlfy as best practlces for waterfront overlay districts, | believe a few additional
provisions should be ccns:dered Alsa, there are provisions in the proposed Section 17 and in other
proposed amendments to-the Ordinahce that can be clarified to better express how the provisions are to
be applied, and eliminate amhiguities and possible interpretation difficulties in the future. In that spirit, |
offer the following comments for your consideration:

1. Section 17.1 - The last sentence should be deleted — it covers the same topic as section
17.2.b. Because that sentence is not a statement of purpose, but rather is a delineation
of what property is included the district {and the wording is different from the wording
of Section 17.2.b), it would be better to incorporate it into 17.2.b, the provision that
defines the district.

2. Section 17.2.b —

'l am a member of the board of the Lake Leelanan Lake Association. These comments are being made in my
individual capacity as a resident of Centerville Township and owner of property on South Lake Leelanau, and not on
behalf of the Lake Association.
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{a) | believe the overlay district should be defined to include all properties that
meet the requirements in that section regardless of whether they are shown
on the Centerville Township map. Creating a revised map with the specific
identification of the ordinary high-water mark is an unnecessary
complication and burden and would require a very detailed map.

(b) The sentence that begins with “In addition, the provisions of Section 6.4b”
(this is a reference error - it should be 14.4b) raises an ambiguity — since
Article 17 applies to all waterfront properties in the district, it is not
necessary to have a specific reference to vegetation strips in section 17.2.b.
Finally, at the end of the third line of that subsection, the word or should be
changed to of,

3. Section 17.2¢ - The phrase “free flow through of water” should probably be “permeable
surface”, a term used in other places in the amendments. Likewise, is the meaning of the
phrase “compensates for flood plain losses” sufficiently cléar or should it be defined or
explained in more detail?

4, Section 17.2.d — It is not clear as to why th__eiprqyisibn is needed. All provisions of Article
17 necessarily apply to lots of record? and to canstruction after the amendment, not just
the setback rules. By only referencing setbacks; there may be an ambiguity as to whether
all other provisions of the article apply to new lots of record post-adoption construction
and whether the district setbacks appfy to’ postadoptlon construction on lots of record at
the time the new ordlna_nce is adopted

5. Section 17.3.a.1 — The phrase except on nonconforming lots of record” should be
expanded to provide (i) what nonconformance( )} will excuse setback compliance (for
example, lots where it is: |mp055|ble to comply with the Ordinance because of size), and
(i) conSIStent W|th comment 4 above, that the exception only applies to lots of record at
the t:me t_he amended qrdmance is adopted.

6. Section 17 8 a.2 - The purpose of this provision is not clear. Also, if it is intended to
loosen the setback rules for new construction if grandfathered nearby lots do not have
the required setback, perhaps the language should hegin with the phrase “For
construction after adoption of this Article, . . . This would avoid any doubt that the
sethacks on existing structures could not be reduced post adoption of the revised
ordinance.

7. Section 17.3.a.3 {and in other places in the ordinance) - The term “boats” is used
whereas in other places in the ordinance (such as in Sections 3.9.7 and 3.10), the

terms “watercraft, motorboats” (a defined term), “boats and other watercraft” and
“watercraft other than a motorboat” are used. To avoid any ambiguity as to what is

? Does the phrase “lots of record” have a recognized meaning in land use planning? Likewise, the phrase
“legally created lot” is used in several places is the proposed revised ordinance. What is intended by the phrase
“legally created”? For clarity, it would be helpful to define what “of record” and “legally created” mean, or if they
have the same meaning to use or the other term throughout.
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10.

11.

12.

covered by a particular provision, the terms “motorized watercraft” and “nonmotorized
watercraft” could be used, together with the addition of the concept that when just
“watercraft”t is used, it means both motorized and non-motorized watercraft.

