TORCH LAKE TOWNSHIP

ANTRIM COUNTY, MICHIGAN

MINUTES OF AUGUST 12, 2008

PLANNING COMMISSION

COMMUNITY SERVICE BUILDING

2355 US 31 NORTH

Present:  Scott, Elbert, Colvin, Walworth, Parker, and Thompson

Absent:  King

Others:  Briggs, Sullivan, and Graham 

Audience:  16

1. The meeting convened at 7:30 PM.

2. Agenda was approved for tonight’s meeting.

3. Correspondence, Meetings, etc.  1.  At this time the audience is asked to fill out comment cards if they wish to speak during the public hearing.  2.  The Hazardous Waste Disposal will be August 23rd in Eastport and Elk Rapids and September 6th in Mancelona and Bellaire.  Call (231) 533-8363 for an appointment.  3.  The 6-County Grand Vision Project will next meet at Shanty Creek on October 14, 2008 from 6-7:30 PM.

4. Minutes of July 8, 2008.  There were two corrections to the minutes.  In item 6, the motion was made by “Elbert”.  In item 7, 3rd and 4th line, remove “that Bryan will present” and add “present”.  Motion to approve the minutes by Walworth and seconded by Elbert with two corrections was passed 6-0.

5. Concerns of the Public.  Tim Peterson asked about the township website and who does the updates?  It did not have tonight’s agenda posted and could someone look into it?   Briggs did forward the info and will look into what happened.

Terry Wooten addresses the commission.  He states that things are getting better with the A-Ga-Ming receptions, the music is under control, but the crowd noise has increased.  July 19th this year, the music was supposed to end at 11PM but the noise continued until 12:30 AM with fireworks and continued at the rental until 2 or 2:30 AM.  He noticed the next day that the grass around the pond had been torn up, but cannot say for sure who had done that.  This type of disturbance has happened at least two other times as well.  He feels this is a problem, especially with different people in attendance every week.  He’s not against receptions, but feels this needs to be addressed.

6. Public Hearing on Lake Access and Use Amendment is opened for comment.  Mr. Scott gave a brief summary of the history of the amendment, highlighting changes that have occurred over the previous year.  Letters are read into the record.  Jack and Marlene Landon suggest one dock 75’ or less in length per 100’ of lake frontage and a collective boat length of 75’ in total, with a maximum of 4 boats.  Shirley Klunzinger lists a number of concerns in her letter, including the limitation of only 3 watercraft, the township’s use of road ends and the lack of a referendum for this amendment. Chuck and Jeanette Hescheles emailed their support of the amendment but suggest they reduce the number of watercraft from 4 to 2.  They also inquired how the amendment would affect those with frontage less than 100’.  All letters can be found in the original file of this amendment.  

The public is now invited to speak.  1.  Steve Amick questions the commission about “grand fathering”.  Does this do more harm to the people who originally raised the issues and came to the board for some protection?  Doesn’t grandfathering just legalize everything that originally people found offensive or a problem?  As someone who was originally in favor of this he would almost ask them not to do this.  He also asks the definition of a dock.  How many times can you add extensions or forks?  Is it still one dock?  He appreciates the intention but if grand fathered, its not going to apply to anyone.  2.  Norton Bretz, Executive Director of Three Lakes Association, reads a letter from the association in support of the proposed amendment.  3.  Rick Cobb is curious about the term “funneling”.  Has anyone done any on-site surveys of the effects of excess funneling?  Is there any documentation of damage or destruction to the lakeshore?  In response, Parker replies regarding paragraph 2.13, which if unchanged, in 30 years would allow 5 to 10 times the number of homes we have now.  So what they are trying to do is fix section 2.13 to start with and get it where it would allow 3 homes per 100’ lot, which is a tremendous improvement from having an average of 7.5.  They are trying to be proactive and fix that problem.  Later we can identify more problems that may not be that easy to fix.  But first and foremost, before we start having a funneling problem, is to fix that small section of the ordinance that absolutely facilitates funneling, get it out of the ordinance or get it drastically changed.  Scott also goes on record regarding those that say the water quality has not changed in the last 30 years.  In his own personal experience, the lakefront property he owns has changed.  His dock used to come out clean at the end of the year, but now comes out covered with what ever it is growing there.  The lake bottom has a different quality then 15 years ago.  It’s covered in silt that churns when you walk on it.  There is also a section of weeds growing in the water that did not previously exist.  The water quality is still wonderful, but what will happen in another 25 years?  We today are responsible for the stewardship of that water.  4.  Jack Norris compliments those who have worked on this-they have done a grand job.  5.  Ed Knoeckle refers to the lack of a definition for swim rafts with no limit to the size someone can build.  With no further comment, the Public Hearing is closed.

The commission now addresses the comments made by the audience.  They deliberate about making changes to the language of the amendment, as suggested, but in the end they decide to leave the language as is.  There is a motion by Walworth and seconded by Elbert to recommend the Lake Access and Use zoning amendment be adopted by the Township Board.  Motion carries 6-0 with a roll call vote.

7. Article XIV (PRD) language amendment.  Sullivan is to continue to develop language and is expected to have a draft to the commission before the September meeting.  

8. Revised Site Plan, Verizon Wireless Cell Tower.  Based on a request from the DEQ, Verizon is asking to relocate the tower approximately 50’ from the approved location.  During discussion, there is no objection to the change.  Motion by Elbert and seconded by Colvin to approve the revised site plan, dated July 31, 2008, for the Verizon cell phone tower is approved by a roll call vote of 6-0.

9. Zoning Enabling Act and Planning Enabling Act of 2008.  Scott, Parker and Walworth have attended a workshop regarding these Acts.  Scott, Briggs and Sullivan have reviewed a checklist of items needed to comply and have determined what is applicable, ok or needs work.  They need to find the ordinance that created the Planning Commission.

10. Concerns of the Public.  There were none.

11. Concerns of the PC.  Scott refers to the A-Ga-Ming issue and the ZBA.  First, this is a land use issue not a noise issue.  Second, he questions the statement by AGM that they have an approved site plan showing the location of the tent.

12. With no further business, the motion to adjourn at 9:25 by Walworth is seconded by Elbert and passed 6-0.

These minutes are respectfully submitted and are subject to approval at the next regularly scheduled meeting.

Kathy S. Windiate

Recording Secretary

