CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF GARFIELD
: PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

Wednesday, January 9, 2019 @ 7:00pm
Garfield Township Hall

_ 3848 Veterans Drive

Traverse City, MI 49684

Ph: (231) 941-1620

AGENDA
Call Meeting to Order
Roll Call of Commission Members
1. Review and Approval of the Agenda - Conflict of Interest

2. Minutes
December 12, 2018

3. Correspondence
Letter from Pastor Carey Waldie — (Receive and File)

4, Reports
a. Township Board

b. Planning Commissioners

5. Business to Come Before the Commission
a. PD Report 2018-122 Hobby Lobby Wall Sign—Findings of Fact
b. PD Report 2018-123 Fox Run Planned Unit Residential Development—Continued
Discussion
c. Commissioner Gil Uithol Certificate of Appreciation
d. University of Michigan eCities Recognition
e. Selection of Officers

6. Public Comment

7. Items for Next Agenda — Februarv 13, 2019
To be determined

8. Adjournment

Joe Robertson, Secretary

Garfield Township Planning Commission
3848 Veterans Drive

Traverse City, MI 49684

Garfield Township will provide necessary reasonable auxiliary aids and services, such as signers for hearing impaired and audio tapes of
printed materials being considered at the meeting to individuals with disabilities upon the provision of reasonable advance notice to
Garfield Township. Individuals with disabilities requiring auxiliary aids or services should contact Garficld Township by writing or calling
Lanie McManus, Clerk, (231) 941-1620. or TDD 922
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CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF GARFIELD
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
December 12, 2018

Call Meeting to Order: Chair Racine called the meeting to order at 7:00pm at the

Garfield Township Hall, 3848 Veterans Drive, Traverse City, M| 49684.

Roll Call of Commission Members:

Present. Steve Duell, Joe McManus, Joe Robertson, Pat Cline, Chris DeGood, and

John Racine

Absent and Excused: Gil Uithol

Staff Present: Erik Perdonik

1

Review and Approval of the Agenda — Conflict of Interest (7:00)
John Racine declared a conflict with 5b.
Cline moved and Duell seconded to approve the agenda as presented.

Yeas: Cline, Duell, Robertson, DeGood, McManus, Racine
Nays: None

Minutes (7:01)
a. October 24, 2018
Duell moved and DeGood seconded to adopt the minutes of October 24,

2018 as presented.

Yeas: Duell, DeGood, Cline, McManus, Robertson, Racine
Nays: None

Correspondence (7:01)
Letter from Watershed Center and letter in support of Hobby Lobby

Reports (7:02)

Township Board Report

Duell said that the U-Haul text amendment was also denied by the Board.
Portions of Silver Lake Park will be groomed and the rezoning of property next to
Sam’s Club has been rezoned to Multi-Family. There will be a no-wake zone on
a boat landing on Silver Lake and the board passed a resolution to break from

Metro Fire.

Planning Commissioners
None

Planning Department
The new Planning Director, John Sych will be starting Monday, December 17th.
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Garfield Township Planning Commission Minutes December 12, 2018

5.

Business to Come Before the Commission

a.

PD 2018-115 Grand Traverse Oral Surgery SUP — Finding of Fact
(7:06)

The application requests approval of a Special Use Permit for a 15,000
square foot dental clinic with a basement, covered pick up and drop off
areas, and an 85-space paved parking lot. A 40’ x 100’ future expansion
is proposed for the south end of the proposed building.

Robertson moved and McManus seconded THAT the Findings of Fact for
application SUP-2018-05, as presented in Planning Department Report
2018-115 and being made a part of this motion, BE ADOPTED.

Yeas: Robertson, McManus, Duell, Cline, DeGood, Racine
Nays: None

Robertson moved and Duell seconded that application SUP 2018-05 BE
APPROVED, subject to the following conditions:

1) Final engineering review and approval by the Township Engineer
including all infrastructure, stormwater and FAA, if necessary.

2) All final reviews from agencies with jurisdiction shall be provided prior to
any land use permits being issued.

3) All proposed sidewalks, landscaping and amenities shall be installed
prior to the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy.

4) The applicant shall provide two (2) full-size sets, one (1) 11x17” plan
set and one electronic copy of the full application (in PDF format) with all
updates as required by the conditions of this approval and indicating
compliance with all provisions of the zoning ordinance.

5) The applicant shall record promptly the amended Report and Decision
Order (RDO) and any amendment to such order with the Grand Traverse
County Register of Deeds in the chain of title for each parcel or portion
thereof to which the RDO pertains. A copy of each recorded document
shall be filed with the township within ninety (90) days of final approval by
the Township or approval shall be considered to have expired.