Section 17.3.a.4 — Is the proviso phrase “except as may he required to provide access to
a boat ramp” intended to allow construction of new roadways or driveways to non-
conforming boat launches? Note that because shoreline alterations for boat launches are
prohibited under the exiting ordinance (and may have been prohibited under prier
ordinances), some exiting boat launches are nonconforming uses, and any changes to, or
additions of, roadways and driveways would seem to be changes to non-conforming uses
that require a ZBA variance. See Section 11.5. Thus, by using the referenced phrase, the
provision could be read to allow changes to a non-conforming use without obtaining a
ZBA variance. | assume this is not the intent.

Section 17.3.b.4 — is it the intent that this section régarding lighting applies only in the
vegetative buffer? If not, it should be combined with the lighting provision in the second
paragraph of Section 17.3.d so that there are no-ambiguities to what lighting restrictions
apply in the overlay district {or in the vegetative buffer, if they are different}.

Section 17.3.b.7 — This provision appears to require that dead, unsafe or fallen trees and
noxious plants can be removed only if they are- not included in the 30% filtered or
corridor view areas. | assume the intent.is to allow removal of such trees and plants
anywhere along the shoreling, mcludmg in the vegetative buffer. If that is the case,
perhaps the sentence should read "Dead diseased, unsafe or failen trees and non-native
exotic or noxious plahts and shrubs, including poison ivy, poison sumac, purple
loosestrife, etc. are riat subject to the 30% filtered or corridor view limitations and may
be removed at the: homeowner 3 dlscretlon provided that no stumps are removed in the
vegetative buffer o

Section 17 3.c- A mmor pomt because pagination of the Ordinance may change from
time to-time, mstead of referring to a specific page of the Ordinance, the reference
should just be to Arhcle . And because the entire Article XVl is proposed to be a part of
the Ordinance, there is no need to use the words “Centerville Township Zaning” {see
Section 1.1 that defines the term “Ordinance”).

Section 17.3d —the intent of the first paragraph is not clear. What does “are to be
permitted” mean? Does it mean that a permit must be obtained for the listed changes
or waterfront activities or simply that all EGLE permitting requirements

apply.3 Also, because boat launches (presumably this has the same meaning as boat
ramp) are prohibited everywhere in the Township, the reference to boat ramps should
be deleted or caveated with a parenthetical such as “(to the extent permitted by this
Ordinance)” to eliminate the possible argument that if an EGLE permit is obtained,
shoreline alterations for a boat ramp would not viciate the ordinance.

3 For example, EGLE allows seasonal docks and certain water extraction by riparian landowners without

the necessity of obtaining a permit.
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13, Section 17.3.f - Lot coverage is already defined in the definitions section, thus to avoid
any ambiguity that lot coverage in the overlay district is not calculated in a way that is
different than the defined term lot coverage, | recommend that the section read “The
maximum lot coverage in the waterfront overlay district shall be 25%.”

14, Section 17.3.g ~ Stormwater flow requirements should not be limited to lakes —
stormwater should be directed away from streams, creeks, and rivers too.

15, section 17.3.h — This subject is covered in Section 3.10 and the language of this
subsection is not identical to the language in Section 3.10. | recommend the subject he
covered in only one place in the ordinance to avold any passibility of an interpretation
dispute.

16. Although not covered by the draft waterfront overlay district provisions, marinas? should
be prohibited everywhere in the waterfront overlay di_Strict. While shoreline alterations
for boat launches are already prohibited by Section 3.10:E, a marina can operate without
a boat launch. Any commercial operation that provides goods or services to persons
arriving by water, or that rents slips or mooring rights, will calise increased numbers of
watercraft to traverse through critical neaffsh_ore '_habitats with concomitant damage to
these fragile areas. Marinas also degrade the natural and character of the shoreline. For
these reasons, all marinas should be prohibited:inthe overlay district.

