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Call to Order

Roll Call
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Consent Agenda
MOTION

Comments on
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Kirtland Products
follow-up

Approved: December 17,2012

Record of the proceedings of the Boyne City Planning Commission meeting held at
Boyne City Hall, 319 North Lake Street, on Monday, November 19, 2012 at 5:00
pm.

Chair MacKenzie called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m.

Present:  Gretchen Crum, George Ellwanger, Chris Frasz, Jim Kozlowski, Jane
MacKenzie, John McCahan, Tom Neidhamer and Joe St, Dennis
Absent:  Lori Meeder

2012-11-19-2
McCahan moved, Ellwanger seconded, PASSED UNANIMOUSLY a motion to
excuse the absence of Meeder

City Officials/Staff: Planning Director Scott McPherson, City Manager Mike Cain,
City Attorney Jim Murray and Recording Secretary Pat Haver
Public Present: Twenty two, including representatives from the press

2012-11-19-3

Neidhamer moved, Crum seconded, PASSED UNANIMOUSLY a motion to
approve the consent agenda. Approval of the October 15, 2012 Planning
Commission minutes as presented.

None

None

Planning Director McPherson reviewed his staff report that was included in the
agenda packet. Traverse City Noise Enforcement Officer Scott Maxon was in the
area on November 8% and 9, took readings through the night with his equipment
that is calibrated and used for this specific purpose. He went to several locations at
several different times and took noise readings for both the A scale and C scale.
The Traverse City Noise Ordinance is based solely on the A scale, and
measurements that were taken would have been in compliance with that
ordinance. The measurements on the C scale that are representative of the lower
frequency sounds produced by Kirtland are a little higher and as indicated in the
RSG report were identified as the frequencies that are being produced; which are
between 125 and 250 frequencies, so the readings from Officer Maxon confirmed
the RSG results. When a noise standard or ordinance is identified as our own, we
need to make sure the C scale is looked at. The City continues to get complaints
regarding the odor and plume, the DEQ permit has not been obtained yet, unknown
when that may happen.

Tom Monley - Kirtland Products -Handed out a Moisture Record that is required
by DEQ to keep, along with 2012 chargeable total dryer hour chart (Appendix A).
When they reviewed the A scale and C scale report from the 8t and the 9t of
November, noted that when they had a problem with the machine running out of
fuel, had to shut down around 1:30 am, and did not resume operations until 9:30
am on the 9%, higher readings were recorded, so we are unsure where the readings
at 4:30 am and 6:30 am came from, but they were not running at that time.
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McPherson - Between 6:00 pm and 10:00 pm you were running? Monley - yes
The entire plant was shut down later, and started back up around 8:15 am.
McPherson - When Officer Maxon went back out, at 7:40 am he noted that
something was running.

Monley - The blower may have been started before the dryer at 8:00 am.

Public Comment opened at 5:10 pm

Don Nessen - Wednesday night when I walked to town, it was really noisy, by the
time I got back home, it was really bad, I called Scott to let him know, I was told
that they were going to run a test, the noise died right down, and called him back to
let him know the noise was gone.

Mike Lange: Kirtland Products - At the start of the noise analysis at 6:30 pm, I
walked the entire team through the facility and showed them every piece of
equipment was running. We do not receive a truck that late at night, and the
receiving system was down, so we physically turned all of that equipment on,
conveyor and belts.

Mike Hausler: 450 Cozy Nook and own a business in town - We are not
complainers, we don’t want to be here, but I heard that they were not running
when the officer was here. He was at our driveway at 6:00 am and you could hear
noise in the house.

Diane Hausler - The whoop, whoop helicopter sounds were not there. What
machine makes that noise?

Monley - Don’t know what that noise is.

Bridgette Nessen: 316 Boice St. - I agree with Mr. Hausler, we don’t want to be
down here complaining, I thank you for your time.

Ryan Giem: 421 Boice St. - Just to confirm that September 16t was a Sunday and
you were not running then. My other question is do you have a game plan in place,
lets go in some direction.

Malinda Startzel: 425 High St. - I'm concerned with safety, there have been a lot
of extra people driving up to the plant and there is a lot of congested traffic, and I'm
afraid someone is going to get hurt. They have had to order signs and put up saw
horses, which is a pain for them to continue to move when they need to get in or
out. There are a lot of misleading stories out there.