Yeas: Robertson, Duell, McManus, DeGood, Cline, Racine
Nays: None

PD 2018-116 Miller Creek Drive Crematorium — Conceptual Review
(7:09)

This application proposes a 2,900 square foot crematorium with an
associated 12 space parking area, on a 1.47acre property near the
northwest corner of Miller Creek Drive and Cass Road. The property is
currently vacant and is zoned I-L Limited Industrial. Crematoriums are
permitted in the I-L zoning district by SUP. John Racine excused himself
from the discussion. The driveway setbacks were granted by the ZBA
subject to two conditions. Jeff Cockfield presented the proposed
development on the site. He said that the developers can meet all
requirements except the current stormwater control ordinance.



Garfield Township Planning Commission Minutes December 12, 2018

Developers could eliminate some parking and get closer to meeting the
ordinance. There is water and sewer nearby that they would connect to.
Stormwater would be pre-treated before discharging to the wetlands.
Duell proposes another pond between the two that are proposed.
Cockfield said that they are looking for guidance on the parking issue.
Dan Jonkoff said most crematoriums have 2-3 parking spots, but that he
would like a few more. Based on evidence, Commissioners agree that
parking could likely be reduced to help with the stormwater issue. Deputy
Planner Perdonik explained what the waiver from the stormwater
ordinance would entail. Commissioners said that they would need an
industry standard for parking and a revised stormwater plan before moving
forward.

c. PD 208-117 Hobby Lobby Wall Sign - Public Hearing (7:35)
The application requests approval of a single wall sign for the front of the
new Hobby Lobby building located at 3675 Marketplace Circle within the
Buffalo Ridge PUD. The applicant has proposed two options — a 148.2
square foot sign and a 99.7 square foot option. The ordinance allows for
100 square feet of signage in the Buffalo Ridge PUD. Kevin Vann of
Signplicity Signs representing Hobby Lobby, is asking for the 148.2 square
foot option and gave commissioners pictures of other large signs in the
area.
Racine opened the Public Hearing at 7:39pm.
Kirk Lewellen, District Manager of Hobby Lobby asked for similar
exposure as the other retailers in the area.
Kirby Taylor commented on the proposed signage.
Racine closed the Public Hearing at 7:41pm.

Commissioners discussed the proposed signage and it was noted that all
other signage within the PUD complies with the 100 feet or less
requirement. Commissioners discussed proportions of signage to
buildings and discussed the criteria for signage as it pertained to this sign.

DeGood moved to direct staff to draft Findings of Fact against application
PUD-2014-02-D for consideration at the next Regular Meeting of the
Planning Commission on the basis that two of the criteria would not be
met and thus larger signage would be denied. Robertson supported the
motion.

Yeas: DeGood, Robertson, McManus, Cline, Duell, Racine
Nays: None

d. PD 2018-118 Living Hope Church Text Amendment - Introduction
(8:01)
The application proposes a text amendment to the Garfield Township
Zoning Ordinance to amend Article 7, Section 753.A(2) to read “Buildings
shall be set back 30 ft from all street right-of-way lines and 30 ft from any
property line. Parking areas shall be set back 10’ from all street right of
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way lines and 10’ from any property line in a residential and/or agricultural
district for churches.” Carey Waldie gave a review of why the setbacks
need to be amended for institutional uses and asked for Commissioner
comment. Commissioners said that the definition of “institutional use” was
not only for churches, but other uses as well and all uses would be
affected by this text amendment. They recommend that Waldie find
support to structure his argument towards the entire use in the township.
Racine asked for more analysis of these uses and the setbacks and how
they apply to these types of properties. Commissioners explained to the
applicant how the Planning Commission works and what evidence would
be needed to prove his point. They told him to bring forth proof that this is
needed for ALL institutional uses in the township.

DeGood moved to postpone the request awaiting more information from
Staff regarding the setbacks and when they were put into enforcement.
The applicant shall determine when he wants to come back for a Public
Hearing. Duell seconded the motion.

Yeas: DeGood, Duell, Cline, McManus, Robertson, Racine
Nays: None

e. PD 2018-119 Draft Access Management Amendment Revised — Public
Hearing (8:55)
Perdonik has provided a draft of the finalized version with agricultural
drives and criteria for them added.
Racine opened the Public Hearing at 8:58pm.
Jim Schmuckal of Airport Road asked for clarification of what this
amendment was covering.
The Public Hearing was closed at 8:59pm.
Commissioners add language to #3 stating that “standards can be met
and only so long as the following standards continue to be met.”

Duell moved and Robertson seconded to recommend to the Township
Board the proposed amendment to Section 5612 — Service Drives in the
Zoning Ordinance, as attached to PD Report 2018-119 BE ADOPTED.