Related to the topic of marinas is Section 3.10.B'of the ordinance that provides “[n]o
person may be ailowed to rent slip'Qa'g‘E:Qr--'mo'oring rights unless that person possesses a
commercial marina permit”, First, marina operating permits or commercial marina
permits, are no longer fequ_iré‘d in MiéhiganS; instead, marina

construction‘permits a're"_feqqired.ﬁ Thus, the provision as drafted no longer applies and
if “marina construction permit” is inserted in place of “commercial marina permit,” a

* As outlined in my February 4, 2024 letter, T believe the current definition of Marina in the Ordinance is
deficient and I encourage you to consider changing the definition so it is clear that a marina includes any business
activities that provide goods or services to persons arriving by watercraft, together with rental of watercraft, slips or
mooring rights. I propose the following definition in lieu of the current definition: Marina - a commercial facility or
business that: (a) extends into or over an inland lake or stream, or is located on or near the shore of a lake or stream;
(b) provides docking, mooring, launching, fueling or other services or goods for watercraft; and (¢) is open to (i) the
public, (i) members of an association, club or similar group, or (iii) residents of, visitors to, or patrons of, a Trailer
Park, a RV Park, a campground, or other business. Also, for purposes of this Ordinance, a Marina includes a marina
or a boat livery as those terms are used in the Michigan Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, or any
successor law.

3 See Public Act 139 of 2009,

6 Marina construction permits are issued by EGLE. But the fact that EGLE may grant a marina construction
permit does not mean that the zoning laws must yield and allow a marina or that issuance of construction permit is a
tacit conclusion by EGLE that a marina does not negatively impact water quality or fragile habitats, EGLE
permitting looks solely to the impact of construction of a marina on the environment and not to the post-construction
impact of operating a marina. The [atter is exclusively within the purview of local Zoning,
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form of marina operation would be allowed if EGLE granted a construction permit.? This
cannot be the intent and slippage and mooring rentals should be prohibited in the
overlay district, or at a minimum, in all respects subject to all other provisions of the
ordinance, including limits on commercial activities in particular zoning districts and
limits on docks, hoists and similar facilities and number of watercraft,

17. Hardened Seawalls — although not covered by the proposed amendments to the
ordinance, hardened seawalls should be prohibited unless a landowner can demonstrate
no other feasible alternatives exist. There is a great deal of scientific literature
highlighting the detrimental impact of hardened seawalls. In addition to destruction of
fmportant habitats, hardened seawalls concentrate and deflect wave action and can
increase erosion to surrounding waterfront areas. Many riparian landowners on South
Lake Leelanau have observed materially increased erosion because of recent higher lake
levels and, in some cases, the increased use of wake boats too close to the shore. While
it will not completely eliminate the problem, prohibiting hardened seawalls will help
reduce erosion and sedimentation. While EGLE has a strong predisposition against
hardened seawalls,® the Township should not take the ‘chance that EGLE changes its
position in the future and thus hardened seawalls should be prohibited.

B. Comments and proposed revisions to other provisions in the draft ordinance.

18. While perhaps implied, to make it clear that the broad language in the paragraph under
“Limitations of Zoning Ordinance” on page.7 of the draft ordinance is not intended to
affect the other limitations and ‘ccndifions imposed on Non-Conforming Uses, add
“Subject to Article XI,” before the words. “The provisions.”

19. Page 7: under “Repeal of Previous Zoning Ordinance,” paragraph 2 - because a violation
of the existing _Ordin'a.n_ce-'may hot have ripened into a “fine, penalty, forfeiture or
liability,” for example where a zoning violation has not come to the attention of the
zoning administrator, add the word violations” after both the phrase “rights acquired,”
and the phrase “such rights.”

20, Page 7: Under “Interpretation and Relationship to Other Regulations” change the word
“there” in the first line to “the” Also, again to help ensure there is no ambiguity,
consider adding the word “lawful” before easements in line 4.

21. Section 2.1 - Because defined terms are used both in capitalized and uncapitalized forms
in the Ordinance, consider adding a subpart H to remove interpretation disputes: “If a

7 See the Michigan DNR publication Conservation Guidelines for Michigan Lakes and Associated Resources found
al https//mymlsa org/wp-content/uploads/2011/06/MDNR_Conservation Report 38.pdf .