Mark Kowalski Fall Park Rd. - They were also at the Carter’s building doing
checks. It was not as loud as it normally is, and did the test on the inside and out. It
was very annoying inside the building. I'm concerned that it will be hard for
someone to put a store in that building under those conditions.

John Harris: 1038 Roosevelt St. - [ questioned the officials that came to my
property if the plant was running at full capacity. I was told that it was, however, I
believe it was quieter than it normally is.

Public Comments closed at 5:20 pm

Crum - Why was it quieter during the test dates? What was done differently?
Monley - Nothing was done differently to our knowledge.

McPherson - I have no idea why there would be a difference. We talked to Officer
Maxon about a C scale ordinance. There are no communities that really regulate
the C scale. Only cases, which are few, are in regards to music. C scale is more
appropriate to measure for this type of noise, and his equipment was appropriate
for that.

McCahan - The C scale is a better representative for low frequency noise.
McPherson - Yes
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Ellwanger - If the C scale is the way to go, what is the number to target, what is an
acceptable C scale level? We need to get this finalized. If we solve this problem and
the DEQ numbers come back abnormal, we are spending a lot of money to solve a
problem, maybe for nothing.

McPherson - There is not an answer for an acceptable C scale level, not sure how
to identify that either.

Frasz - We need to have a game plan to proceed, noise is just one issue. Is the
Planning Commission responsible to create an ordinance, or is that for the City
Commission?

McPherson - City wide noise ordinance, would be the City Commission
responsibility to adopt, may refer back to Planning Commission for input. But for
this specifically, you could establish conditions for use. A conditional use permit is
held to higher standards, you can establish specific conditions to mitigate adverse
impacts.

Neidhamer - I agree with everything said. Our dilemma is that we have the
Traverse City Ordinance that states 60 db, the RSG report stated the World Health
Organization between 40 and 45 db, we have a standard to adopt under the
conditional use between 40 and 60 but it's the A scale. The C scale is what is
invading the homes, and the C scale has not been tested nationally, so we are in
unknown territory. Noises are penetrating homes, what is the game plan? We
could go back to the conditional use conditions that were not completed,
decoupling building and enclosing outside machines. I recognize that some days
are quieter than others; is it the moisture in the wood? I can see atmospheric
conditions changing, is there any conditions that would make it louder or quieter,
moisture in the wood or softer or harder wood?

Monley - We use the same blend always, or close.

McPherson - Same amount of material going through the process.

Monley - Yes, typically it is 6 tons an hour, may have to cut back a bit if we have a
problem, but 6 tons of material at full boar.

Neidhamer - I acknowledge it is better on some days.

MacKenzie - My office is at the airport, there are days that I hear noises outside in
the parking lot, sometimes in the building. I think they must be running. Then I
see in the neighborhood, a vehicle running that needs a muffler, so that may be a
part of the noise issues.

Monley - People tell me they hear it at their house, and we are not running, and
that it is stinky on a day that we are not running. I think people are tuned into
noise and smells.

Kozlowski - Do you agree when they took these tests, that you were running?
Monley - Not at 4:00 am in the morning

Kozlowski - I'm talking previous tests, you were aware and running when they
were taking the readings. You were running at a representative level of a running
condition?

Monley - That is correct. Not sure what was creating the sound levels when we
were not running. [ know we were down during the night, and the plant was
started at 8:00 am, so something may have been running when he was at the plant.
Neidhamer - Do you know what is the loudest or lowest piece of equipment is on
the C scale?

Monley - No

Neidhamer - We were under the impression that you were going to come back to
us with a game plan?

Kozlowski - That is correct, we have it written down they would have a plan on
what they were going to do if anything at this meeting was requested.

McPherson - The Planning Commission did find you not in compliance, because of
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reasons like there is outside equipment at over 40db.

Jim Murray - City Attorney - [ was under the idea that Kirtland was seeking to
propose something, short of adopting a new noise ordinance, and come back with
what they called an amendment to the conditional use permit, make proposals to
address the A scale and C scale noises that both sides could agree to make work,
maybe at a level 60. Not adopting an entirely new ordinance, but incorporating
something into a site plan amendment.

Kozlowski - Looking for time line to have all of the action plans discussed taken
care of such as the equipment inside a building, tree planting/landscape.