Yeas: Duell, Robertson, Cline, McManus, DeGood, Racine
Nays: None

f. 2019 Proposed Meeting Dates
Duell moved and DeGood seconded to adopt the 2019 Proposed Meeting
Dates.

Yeas: Duell, DeGood, Cline, McManus, Robertson, Racine
Nays: None
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6. Public Comment (9:08)
Jeff Jocks of Sondee, Racine and Doren commented on the crematorium project.
His client has concerns about the stormwater plans and a possible waiver.
Jim Schmuckal commented on the signage criteria #1.
Mark Martin of East River Road commented on the setback for the institutional
uses.
Bill Crain of Buckley expressed concerns with the stormwater ordinance.
Carie Waldie commented on his application.

T Items For Next Agenda — January 9, 2019 (9:19)
DeGood pointed out that Kohl's cut down some trees and is being remanded.

8. Adjournment
Duell moved to adjourn the meeting at 9:27pm.

Joe Robertson, Secretary
Garfield Township Planning
Commission

3848 Veterans Drive
Traverse City, Ml 49684



PAasTOR CAREY WALDIE

Living Hore CHurcH = Traverse City, MI

Dear Gentlemen of the Planning Commission,

This letter is regarding comments made at the end of the last meeting on October 24% Statements were
made that, painted an incorrect picture of our actions in the back of our property of Living Hope Church.

On, October 18™, | received a letter and an email stating we were in violation of paragraph 415 for a
“substantial earth change.”

At the planning commission meeting it was said, “They've been moving a lot of earth out there without
telling anybody," Then Chris asked, "They're moving dirt?" I'm assuming to clarify whether we are
moving forward with un-permitted development. Staff answered, "They weren't quite upfront about
what they were doing."

This couldn’t be more inaccurate, and it incorrectly ascribes wrong and deceptive motives on the
church’s part and painted us in a wrong light. We don’t operate with governmental authority, we do not
have the power to coerce someone. All we operate with is moral authority so when our morality is
questioned, | must correct the record as best as | can.

First, | do not agree that we were in any violation. Section 4, division 4 of the zoning ordinance applies to
development approvals. We were not “moving a lot of earth” pursuant to any development. We simply
wanted to beautify the parcel by removing overgrown foliage. Honestly, this spring | was throwing a ball
with a 14 year-old parishioner out in the back field. It was so overgrown and feral we couldn’t run or
play in it. So, | put a plan into action with a member of our church that is a seasoned contractor to clean
up the parcel. He assured me no permits were necessary as we weren’t violating any ordinance. It had
nothing to do making a parking lot as was implied at the commission meeting and in numerous
conversations with Mike Green. Somehow the zoning office arrived at the idea that we were going
ahead with some kind of development. Nobody talked to us. Nobody asked. They assumed because we
had equipment parked out back that we were in violation. They simply violated us for cleaning up our
own back yard. When we went to soil erosion with the county, they thought it was ludicrous and signed
off that we don’t need a soil erosion permit. If making some space for a kid to throw a ball is a violation,
then | guess we are in violation and we are moving to rectify it. However, to be clear, we did NOTHING in
pursuant to any development that we may or may not do in the future regarding expansion of parking or
building. We were assured in a previous meeting that we could improve the exterior of our property
without a violation as long as we didn’t add to the square footage of our building or parking lot. We
even made sure to correct the specific wording in the minutes of the meeting before we went ahead

with this project.

Second, division 415 (the paragraph cited as our violation), states, “Separate grading development
approval is required for disturbances of land that require the removal of soil (emphasis mine) prior to
the issuance of any development approval.” | can assure you that all we removed was some overgrown
brush. WE REMOVED NO SOIL, WE ADDED NO SOIL AND WE CHANGED NO GRADE. THE ONLY TIME WE
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= Traverse City, Ml 49684 Email: carey@livinghopetc.org Website: www livinghopetc.org

CONTACT Phone: 1.231.946.4530 Address: 3050 S. Airport Rd. W.



FROM THE DESK OF

PAsTOR CAREY WALDIE

Living Horpe CHurcH = Traverse City, MI

MOVED SOIL AT ALL WAS TO SMOOTH IT OUT SO AS TO MAKE IT USEFUL FOR WALKING AND TO MAKE
IT AESTHETICALLY PLEASING AND READY FOR SEEDING. AGAIN, WE WERE NOT DOING ANYTHING
PURSUANT TO ANY DEVELOPMENT NOR DID WE REMOVE ANY SOIL.