# For example, EGLE recently issued a marina construction permit to Northgate for changes to its marina at
Leelanau Pines that was conditioned on use of alternatives to hardened seawalls. This approval, however, does not
change that fact that Northgate's proposed waterfront changes include shoreline alterations for a boat launch
prohibited by Section 3.10.E and the expansion of a commercial activity not allowed in the commercial resort
district. These changes at Leelanau Pines require a Zoning Board of Appeals variance. See Section 11.5.
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22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

word or term is defined in this Ordinance, the term or word has the given meaning
whether or not it is capitalized.”

Page 8 — to reflect a very important goal in the Master Plan, under Purpose, after “fire
safety;” add “to protect natural resources;”,

For consistency, in the definition of Building, if a vehicle used for purposes of a Building
falls within the defined term, Recreational Vehicle should also be included in the list of
non-traditional items that are treated as Buildings.

The definition of Campground: (a} in the penultimate line, change asa to as; (b) thereisa
circular reference in the use of the word campground in the definition itself, and the
term “campground sites” should just read “sites”; and (c).the purpose of the sentence
“Campgrounds are regulated by. . ” is not clear, becauseas used, it is just a statement of
fact ~ it is not stated as a requirement for an activ_it\j-‘ to fall under the definition of
campground in the ordinance. If the intent is that an activity will only be a Campground
{and a special use permitted only with speciai _ap'proval)'onl'y-- if the location/activity is
required to be licensed by the state, | believe the provision should be re-written as
follows: - s

Campground —a parcel of land or lot U'pah"which five (5) or more sites are
located, established or maintairied for occupancy by recreational vehicles, tents,
Park Model Recreation Ur‘rit"st.or'ch&r iridividual camping units, as tem porary
living quarters for.recreational purposes, regardless of whether they are public
or private or there are:fees charged, if the activity constitutes a “campground”
regulated by the Michigan Depattment of Environment, Great Lakes and Energy.

In the definition of Campground - instead of including a prohibition on park model
recreational-’-xﬂ/ehiclres.‘_i.n' 'fiﬁg-'dgﬁnfﬁon, from a drafting standpoint, it is probably better to
include the prohibition in“the Article on prohibited land uses (and the words “from
campgrourids” should read “in campgrounds”),

In the deﬁri‘l'ti_oﬁs‘-'rpf"Buildings and Campground, the term park model recreational
vehicles/units is-tsed. While park model recreational vehicle is a defined term, is the
addition of “/units” intended to mean something different than the defined term? If yes,
a definition of park model recreational unit should be added. On the other hand, if the
addition of “/units” is not a new concept and is intended to have the same meaning as
park model recreational vehicle, to avoid interpretation disputes, the term “/unit{s)”
should be deleted. Note that the term recreational units/vehicle is also used in the
definition of Recreational Vehicle and “units/” should be deleted there too.

In the definition of Guest House, to avoid any issues regarding the interpretation of
“income producing structure,” consider revising the last sentence to read: “Guest
Houses may not be rented, leased or used on a daily basis for a fee or charge”

The definition of Hotel references a building or physical structure. However, the last
sentence (“Hotels and Inns do not include...”) introduces the concept of an activity (a
“stay”). If the sentence is intended to mean farm related buildings used for meals and
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29,

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

lodging are not within the definition of hotel or inn, the iast sentence should read
something like “Farm-related or ag-tourism buildings where lodging or meals are
provided are not hotels or inns as those terms are used in this Ordinance.”

In the definition of “Impervious Surfaces” because pavers or block are sometimes placed
on a cement slab or cement or mortar is used between the pavers or blocks thereby
making the surface impervious, a clarification like the following parenthetical is needed
after the word “etc.”- “(however, pavers, block or stone materials that are placed on an
impervious surface or installed using mortar, cement or similar materials that make the
surface impervious will be treated as impervious surfaces)”.

In the definition of Park Model Recreational Vehicle, there are three references that are
ambiguous or invite interpretation disputes: (a) the parenthetical phrase “(formerly
referred to [as] recreational park trailers)” should prohably read “(sometimes referred to
as recreational park trailers)”; (b) the term “RV park”.is used (but not defined in the
Ordinance) and because the definition of Campground }includes what would typically be
referred to as an RV park {i.e. Leelanau Pines), is something different intended by adding
“RV park” instead of just using Campground in'that definition?” Note that the term “RV
park” is also used in Section 6.2 and is redun_da_nt if the defined term campground
includes what is sometimes referred to as an “RV-park”.