Monley - My understanding was, the reason Traverse City was to come in, was to
come up with a standard that we could apply to our amended conditional use
permit, until we can agree on what standard we want to use, can’t have a time line
of work to be done, when we don’t know what the goal is, we need to come up with
a mutual agreement on what the standards would be. I thought the first step was
to get the Traverse City Officer in to see what the levels were, and if that wasn’t
good, we would have to hire a consultant to go around the city to see when we
were and were not running and at what levels, and establish what a reasonable
standard is to modify the conditional use permit.

Kozlowski - What about the other issues that are not in compliance. Are you
doing anything about them?

Monley - We submitted a landscaping plan.

Kozlowski - We know there are unknowns out there, are you going to proceed to
do anything other than wait for the sound survey? Are you doing anything now to
lower the sounds in your plant?

Monley - No, we don’t want to spend any more money if it is not going to be useful.
If we are looking at C scale levels and frequencies, and we are looking at correcting
remediation for the A scale noises it may not have any impact, so we are not
spending money to get us to a mutually agreeable standard.

Kozlowski - The sound scale that was done earlier, have you complied with all of
those requirements?

Monley - No, the RSG recommendations, which we don’t agree with, would have
been $250,000 worth of remediation. We don’t want to spend. Even the RSG
experts said that is remediated down to the 40dB, they couldn’t say we would be
audible.

Neidhamer - s the noise indeed C scale?

McPherson - The 125/250 frequencies are the most prominent and are the ones
that are being produced, which translates to the C scale, per RSG. Maybe have to
identify which equipment is creating the noises at these frequencies.

Murray - Looked in Michigan to find C scale ordinances, and found nothing. Goal
was that the incentive would come from Kirtland, on their dime, to get an expert
proposal. The C scale standards are appropriate and reasonable.

McCahan - The way to mitigate low frequency noise is huge amounts of mass,
move equipment inside concrete walls. What is left outside?

Monley - Just the fans are outside, all production equipment is inside.

McCahan - Is it the fans making the low frequency noise, or the production
equipment?

McPherson - If you reference the RSG report they identify the fans were a major
source of that frequency noise.

Monley - Looking at the Traverse City report, the C scale levels are very similar to
when we are not running. Question is something else in the community creating
the C scale noises?

Frasz - We need to consider, noise duration of the constant noise, how can they be
reflected in this “one time” measurements? Prior to Kirtland, how many noise
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complaints did you receive?

McPherson - Very few, mostly due to loud music.

Frasz - Nothing related to the industrial area, hard to believe the numbers are the
same or lower. Obviously there is a noise issue when the plant is running.
Neidhamer - [ have been out over 50 times, when the plant is running I circle the
neighborhoods, and I can hear it. On the other days, when the plant is closed, I
can’t hear it. Whatever the data says, I can hear when it is running, and see the
plume. It can be heard when it is running, and I can’t hear it when I make the visits
on the weekend. Sometimes the data is in conflict with the “hear” test.

Michael Cain: City Manager - Portion of Article 14 of the Zoning Ordinance,
Planned Industrial District was read; Back in 2008, Kirtland came to the
community with an opportunity for Boyne City. They have not been able to meet
those requirements or what they originally promised. The City funded the RSG
report, and the Traverse City work with their noise ordinance officer, we have tried
to find a situation that works. The Planning Commission should not take on the
burden of Kirtland Products who came to the community and presented their plant
as not detrimental to the community. The November 17, 2008 Planning
Commission minutes, per Mike Lange, the front end loader back up indicator bell
will be the loudest piece of equipment. Kirtland painted a picture which they have
not lived up to. It is up to them to find a solution for the city. The approved
Conditional Use Permit was appropriate. There are certain things that the city can
not regulate, such as DEQ standards, but the Planning Commission did approve the
24dB that Kirtland mentioned, that the noise won't be louder than the rustling of
leaves. Those are the standards that they imposed upon themselves, and stated to
the community, and those are the standards they haven’t met. They need to step
up and make something happen, propose something to get things done and to
resolve the situation quickly. Go back to what was originally approved, see what
was put into place, you have found they are not in compliance, now we need to see
how they are planning to comply.

KozlowskKi - [s the stack test available?

Monley - No, we anticipate having it available for the next meeting.