Third, staff mentioned that “we weren’t upfront about what we were doing.” We didn’t come and ask
permission to clean up our back yard. However, this wasn’t an attempt to hide anything. Nobody | talked
to (including the soil erosion people later) thought we needed a permit. | do resent and refute the
implication that anyone at Living Hope did anything unethical or underhanded. Furthermore, after we
received the notice, | personally explained our plan with Mike Green and one other staff member (I can’t
remember her name—she’s super nice though.) multiple times. | personally invited Mr. Green that day
to come and view the property. (He violated us without even looking at it.) In trying to get clarity on
the law, he said that even if we tilled the land to plant a garden we would be in violation. This seems
absurd. Our heart is not to try and do something behind your back, we honestly didn’t think that
beautifying the property would be a violation. We have moved to comply, and we have the appropriate

permits.

As stated previously, we just want to help our community. Our entire church is an amenity for Garfield
Township, and wanted to beautify it and make better use of the little land that we do have. This letter is

to clarify for all interested parties our perspective.

Sincerely,

%ﬂﬁﬂﬁ_&%
Pastor Carey Waldie

Living Hope Church
1231.944.8237

+ Traverse City. Ml 49684 Email: carey@livinghopetc.org Website: www.livinghopetc.org

CONTACT Phone: 1.231.946.4530 Address: 3050 S. Airport Rd. W.



Buffalo Ridge PUD Hobby Lobby Wall Sign Request-Planning Commission-Findings of Fact

@2y Charter Township of Garfield

w2/ Planning Department Report No. 2018-122
Prepared: December 18, 2018 Pages: Page 1 of 3
Meeting: January 9, 2019 Planning Commission Attachments: X
Subject: Buffalo Ridge PUD Hobby Lobby Wall Sign Request-Findings of Fact
File No. PUD-2014-02-D | Parcel No. 05-016-032-20
Owner: Buffalo Ridge Center South, LLC
Applicant: Signplicity
PURPOSE OF APPLICATION:

The application requests Planning Commission approval of a single wall sign for the front of the new
Hobby Lobby building at 3675 Marketplace Circle within the Buffalo Ridge Planned Unit Development
(PUD). The applicant is presented two options to the Planning Commission at their December 12, 2018
Regular Meeting; the first option measures 99.7 square feet (Option 1) and the second 148.2 square feet
(Option 2).

STAFF COMMENT:

Under Section 630.J of the Zoning Ordinance, “[a]ll proposed signs within a Planned Unit Development
shall be submitted to the Planning Commission for final review and approval.” In addition, the Report and
Decision Order (RDQO) for the recently approved master plan for the Buffalo Ridge PUD (SUP-2014-02-
C) which permitted the construction of the Hobby Lobby includes the following condition among twenty-
three others: “All signage requests not meeting the published standards of the Ordinance within the PUD
go directly to the Planning Commission for determination.”

Under Sec.630.J(1)(a), signs within a PUD may be permitted in accordance with what is normally
permitted by right in the underlying zoning district, and subject to the same limitations thereof. In this
case, the underlying zoning district is C-G General Commercial, which permits up to one-hundred (100)
square feet of total sign area per building wall.

At the December 12, 2018 Planning Commission Regular Meeting, a public hearing was held on the
application, after which Commissioners discussed the request in light of the approval criteria of Section
630.J(3) of the Zoning Ordinance. Commissioners concluded that Option 2 does not meet the criteria in
Sec. 630.J(3)(a)-(b), and unanimously passed a motion directing Staff to draft Findings of Fact reflecting
this conclusion, which are provided below for your consideration tonight.

FINDINGS OF FACT:

Under Sec. 630.J(3), “[t]he Planning Commission shall have the authority to increase the maximum wall
sign standards...based upon appropriate findings of fact demonstrating that each of the following criteria
are met:”

a) The maximum sign standards of subsection (1) do not provide for the reasonable use of the parcel
as provided for within the planned unit development.

e The Planning Commission finds that this criterion is NOT MET for the following reason(s):
The maximum sign standards of subsection (1) provide for reasonable use of the parcel as
evidenced by no wall sign within the PUD being approved at larger than one-hundred (100)-
square feet, and the applicant’s own application proposing a 99.7-square foot alternative
(Option 1) to the 148.2-square foot sign (Option 2).

Page 1 of 3
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Buffalo Ridge PUD Hobby Lobby Wall Sign Request-Planning Commission-Findings of Fact

b) The proposed modification is appropriate for the site, compatible with surrounding land uses, and
necessary for the reasonable use of the parcel as provided for within the planned unit
development.

e The Planning Commission finds that this criterion is NOT MET for the following reason(s):
Similar to as in criterion (a) above, the proposed modification is not necessary for the
reasonable use of the parcel as provided for within the PUD as evidenced by no wall sign
within the PUD being approved at larger than one-hundred (100)-square feet, and the
applicant’s own application proposing a 99.7-square foot alternative (Option 1) to the 148.2-
square foot sign (Option 2).