As explained above, the definition of Lot:should be reworked because it is not clear. For
example: (ii) the word Lot is used’ m the ‘definition itself; the phrase “of record” is used
but not defined (does this mean a parCEl 'D has been assigned?); (ii} “drive” is used even
though the term deﬁned iin the Ordmance is Driveway; {iii} the last sentence suggests
that a parcel of land.is only the a Lot if one principal bullding is on the parcel (it is
possible there are: mulhple prmupal ‘buildings like a parcel that has multiple rental
cabins). Finally, .in several places in the Ordinance there are references to “legal lot” but
that term IS not i;:ieﬁhed

In the deﬁm‘aon of Lat Coverage the term “compacted structures” is used. | believe the
word structures shouid he “surfaces.”

In the definition of Park Model Recreational Vehicle, there is a reference to “mounted on
wheels” Because it is possible to remove wheels, to avoid creating an unintended
loophole, | recommend a parenthetical such as the following be added after the word
wheels — “(regardless of whether the wheels remain in place or are removed).”

While a minor point, in the definition of Recreational Vehicle, the term Park Model RVs is
used; this should read PMRV or Park Model Recreational Vehicle,

In the definition of Restaurant, it is unclear what is intended by the terms “popups” and
“start-ups” because they do not have a common or special legal meaning.

In the first line of definition of Setback, the phrase “or ordinary high-water mark” should
be added after “lot line.”
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37. In the definition of Trailer Home, after the words “park model” add “recreational
vehicle.”

38. In section 3.9:

(a) Paragraph 4- It appears that something is missing after “prohibited:” | believe it
should read “prohibited from lake access easements.”

(b) Paragraph 7 It is not clear if, and to what extent, different rules regarding
permitted numbers of watercraft, docks, moorings and shore stations apply if an
access easement exists versus when an access easement is not involved. Also,
the terminology in the Sections 3.9.7 and 3.10 regarding what is permitted or
prohibited are different, and consistent terminology should be used in both
Sections?, Likewise, if the prohibition of storage of petroleum, gascline,
lubricants or hazardous or toxic substances on tlocks is to apply in all cases (not
just in lake easement situations), the prohrblt'lon should be moved to Section
3.10. To clarify the intent and interplay:between sec‘nons 3.9.7 and 3.10, | offer
the following language for a re\nsed paragraph for your consideration:

7. Lake access easements or Ilcenses are subject to section 3.10 and the
limitations and prohibitions are to'be applied separately to the
waterfront included in the easement and the balance of the lot over
which the has been granted Also, if more than one nonriparian lot or
person has the rightto use an easement for lake access, the following
apply ( } each dock; moonng, haist, shore

statio'n or: s'[mrlar dewc’e for securing or storing a watercraft in or above
the waterwhen ot in use (referred to together as a “Docking Location”)
may. only be-used for one motor boat for each |ot that has the henefit of
tHe easement (b) no portion of a Docking Location may be located

h fequired side setbacks; {c) all portions of a Docking Location must
be at Ieast 50 feet from any portion of another Docking Location; and (d)
all-portions of Docking Locations must be at least thirty (30) feet from
the boundary of any neighboring riparian interest area. All Docking
Locations placed on a lake access easement established after the date of
this Ordinance, including Docking Locations removed and replaced on a
seasonal or permanent basis, shall be located in conformance with the
terms of this paragraph.

39, Section 3.10.C - The words “flaring” in the third line and “flooring” in the fourth line
should be “floating.”