Kozlowski - [ hate to try to bring the noise level up to something that is right for
Kirtland, but the community has to live with, I'm not willing to accommodate
Kirtland’s requirements and make the community suffer. You need to get the noise
down to an acceptable level for community peace; the lifestyle the community has
enjoyed in the past is no longer there. The goal is to eliminate the nuisance.
Murray - Your focus should be on the November 2008 conditional use permit. [
see that you have 3 options:

1. Do nothing,

2. Extend time before making final decision,

3. Move to make some decision, whether you find they are in compliance with
the Conditional Use Permit that was adopted in 2008. Findings of fact making
reference back to the 2008 conditional use permit; ie: it was stated that all
equipment over 40dB would be inside, and that is not true.

Neidhamer - Did we not already find that they were not in compliance?

Murray - Correct

Monley - Along with the statement that everything over 40dB would be inside, we
submitted a site plan showing all of the equipment that would be outside and what
we did not expect was that equipment to be over 40dB, and we also showed which
equipment would be inside.

McPherson - An incorrect statement was made to the Planning Commission. You
said that all equipment over 40dB would be inside, and that is not the case.
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Monley - It turned out to be louder than expected.

McCahan - You need to get some noise experts in, and decide what is a reasonable
noise expectation in residential areas that will not be detrimental to a large
number of people.

Neidhamer - With regards to what has been said and a time line, we need to have
them come back to us with a plan to solve the noise issue. When does the time line
start?

Murray - You decide, the legal time clock starts when you find them in violation of
the conditional use permit, and it is your final decision. It is exactly what was done
two meeting ago, however you must state it is your final decision.

Frasz - To hold them to task, support our decision of not in compliance, and make
it our final decision. They come back with how and what they are going to do in a
specific time period, if they choose.

Kozlowski - We need to move this forward.

Ellwanger - I agree with what has been said here tonight, a time line must be put
into place. We have been generous, and the community is suffering. They are not
in compliance.

Murray - When you made your motion of non compliance, you made (4) bullet
points from the minutes of September 17, 2012, (restated here):

Kozlowski moved, Ellwanger seconded, that Kirtland Products, LLC is not in
compliance with the Conditional Use Permit based on the following factors:

e Sound produced by the plant exceeds levels represented to the Planning
Commission,

e The sound abatement and landscaping measures as proposed by Kirtland and
approved for the conditional use final site plan have not been completed as all
equipment exceeding 40dB was not placed inside the building,

¢ Landscaping as shown and described in the final approved development plan
has not been installed,

e Concerns for public health, safety or welfare by reason of excessive production
of traffic, noise, smoke, odors or other such nuisance.

I go back to what they represented in their proposal, dated November 16, 2009

In our last proposal, the plan was to have most of the operating equipment outside,
with just pelleting and packaging equipment inside. To address noise, we planned to
construct decoupled wall buildings around all equipment exceeding 40dB noise level.
In the new plant design, we have placed all loud (over 40dB) equipment inside the
building.

Did that happen, I would make it clear for the minutes. They said all production
equipment was inside. Is this representation accurate in 2012?

Cain - Making your decision final, it will push the city down a path, based also on
what Kirtland has said so far, to a legal confrontation. We have had
communications with Kirtland, and we have not received all information we have
been looking for. A question for Kirtland, is there any reason to wait to keep you
from taking the legal step? Encourage you to engage Kirtland at this point, and see
what they have to say.

Jim Baumann: Chamber of Commerce - A few meetings ago Kirtland’s attorney
stated that a lot had been said in conversation in these earlier meetings, but what
you have put down as actual conditions is what legally will guide what happens
next.

Crum - Back to the original conditional use, we already voted on the non-
compliance, specifically all noise over 40dB would not be outside, today was
confirmed you have equipment outside over 40dB, so we know is not compliant.
Monley - Did the conditional use permit speak to the 40dB?
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McPherson - The conditional use spoke to the approval of the final site plan, and
on the final site plan you indicated all equipment over 40dB would be inside.
Monley - Final site plan showed that equipment outside.

McPherson - You made an incorrect statement, and this commission based their
decision on that information.

Crum - That is what [ want clarity on, we know some equipment is inside, and
some outside, conditional use permit is based on any equipment outside not being
over 40dB, tonight you said the blowers are well over 40dB. '
Murray -Looking at the Kirtland Products, LLC proposal, submitted in connection
with the conditional use permit/site development plan, on page 12 of 12 under
landscaping/sound abatement. That is their proposal.

Neidhamer - Clear direction to go to speak with Kirtland, Have two more issues
landscape plan and emissions, which is not here yet, and is promised. Do we
address all issues, or just big issue of noise?