c) The increase in permitted sign standards are, in the determination of the Planning Commission,
the minimum increase(s) necessary to ensure that the proposed sign(s) is appropriate in scale,
bulk and location relative to the site and surrounding land uses.

o The Planning Commission finds that this criterion is MET for the following reason(s):
Relative to the other buildings within the PUD with one-hundred (100)-square foot wall signs
which are less bulky, 148.2 square feet is generally consistent with the larger size of the
Hobby Lobby building.

d) All approved modifications from the required sign standards shall be specific to the sign(s)
approved by the Planning Commission.

e The Planning Commission finds that this criterion is NOT APPLICABLE for the following
reason(s): The Planning Commission has determined that the request for the modification
should be denied based on criteria (a) and (b) above.

e) The requested increase in wall sign area shall not exceed fifty (50) percent over that allowed in
Subsection (1) or the underlying zoning district, whichever is greater.

e The Planning Commission finds that this criterion is MET for the following reason(s): With
148.2 square feet of wall sign area proposed as Option 1, and with one-hundred (100) square
feet maximum wall sign area permitted per wall in the underlying General Commercial
zoning district, the requested increase in wall sign area does not exceed fifty (50) percent
over that allowed in Subsection (1) or the underlying zoning district.

CONCLUSION:

In sum, the Planning Commission finds that Option 2 does not meet criteria (a) and (b) above, and each of

the criteria above must be met in order for the request to be approved.
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Buffalo Ridge PUD Hobby Lobby Wall Sign Request-Planning Commission-Findings of Fact

ACTION REQUESTED:

The purpose of this item being on tonight’s agenda is to consider adopting Findings of Fact for the
application. If, following discussion, the Planning Commission is prepared to adopt the Findings provided
with any changes, the following two separate motions are suggested; the first to adopt the Findings, and
the second to deny the request based upon those Findings:

MOTION THAT the Findings of Fact for application PUD-2014-02-D
pertaining to signage Option 2 submitted by the applicant, as presented in
Planning Department Report 2018-122 and being made a part of this
motion, BE ADOPTED.

The following motion is recommended to deny the project:
MOTION THAT application PUD-2014-02-D pertaining to signage
option 2 submitted by the applicant, BE DENIED based on the adopted
Findings of Fact presented in Planning Department Report 2018-122.

Any additional information that the Planning Commission determines to be necessary should be added to
this motion.

Attachments:
1. Two-sided document showing sign design and dimensions provided by applicant dated October 29, 2018
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Fox Run PURD-Planning Commission-Continued Discussion

WY Charter Township of Garfield

¥&_2:4 Planning Department Report No. 2018-123
Prepared: December 18§, 2018 Pages: Page | of 2
Meeting: January 8, 2019 Attachments: X
Subject: For Run PURD Continued Discussion
File No. PURD-2017-01 | Parcel No. 05-130-003-00

Applicant/Owner: | William Clous, Eastwood Custom Homes

BACKGROUND:

Proposal Recap:

The applicant is proposing 84 units on approximately 4.25 acres of land with onsite amenities such as
three (3) playgrounds, a dog park, and a natural walking trail. The roughly 3.75 acres of wetland area on
the site will remain open space, with some of the amenities, such as the dog park and trail, proposed
within it.

Approval Process:

In accordance with Section 427.B-C of the Zoning Ordinance, PURDs are subject to a two-stage approval
process: The first stage is preliminary review and decision, which does not require final engineering. The
second is final review and decision, which requires final engineering and that the applicant has addressed
each of the conditions imposed via the preliminary approval.

Expiration:

Preliminary Planned Unit Residential Development (PURD) approval was granted for this application at
the February 14, 2018 Planning Commission Regular Meeting (see Planning Department Report 2018-
21). Under Sec. 427.B(3)(d), “preliminary approvals are valid for twelve (12) months and not subject to
an extension. Preliminary approval shall expire automatically.” This means that the applicant’s
preliminary approval will automatically expire on February 14, 2019, which is roughly one month away.
Therefore, time is of the essence.

STAFF COMMENT:

As mentioned above, under Sec. 427.C, final review requires final engineered plans which demonstrate
compliance with the Zoning Ordinance and that each of the conditions imposed via preliminary approval
are met. The Planning Commission may call for a public hearing when considering final approval.

In this case, the applicant has not submitted complete final engineered plans and therefore the submission
is incomplete for the purposes of final review and decision under Sec. 427.C. For this reason, a public
hearing was not scheduled for tonight.

Nevertheless, the applicant has asked to be placed on the agenda, and has submitted an updated site plan
and documentation regarding an application to the MDEQ/Army Corps of Engineers for placing the trail
in the wetland area. In addition, Staff was forwarded correspondence from the MDEQ that indicates that
the proposed dog park and one of the playground areas are within a regulated wetland as originally
proposed. It appears that the applicant’s updated site plan changes the location of those amenities based
on the MDEQ’s finding. An executed permit has not been received and it does not appear that a
professional or MDEQ delineation has been conducted for the site.

