MINUTES OF OCTOBER 12, 2004

TOWNSHIP PLANNING COMMISSION

TOWNSHIP HALL, EASTPORT, MI

Present:  Rosenkranz, Colvin, Russell, Gaskell, Thompson, Stillings and Altonen

Absent:  None

Others Present:  Briggs, Sullivan

Audience:  52

1. Meeting called to order at 7:30 PM.

2. From the audience, Scott Everett invited the Commission and the audience to attend various upcoming educational events in regard to the Farmland Preservation Program.  A flyer was available outlining this information.

3. Open Public Hearing Regarding Short Term Rentals.  The Commission members read seventeen letters into the record.  Fifteen of these letters were against the proposed ordinance amendment, received from the following:  Henegar, Eckle, Hein, R. Leech, Johnson, Miller, Anderson/Nelson, Martin, Trendal, Klinefelter, Kulka, Overton, Kitchen, Teglhoj, and Walworth.  Two letters were in support of the proposed amendment and were received from N. Ellison and Siebenthaler.  From the audience, L. Tomlinson and V. Mouch also read letters.  Both were against this proposed ordinance amendment.  All letters are on file in the Township office and are part of the regular minutes of this meeting.

Audience members also spoke.  Rae Friedl:  “Leave it alone.  Renters don’t seem to be a problem to most.  Complain to the proper authority”.  J. Walworth:  “This is not a resort area.  When it was zoned R1, the grandfather clause allows those that use to rent to continue to do so.  I believe the majority does not want to see this change”.  L. Tomlinson:  “Leave it alone.  Renting is illegal.  If there’s no problem, good.  If there is a problem, shut them down.  The board has the means to do so, if they have the will”.  Bobbie Bonito states “we’re either a zoned community or we are not.  I’m surprised that you would take the most restrictive category and let it become commercial”.   J. Gerstenberger:  “I’m against weekly rentals.  I have no bad rental experience and don’t want to”.  C. Elbert:  “I’m opposed to weekly rentals.  I question the timing and would like to see this issue evaluated by the new Township Board”.  J. Terrell:  I don’t see rezoning on the agenda.  Everything is being rezoned with short-term rentals.  Also this is more government, not less, and it’s restricting the property owner’.  T. Pierson:  “My subdivision has a restriction against weekly rentals, thus I would not be personally effected.  The proposed amendment to alter R1 would be harmful to the community”.  D. Miller:  “opposed to the change in the R1 designation.  We were the prime reason the township went after the Browns.  It was horrific.  They did contact the sheriff several times.  The township acted in the way that they should of.  They stopped the Browns from functioning as a hotel.  If we have no way of going after troublemakers, our hands will be tied.  If we do nothing, if we don’t pass the new proposal things will remain as such, as they’ve been for years.  I encourage you to vote against the proposal”.  E. Knoechel is opposed to this proposed change to the ordinance, but if it goes through, change the Township signs to say, “Well, we’re almost a zoned community”.   Another member of the audience said “its not the renters, its people that are the problem”.  Mr. Stillings addressed the audience as a citizen.  He stated that this is not a change to the ordinance.  This is allowing people to do what they want to do with their property.  This is not commercial just because money changes hands.  The issue needs to be written down so something can be done when necessary.  Walworth, in response to Stillings, stated, “This is an issue of property use.  This has not been going on forever but rather only since the zoning ordinance was passed”.  D. Klinefelter refers to residents versus renters.  Residents may sometimes be noisy, but mostly they’re quiet, whereas renters are on vacation and may party.  D. Heuber states there is more trouble with owners then with renters!  The liability is on the homeowner, not the renter.  S. Calu is a person who has rented property on Golden Beach for a number of years.  She has many returning renters and has never had a problem with her renters.  G. Klinefelter:  “We’re not trying to single out renters as bad people.  This issue is about R1 and allowing rentals—it would be a bad idea.  With no further comments from the audience, the Public Hearing is closed.  

4. Approval of September 14, 2004 Minutes.  Motion by Russell and seconded to accept minutes as prepared.  Motion passes 7-0.

5. Communications.  The township received a copy of the Milton Township Planning Commission minutes.  From Sullivan, the Citizens Planners series in Charlevoix continues.  

6. Concerns of the Public Other Than Agenda Items.  There were none.  

7. Discussion and Possible Action on Rental Issue.  Stillings suggests that an addition should be made to the amendment language that states the rental should be of the entire property, all structures, etc.  He doesn’t feel that current language is adequate.  Russell feels the first proposition prepared by the Planning Commission had more teeth than the current proposal.  He does not feel that it is adequate.  Sullivan states that the proposed amendment does address the number of people (definition of a single family), but he agrees that it needs some changes regarding multiple uses of the property.  Mr. Rosenkranz states that he no longer supports this change to the ordinance.  (A ten minute break is taken at this time)  Meeting resumes at 9:25.  Sullivan informs the Commission that they have choices with this issue:  1.  Recommend adopting this language with changes, 2.  Not be adopted, 3.  Table this issue so it does not move forward.  He reminds the Commission that their job is to provide the best language possible.  There is a motion by Gaskell and seconded to table this issue.  Motion passes 7-0.  From the audience, Walworth suggests a citizens sub committee and Mouch suggests a citizen’s survey regarding this issue.

8. Land Use Maps.  There is a motion by Thompson and seconded to table this issue until the next meeting.  Motion passes 7-0. 

9. Wine Tasting Ordinance.  There is a motion by Stillings and seconded to accept the language submitted by Sullivan for Chapter VI “A” Agricultural Zone and take the appropriate steps to schedule a Public Hearing.  Motion passes 7-0.

10. Sexually Oriented Business.  It is suggested that the Commercial and Agricultural zones be the areas to allow this type of business, as long as the potential business conforms to other requirements of the ordinance.  The memorandum from Sullivan dated October 1, 2004 is considered.  There is a motion by Stillings and seconded to change 14. A, line four, to read five (5) business days rather than three (3).   Motion passes 7-0.  There is a motion by Gaskell and seconded in F 3, lines three and seven, strike the phrase or other sexually oriented business from the paragraph.  Motion passes 7-0.  There is a motion by Stillings and seconded to change 14 b, line two, to read ninety (90) days rather than sixty (60) days and also be changed in line nine to read the same, ninety (90) days.  Motion passes 7-0.  There is a motion by Stillings and seconded to approve language as amended and submit for Public Hearing.  Motion passes 7-0.

11. Concerns of Commission.  Altonen thanked Stillings for being a dedicated public servant and for his time spent on the Planning Commission.  Stillings gave thanks for being a part.  From the audience:  “take notice of the citizens that remained for the entire meeting versus those that left after the rental issue was over”.

12. There being no more business, meeting was adjourned at 10:10 PM.

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

Kathy S. Windiate

Recording Secretary