McPherson - Look at the landscape plan before you tonight, give them feedback if
it is acceptable or not, if not, let them present something else to you. Make mention
of emissions permit. Conditional Use permit requirement is to obtain all other
necessary permits, they have not done that.

Murray - They do have the PTI (Permit To Install). Stack test will tell us if they
need an additional permit.

McPherson - That testing needed to be submitted 60 days after the stack test was
done, that has not been done, and the 60 days has expired, so they are in violation
of that. Technically, they have not obtained the permit.

Murray - They do have the permit to install, and it does appear, on its face, the 60
days has expired as of November 13t. [ have not heard that it has been renewed;
DEQ may work with them to find out where the stack test is.

McCahan - Is there anything else you can do to additionally mitigate noise? Where
do you want to go from here?

Leon Tupper: Kirtland Products - We do want to mitigate noise, but to what
level, who defines acceptability? We have no assurances at the end of work
completion, if we move forward that it will be agreeable to the city. Work towards
a goal of addressing 40dB, A scale levels. How do we achieve a level that is not
defined? How do we achieve and maintain the levels?

McCahan - Can you get audio engineers to make recommendations on how to stop
the blowers from their noise level, and what a reasonable C scale metric would be?
Monley - Will we be working to a C scale, or what we said in the permit; 40 dB on
the A scale?

McCahan - I'm sure if you get to 40dB on the A scale at the property line, you
might satisfy everybody. You have got to get it down at the property line.

Lange - Difficulty will be there are noises in the area that don’t measure 40dB on
the A scale. How do you measure a piece of equipment at 40dB, when during the
night at a residence is higher than that noise? The ambient noise is greater. How
do we measure and make the determination on a piece of equipment, when the
noise around us, at times, is louder than 40dB?

McCahan - Get the noise down at the property line. The low frequency noises have
to stop.

Tupper - If I get to 40dB, do I have some assurances that it will be acceptable to
the commission?

MacKenzie - Discussing the 40 number listed in the material given to us by
Kirtland, it seems to be the community concerns of 125/250 C scale levels. Can we
direct them to get the lower tones taken care of?

Murray - You do need objective standards. You have them, as they represented
that they would not be louder than 40dB outside. No one knows if that will fix the

Boyne City Planning Commission 7 November 19, 2012



C scale. It is reasonable to enforce the conditions you have. We need experts to
answer those questions.
MacKenzie - We can’t answer that for you. We have hired (2) different experts to
come out and have done testing this far.
Murray - Right now, is it our duty to say yes? Or do we think Kirtland should
propose a C scale of an established number to be reasonable? Does Kirtland have a
desire to make a proposal to the City to make a reasonable objective on the C scale,
and what is reasonable? No one knows what that standard is.
Tupper - We are prepared to come back with a proposal, we believe is attainable
and achievable within the time frame based on investments, and will look to your
response for acceptance.
Neidhamer - Proposal is going to meet 40 db with outside equipment?
MacKenzie - Wait and see. They have listened like we have.
Murray - The focus is on the C scale. If you want to take action, you would do that
on the A scale that was presented. To solve the real problem, C scale, you can do
that, short of adopting the ordinance, by having them make a proposal you agree
with, and having them seek to amend the conditional use permit, to assure those
standards will be met.
MacKenzie - It sounds like they are willing to come up with a proposal.
Monley - We thought we were going to get Traverse City here, to evaluate that and
see if another step had to be taken to come up with a quantifiable standard, so we
were not doing any mitigation for A scale noises. This meeting has asked us to
come up with our own standard to present to you to consider, that we all can live
with.
Kozlowski - In the conditional use permit, 40dB at the property line was what you
were suppose to achieve.
Monley - In 2008 /2009 minutes that was stated, yes.
Kozlowski - [s that still your goal to achieve 40dB at property line?
Monley - Our goal is to get some consultants in to tell us what will take care of the
problem, either the A scale or C scale, what is reasonable to do.
KozlowskKi - Are you still trying to achieve that goal?
Monley - Don’t know the answer to that.
Frasz - What do we do if they come back with something, and we don’t have the
information or knowledge to make a decision, if we don’t know, do we hire
someone?
Murray - You can either rely on their expert, or get one of your own. They can
exercise their legal right, and challenge in court. If there is a violation, you can
revoke the permit. They can appeal a decision to circuit court. You are setting
something in motion, if you make the decision final.
Neidhamer - If we don’t make final, in good faith, we are relying on them to come
back to us in 30 days with a proposal that includes a time line, and proposed
changes. I would like to see three things happen:

1. Come back to us in 30 days with a complete proposal.

2. Come back with emission report

3. Table landscape plan for 30 days.
McPherson - Do you want to look at the plan submitted to see if it meets your
expectations, and give them feedback.
Lange - Various slides were viewed by the board and they explained the submitted
landscaping plans. The original plans submitted in 2008, 2009 & 2010 had
pictures of trees on them for sound abatement and screen blockage for the
equipment. RSG report indicated the amount of foliage was not significant enough
to be considered enough for the report, need to have a significant amount in depth.
We would never be able to achieve that, so the landscaping does not provide noise
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New Business

209 S. Lake Street
Development plan
amendment

*MOTION

abatement, so will use as screening only. A driver on M-75 is the only way to see
the equipment. The zoning ordinance article talks about landscaping
requirements for existing facility landscaping requirements, which is 30% of
landscaping required for a new facility. The amount of 12 proposed trees exceeds
that requirement, to put in more, serves no purpose to screen from M-75. Looking
at MSU planting guidelines.

St. Dennis - It is going to take 60 - 70 years to get to a 35’ diameter when you start
with a 3’ caliber tree.

Neidhamer - | have a concern with 618 feet and only 12 trees.

St. Dennis - In the previous plan the next door property owners, Car Quest,
Carter’s building were considered, not just the view corridor, I was thinking much
larger buffer than 12 trees.

McPherson - Because this was a conditional use, with outside storage, landscaping
for screening was apart of that consideration. Noise attenuation was mentioned.
As Mike indicated, it was not going to do anything, so now is visual only.
MacKenzie - Would like to look at this with your proposal.

McCahan - Should have protection for the neighboring properties.

McPherson - What I am hearing is this is not quite accurate, and need more
screening between the properties.

Neidhamer - I would like to see a complete proposal in 30 days at the next
meeting, along with the emissions report.

Planning Director McPherson reviewed the staff report that was included in the
agenda packet. In 1996 the original site plan was approved for a commercial
building with apartments above, with 17 parking spaces being adequate for the
use, however, there is no way 17 cars could be parked there. In reality it is used for
a public lot, even though it was established for the building and uses. With recent
reconstruction in the area, Mr. Kirkby wanted to give the lot to the city for the
purpose of underground utilities box placement. However, during the site plan
approval, the parking lot area was tied to the business/apartment building. In
order to accept the property and continue with the current use and future
development of potential uses, a couple of actions are required; the first is to waive
the parking requirement and to rescind the previous tying of the two properties
together. In the CBD, Planning Commission does have the ability to waive parking
taking in other parking factors, and building use. It is an alley, and there is a
easement over a portion of that lot, already.

Cain - It will benefit the city for downtown area beautification projects that are
under way and there are adjacent spaces available for parking.

With no additional board discussion, motion by Kozlowski, seconded by Crum to
approve the proposal as presented by:
1. Waiving the required 17 space parking requirement and
2. Rescind the requirement that the parking lot (parcel number 051-341-138-
10) be combined with 209 S Lake Street (parcel number 051-055-063-00)

2012-11-19-7A

Roll Call:

Aye: Crum, Ellwanger, Frasz, Kozlowski, MacKenzie, McCahan, Neidhamer, St.
Dennis.

Nay: None

Absent: Meeder

Motion Carries
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1 Water Street Sketch Plan
Review

Staff Report

Good of the Order

Adjournment

**MOTION

Planning Director McPherson reviewed the staff report that was included in the
agenda packet. Final design plans have been submitted for units #8 & #9, the
duplex on the SW corner of the lot. Combining the duplex into one hotel unit and
one residential unit. One garage will be eliminated, so one parking space will be
eliminated. Small modification in the roof line by % story will raise height by a
couple of feet, but still fall within the height limitations. Looked at as an
administrative review, but wanted to keep the Planning Commission updated.