Furthermore, based on the information submitted, Staff has not been able to determine if the proposed

trail has been approved by MDEQ. However, based on the public record, it appears that the applicant has
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Fox Run PURD-Planning Commission-Continued Discussion

been working closely with the MDEQ on its location and the materials to be used. The Planning
Commission should discuss whether the amenities proposed are acceptable in light of the changes and
whether the applicant must have an executed permit from the MDEQ prior to final approval.

As noted above, this approval will expire on February 14, 2019 and therefore the applicant now has one
chance to be on the agenda for final review and decision, which would be the February 13, 2019 Regular
Meeting of the Planning Commission. Commissioners should give Staff and the applicant a sense of
whether they feel that the project is ripe for final review and decision in light of the new information
submitted.

ACTION REQUESTED:
If the Planning Commission feels that the application is ripe for final review and decision (subject to
completeness review) in light of the new information submitted, the following motion is suggested:

MOTION THAT application PURD-2017-01 BE SCHEDULED for a
public hearing for the February 13, 2019 Regular Meeting of the
Planning Commission.

Any additional information that the Planning Commission determines to be necessary should be added to
this motion.

Attachments:

1. Site plan provided by applicant received December 12, 2018

2. MDEQ wetland determination illustration stamped July 24, 2018 by MDEQ
3. Joint permit application received November 5, 2018

Page 2 of 2
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Detroit District Office

Phone: 313-226-2218, Fax: 313-226-6763
Website: www.lre usace.army.mil

For Work in Inland Lakes and Streams, Great Lakes, Wetlands, Floodplains, Da

Michigan Department of Environmental Quality
Water Resources Division

See staff map on page iii for contact informatiRE%a'ED
Website: www.ml gov/jointpermit ot ’
NOV 0 5 2018 :

PLANNING

Joint Permit Application

High Risk Erosion Areas and Critical Dune Areas
www.mi.gov/|eintpermit

What is the purpose
of the Joint Permit
Application?

This Joint Permit Application was developed to facilitate the stale and federal permit application process
administered by the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) and the U.S. Army Corps of

Engineers (USACE).

The Joint Permit Application is a multi-purpose application used to describe and quantify proposed
activities regulated by the DEQ and/or the USACE. This application is for those activities regulated by
the following Parts of the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as

amended by the State of Michigan.

a Part 301, Inland Lakes and Streams

Part 325, Great Lakes Submerged Lands

» Part 303, Wetlands Protection

¢ Floodplain Regulatory Autharity found in Part 31, Water Resources Protection
o Part 315, Dam Safety

Part 323, Shorelands Protection and Management (High Risk Erosion Areas)
o Part 353, Sand Dunes Protection and Management (Critical Dune Areas)

The regulated activities are summarized in Appendix D. The statutes and rules are available at
www.mi.gov/jointpermit.

This application is also for those aclivities regulated by the USACE within the waters of the United
States under Section 10, Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. 403) and Section 404, Clean Water

Act of 1977 (33 U.S.C. 1344).

Preapplication Meeting: This is an optional service available for activities proposed in inland lakes and
streams (Part 301), wetlands (Part 303), and critical dune areas (Part 353). A preapplication meeting
can answer many questions regarding whether or not a permit is required and the review process. The
application form and fee schedule are available at www.mi.gov/jointpermit.

How do | complete
the Joint Permit
Application?

An accurate and
complete application
package is required for
processing; inaccurate
or missing information
will delay processing.

There are three parts to a complete Joint Permit Application package:

1. Application Form
2. Maps and Drawings
3. Fee

Follow the checklists on the following page for each part of the application package.
When you have questions or need assistance in completing the application package refer to the

following information on our website www.mi.gov/jointpermit or you may contact the appropriate
district office, page iii, or through the website link “Who to Contact.”

s Joint Permit Application Training Manual

e EZ Guides for small projecls

+ Acronyms in Appendix A

= Sample drawings in Appendix B

s Minor Project and General Permit Categories in Appendix C
» Fee schedule in Appendix C

» State and Federal Authority and Penalties in Appendix D

+ Glossary in Appendix E

Jont Permit Application
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Applicati 1. Application Form
ication
pp U Complete Sections 1 through 9 of the application form.

Checklist
. ; . W An authorization letter from the property owner if someone other than the property owner is
ke owguenshs signing the application.

will provide township,
range, section, latitude L1 Complete those Sections 10 through 20 that apply to your project. Follow the instructions at
the beginning of each section. For additional information, the instructions for each sample

and longitude

information: drawing in Appendix B indicate the application sections you will most likely need to complete.
Complete the application form as much as possible before adding attachments. Label each

www.mcgi.state. mi.us attachment with the applicant's name.