40. There is some ambiguity.as to the interpretation of Sections 6.6 and 7.7, the proposed
changes to the definition of restaurant and the continued use of the term “dining

9 For example, Section 3.9.7. references “dock, mooring, shore station or similar facility” whereas Section
3.10 references “seasonal dock,” boat hoist/shore station”, and “similar structure.” Likewise, Section 3.10 watercraft
being on “hoists, beached, docked or anchored” but Section 3.9.7 references moorings and does not reference boats
being beached or anchored. These phrases should be consistent.
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facilities”. Assuming the intent is to prohibit restaurants and dining facilities (i} in the
Commercial Resort District unless operated in conjunction with a hotel, inn, lodge or
motel, and (i) in the Recreational District to restaurants and dining facilities if they are
part of an otherwise permitted use in the district, | believe both sections need to be
revised to read something like the following:

Section 6.7 Dining Facility and Restaurant Limitations

Dining facilities and restaurants are only permitted in this District if attached to,
or operated in conjunction with, inns, lodges, hotels or motels having
accommodations for ten {10) or more individuals or fa mily units.

Section 7.7 Dining Facility and Restaurant Limitations
Dining facilities and restaurants are only allowed in this District if attached to, or
operated in conjunction with, a use otherwise permitted in the district.

41, The interplay of Section 6.1.B and Section 6.2.B-is not clear and those provisions as
drafted may create an anomalous resuit that the same land use is both a use permitted
by right and a use that requires special approval. For example, a “rental cottage” in
Section 6.2.B seems to also qualify as ’-’dW‘e‘lling_ intended for rental” in Section 6.1.A.
Likewise, if a campground has rental cabins or cottages along with recreational vehicle
sites (similar to what exists in some state parks), by application of Sections 6.1.B and
6.2.B, is a special use permit required for the rental cabins or cottages because they are
part of a campground because they:fall ynder -Sectibn 6.2.C, or are they permitted as a
matter of right under section 6.1.B% 1 believe what is allowed in the district as a matter of
right vs. only with speciaf approval needs to be clarified.

42. While | have no reason to believe that'the zoning administrator will act contrary to the
intent and purposes of the Ordihance, | believe Section 14.4.A.2 gives too much
discretion to the zoning-administrator. An up to 25% increase in the land area occupied
by the miin or 'access.ory’iuses, the size of the parking area, the number of parking
spaces provided, occ"{(ip-gmcy load, capacity or membership, or traffic generation could be
quite materiai, yet the provision indicates that they are minor. For example, allowing any
increase in the size of a parking lot or land area occupied by a main or accessory use
could put a project materially above a lot coverage limitation. | am sure this is not the
intent. Thus, the reference to 25% should be deleted and replaced with a phrase such as
“An immaterial increase that is otherwise in compliance with this Ordinance.”

¥ ok ok ok ok %

Thank you for considering my comments and proposed changes to the Ordinance.
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Michele Uhaze
6150 East Amore Road Resident

Id like to thank the Planning Commission for their many hours dedicated to revising the zoning
ordinance. My husband Bill Uhaze and | attended every regular and special meeting the Planning
commission has had since December, and we appreciate the process and proposed updates to the
zohing ordinance.
After reviewing the Centerville Townships Zoning ordinance version 12, | would [ike to submit the
following recommendations that would inciude language similar to Cleveland Townships zoning
ordinance and Leelanau Townships proposed changes to their current Zoning ordinance. These changes
will allow for farm stays while continuing to preserve open space and protect the rural and peaceful
nature of our township while addressing concerns of neighboring properties regarding potential parties,
noise, traffic, overcrowding, trespassing, smoke and more.
Under Section 3.21.2 — Agriculture related enterprises letter A —in addition to what is listed in the
current draft, more specific language regarding farm stay guidelines should include:

1. Maximum Size of each camp site should be defined '

2. Maximum accupancy of campsite - recommend usinglanguage that states “2 adults per site,
excluding minor children” - '

3. 80-foot setback from neighboring property
4, No gas or diesel generators
5. Quiet hours defined
6. Farm Manager/operator reside-of be a\/ailable.zzl/?
Thank you for the opportunity to pt"O\_/-'i'd-e_ our feedback and hope you will continue to refine the zoning

ordinance to meet the needs of not only eur farmers but residents in Centerville Township.
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