Mr. Hunt: Catt Development - Potential buyer, wanted the whole thing, so will
remove the dividing wall and making into one unit. Taking the concept of the A and
C floor plan, removing the wall. The pattern book architectural items will be
followed. The deck on the roof has been asked of us to pursue, so we are pricing at
the moment, the buyer is not sure he wants it or not. This is a motivated buyer and
wants to break ground in early spring. Glen Catt has committed to build the unit
next to it, so that two units will be built right away, as well as the pool on the south.
The footprint will not change. After discussion the Planning Commission agree the
changes are consistent with the administrative review process.

1. There will not be a Planners Moment tonight, the cd is not here,

2. S. Park Street construction is wrapping up, looking at other potential projects
in the downtown area for additional grants for infrastructure work including
streets,

3. Storm sewer project on Douglas St. will have a public information meeting
tomorrow night at 5:30 pm. This project will have curb and gutter, possible
sidewalks, possible rain garden to help filter additional run off, look at the
possible closure of Douglas Street between Cedar and Pleasant Streets.

4. On December 4, at 6:00 pm, will be the annual Joint Board and Commission
meeting in the auditorium,

5. Jane MacKenzie has been hired as the Executive Director of the Boyne City
Housing Commission.

Thank you for the trees that were planted.
Jim Kozlowski will not be at the December 17t meeting.
Master Plan needs to be updated, so will look into that.

The next meeting of the Boyne City Planning Commission is scheduled for
December 17, 2012 at 5:00 pm in the Commission chambers.

2012-11-19-10

Crum moved, St. Dennis seconded, PASSED UNANIMOUSLY a motion to adjourn
the meeting at 7:50 p.m.

AMM Q&% Ny

e MacKenzie, Chair Pat Haver, Recording Secretary

Boyne City Planning Commission 10 November 19, 2012



Appendix A

Map | Time Location A scale | Cscale
#

1 6:35 pm Kirtland S prop line 66 81
2 6:44 pm | Altair Dr intersection (towards Kirtland) 56 71
3 6:44 pm Altair Dr intersection (towards Lexamar) 56 71
4 6:54 pm 421 Boice backyard 46 60
5 6:59 pm 421 Boice inside house 43 47
6 7:05 pm 1038 Roosevelt backyard 46 60
7 7:16 pm Airport 48 60
8 7:25 pm 1210 Nordic driveway 46 57
9 7:30 pm 1210 Nordic front porch 46 57
10 7:35 pm 1210 Nordic inside house 43 46
11 7:40 pm Carters in front of bldg 53 65
12 7:47 pm Carters inside (heating system blowers on) off | (48)47 | (67) 65
13 8:00 pm 450 Cozy Nook 46 57
4 10:45 pm | 421 Boice backyard 45 61
6 10:55 pm | 1038 Roosevelt backyard 46 60
8 11:20 pm | 1210 Nordic driveway 44 55
13 11:35 pm | 450 Cozy Nook 41 58
14 11:50 pm | 1010 Kuhn Dr 42 56
4 4:00 am 421 Boice backyard 42 60
6 4:10 am 1038 Roosevelt backyard 42 58
8 4:25 am 1210 Nordic driveway 44 57
13 4:40 am 450 Cozy Nook 40 58
14 5:00 am 1010 Kuhn Dr 41 54
2 6:35 am Altair/Air Ind Park intersection 48 59
4 6:20 am 421 Boice backyard 39 54
6 6:25 am 1038 Roosevelt backyard 38 50
8 6:10 am 1210 Nordic driveway 36 49
13 6:45 am 450 Cozy Nook 37 51
14 6:55 am 1010 Kuhn Dr 36 49
1 7:40 am Kirtland South property line ( plant still 62 77

running )

The readings were taken by officer Scott Maxson on the evening/morning of November
8-9, 2012. Officer Maxson was accompanied by Scott McPherson, Tom Neidhamer,
Ryan Giem and Mike Lange. Winds were calm and the temperature was in the 40°s.
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2012 ChargeableTotal Deyer Hours
July

November October September August

N

Date

12

24
23

10

21

15
15
17
16
17

10

17
17
12

13

17
24
22

24

19

M~ = 1 OV O~ S OC NGO O 0INO A

10
10
10
10

22
24

20
24
24

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

13
17
17

24

17
16
14

11

17
16

24

23

18
16

10

22
24

24

21

22

10

24

16
17
17
17

24

16
17
17

25

24

26

12
18
14

16

27
28
29

22

30
31

24
200

17
220

20

117

210

186

24

94

92

14

171

163

65

JTotal for Year of 2012
|12 Month Rolling Total |

1238.00

1379.00