/wetlands/ U Stake or flag the area for site inspection including the property corners, proposed road or

driveway centerlines, and areas of proposed impacts. The site must be flagged when the
application is submitted.

In each section check .
all boxes that apply to | 2. Maps and Drawings

your project. L All maps and drawings must be black and white, legible, reproducible, and sized to 8.5" x 11"
Aerial photographs do not substitute for site plans. If larger drawings or blueprints are required
to show adequate detail for review, you may also submit one full size copy.

O Vicinity Map: A map to the proposed project location that includes ALL streets, roads,
intersections, highways, or cross-roads to the project. Do not assume review staff knows your

project location.

Show and label d Project Site Plan: Overhead drawings to scale or with dimensions, length and width, of the
property lines on the proposed project are required. Show and label property lines on the site plan.
site-plan. O Cross-section drawings are required. Provide the cross-sections and profile views to scale or
Label existing and with dimensions, length, width, and height.
proposed contours,

U Elevation data must include a description of the reference point or benchmark used and its

dimensions, excavation
and/or fill on the site
ans and cross

corresponding elevation. For projects on the Great Lakes or Section 10 Waters, elevations
must be provided in [GLD 85. For observed Great Lake waler elevations in IGLD, visit the
USACE website under "water levels”. If elevations are from still water, provide the cbservation

:ctions,
date and water elevation. On inland sites, elevations can use NGVD 29, NAVD 88, a local
datum or an assumed bench mark.
é rolv‘.'b}e (ables thf U Provide descriptive photographs of the proposed work site showing vegetation if wellands
Mihiple ipact areas. are involved or the shoreline for shore protection projects. All photographs must be labeled

with your name and the date of the photograph, indicate what they show, and be referenced
lo the site plan. Proposed aclivities or structure(s) may be indicated directly on the
photographs using indelible markers or ink pens. Provide aerial photographs 1:400 or larger
for major projects.

3. Fee

o Payment to the State of Michigan. Fees typically range from $50 to $4,000 depending on the
type of project. Refer to Appendix C of the application and/or visit www.mi.gov/jointpermit to
determine the appropriate fee for your project and for directions to pay by credit card or
electronic fund transfer payment.

L Applications should be sent directly to the district offices. Please refer to page iii, or refer to
www,mi.gov/jointpermit “who to contact” for address and/or phone number. Applications that
cross county boundaries should be sent to the district containing the primary work effort.

O Applications for dams regulated under Part 315 or from public agencies eligible to receive
federal and/or state transportation funding for a project involving public roadways, non-
motorized paths, airports, or related facilities should be mailed to: DEQ, WRD, P.O. BOX

30458, LANSING, Ml 48909-7958.

Jomt Permil Applicalion Page it of v EQP 2731 (Rev. 2/12017)
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~~  Land/Water Interface

___ Permitting Staff Map
@é? www.mi.gov/jointpermit

Field/District Offices

¥  Office Location

N District Boundary

Upper Peninsula: 906-228-4853 e

1504 W. Washington St., Marquette, Ml 49855 ey gand B
/ Cadillac % | :

on L Clare Gladwin Arenac

ake Osceola

2100 West M-32, Gaylord 49735

Huron

Gaylord: 989-731-4920
<..u

Cadillac: 231-775-3960 Saginaw/Bay ;

120 W. Chapin St, Cadillac 49601 lsabella | Miclang
COceana | Newaygo |Mecosta Bay o

Saginaw Bay: 989-894-6200 Tuscola
401 Ketchum Street, Suite B Bay City 48708 : oo B -
ratiot

Grand Rapids: 616-356-0500 T
5th FI. 350 Ottawa Ave NW, Grand Rapids 49503 \ Ran Hapeer ISt Claie

fonia Clinton |

Lansing: 517-284-6651 v, 78
P.O. Box 30242, Lansing, 48909 Grand Rapids

Allegan Bary -*La

SE Michigan: 586-753-3700 :
aten | Ingham
Van Buren

27700 Donald Court, Warren 48092
Kalamazoo: 269-567-3500 ; *
7953 Adobe Road, Kalamazoo 49009 Ka-'amm G an

Washtenaw

Jackson: 517-780-7690 i b Monrae
301 E. Louis Glick Hwy, Jackson 49201 o Do o

EQP 2731 (Rev. 2/2017)
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APPENDICES

Appendix A:  Acronyms And ADDIEMIAONS i e i e s e v R A-1
Appendix B:  Sample Drawings

