TORCH LAKE TOWNSHIP

ANTRIM COUNTY, MICHIGAN

 

Planning Commission Minutes (Draft)

Meeting of February 9, 2010

Held at Community Services Building, 2355 US31N

 

Commissioners Present:  Scott, Thompson, Walworth, Goossen, Spencer, King

Commissioners Absent: Tomlinson 

Others:  Briggs & Grobbel, Audience 3

Meeting called to order at 7:00 pm by Chairman Scott.

Agenda accepted as published

Notice was made of the MAP (Michigan Association of Planning) training session to be held on February 25, 2010, at the Perry Hotel in Petoskey.

Approval of minutes of January 12, 2010 meeting: Spencer noted that the minutes should include the recommendation made by Tomlinson and Spencer to add a new Section 18.04.A.1.M and to modify Section 18.07.A.4, and should include the specific approved language.  After discussion and a motion made by Goossen to approve minutes as revised to include the Section 18 changes, seconded by Walworth, it was unanimously agreed to correct the minutes of the January 12, 2010 meeting by adding the following language inadvertently omitted from that meeting’s minutes:  Add a new paragraph labeled 18.04 A (1) (m) as follows:  Identification of proposed uses that may generate noise which, because of its volume and/or frequency, results in unreasonable interference with the comfortable use and enjoyment of private property within or adjacent to the subject property, this to include a narrative that thoroughly describes how such identified uses will be effectively managed in order to eliminate the potential for any such unreasonable interference.  Also modify current paragraph 18.07 A (4) by adding the following to the existing language:  Air pollution, vibration and sounds emanating from a use shall not generate noise that, because of its volume or frequency, results in the unreasonable interference with the comfortable use and enjoyment of private property within or adjacent to the facility, nor violate other local, state or federal law or regulations.  Each PRD and PUD proposal shall state in writing how the provisions of paragraphs 15.09 A (4) and 15.09 A (5) are going to be met.
Concerns of the Public other than agenda items  

None were expressed.

Discussion of PRD/PUD Ordinance language amendment

Version 16 of the language amendment was discussed. 

A typographical error identifying Section 15.06.B.2.d as 15.06.B.2.a was corrected, and revised to eliminate the phrase ’Special Uses, Section 17.01.E, and’.

It was decided that Section 18.04.A.1.m, Site Plan Review (page 22 of Version 16) would be changed by moving the language ‘Each PUD proposal shall state in writing how the provisions of Sections 15.09.A.4 and 15.09.A.5 are met’ to Section 18.07.A.4, Site Plan Review (Page 23 of Version 16).

Motion made by Thompson, seconded by Goossen, to approve Version 16 of the PRD/PUD Zoning Ordinance, Sections 14 and 15, Language Amendment. Motion made by Walworth to include the language amendments in Sections 18 and 23, seconded by Spencer. Motion approved by roll call vote, 6-0.

Public hearing was then scheduled for the March 9 regularly scheduled Planning Commission meeting.

Discussion of proposed ZBA Zoning Ordinance language amendment

Discussion held on Township Board’s request to amend Section 22 of the Zoning Ordinance, Zoning Board of Appeals.

In Section 20.01, Members, Appointment, Tenure, Per Diem Expenses, and Removal, proposed change is to eliminate the current language which requires the appointment of two ZBA alternates. Request is to replace that language with language that permits (makes optional), the appointment of one ZBA alternate.

In Section 20.03.A, Rules of Procedure, proposed change is to eliminate the requirement for regular quarterly meetings. Request is to require only an annual organizational meeting, with additional meetings called when deemed necessary by the ZBA Chairman.

There was general agreement with the proposed changes, along with adding language that the ZBA be notified in writing of an appeal no less than 30 days and no longer than 90 days from the date of the Zoning Administrator’s decision that is being appealed.

Motion made by Walworth, seconded by Spencer, to approve proposed changes to Section 22, Zoning Board of Appeals, as requested by the township Board. Motion approved by roll call vote, 6-0.

Public hearing was then scheduled for the March 9 regularly scheduled Planning Commission meeting.

Briggs noted that there would be two separate public notices for the two public hearings scheduled for March 9.

Concerns of the public

The public expressed no concerns.

Concerns of the Planning Commission
Planning Commission members had no additional concerns

The meeting was adjourned at 8:15 p.m.