1. General Instructions for all Drawings and Sample Site Location Maps ......cccocooiiiiiiiciiiees B-1

2. Inland Lake Shore ProtBCHOM ...ttt st ettt e ere e B-2

3. Bulkhead/Seawall ...y o s v s b s i s s e B-2

4, Port GO s G T . T e e L e B-3

5. Floodplain il e e e B-3

B Wetland BoardWalki e sscimmn srossms i ssivsisiis o o i s Sss v o is s e s e v e B-4

T DO U TEUG e o 0 0 G e A L A 0 R 8 B-4

8:  Briveway ACrOSSNVETBNTL ..o imuomummsmssmcss iossurnn s s e slie oo s o 5 5SS s s B-5

9. Residential Wetland Fill and Boardwalk Construchion ... B-5

10, Docks « PIers « Mooring Pilest s mma o s s s s ss B-6

11, BEACK SANTING «..eivvrirrimrer o ettt s a e et e B-6

12 PipefUtiliby Crossingsin. & TrBMER: s somvmsim i s s s o oot coii s a it dres s ons B-7

13, Pipe/Utility Crossingsiusing Directional Bore s s i iy e s i B-7

14, Bridge or CUIVErt (4 draWINGS) .. ...iuuiiiiiieir ittt ittt sttt creb ettt raa e et B-8

15, DAM CONSITUCHION ...ttt ettt bttt ettt e e e e eh bt et st e e b et e se e e aenneeenseennmts B-12

BB WV OO TARE usswssmsuosums s om0 Y A T G ¥ T S S S B-12

17. Great Lakes SNore ProteClion ...ttt B-13

18. Maintenance Dredge ChanNel..... ...ttt eae st r bt a st e e B-13

19. Proposed Residence in a High Risk ErOSiON AIBa .......oovviviieiiiiiiiiiicie et B-14

20. Proposed Residence in @ Critical DUNE AFBa .......c.ovviviiniiinieronininriiie it cs s osst e essireirsesmessassne s B-14

27, MEFNA SIE PIAM ..ottt ettt ie ettt ea bt bt ettt et e e e a4 et me e e annneeeeenn B-15

22, OULEE PIDE ..ttt h e ettt ettt e et e e h et £ ea ek et e it et en kg e st e e et s enneenee s B-16

23. Temporary Logging Road CroSsing. s ivi v ieiieambaes siivi o siuses Siisvssis st cos s vosias i ivessis B-16

Appendix C:  Fees and Categories for Minor Project and General Permit for Minor Activities ..o, C-1

‘ppendix D:  State Autharity, Federal Authority, Privacy Act Statement, and State and Federal Penalties......................... D-1

Appendix E:  Glossary (listed words are italicized in the application package) -.......ccccoiiiiiiiii e E-1

Application status can be viewed on the Water Resources Division (WRD) website al www.michigan.gov/miwaters . During the
application period, if any information is missing from the application or if any clarification is needed regarding materials provided,
the application is incomplete and staff will request the information from the applicant/agent by letter, email, fax or phone call. If a
complete response is not provided within 30 days, the application will be closed. Some regulatory parts allow extensions if
requested within the 30 day time frame. Once the WRD has received the information necessary for review of the project,
including a thoroughly completed application, consistent drawings that have adequate detail for review and the full application
fee, the file will be reviewed for final processing. A mailed postcard or a public notice will provide the file number and the
telephone number of the office where the application is being processed. The review time to determine if an application is
complete for processing ranges from 15 to 30 days. Technical processing times, after the application is administratively
complete, may range from 60 to 90 days. Processing times will be longer if a public hearing is held. Staff from your local
District/Field Office may visit the project site and may request additional information prior to a decision on the application.

Application fees are not refundable or transferable.

If a federal permit will also be required, a copy of the permit application will be sent to the Detroit District Office,
USACE, for processing at the federal level. Additional copies of this application form can be downloaded from the WRD

website at www,mi.gov/jointpermit or can be photocopied from the original. [f you have any questions about the permitting
process or if you need to modify your application, you can contact the WRD by phone or fax at the addresses on the previous

page, or email at DEQ-WRD-MiWaters@michigan.qov .

Joinl Permit Applicalion Page iv of iv EQP 2731 (Rev. 2/2017)
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| DEQ File Number

Previous USACE File Number

USE

| Fee received $

AGENCY 1
Date
Received

USACE File Number

|
,Fﬁ -
|

Validate that all parts of this checklist are submitted with the application package. Fill out application and additional pages as needed.

[J All itemns in Sections 1 through 9 are completed.
[ Project-specific Sections 10 through 20 are completed.

[[] Dimensions, volumes, and calculations are provided for all impact areas.
[] All information contained in the headings for the appropriate Sections (1-20) are addressed, and identified aftachments (=) are included.

[]Map, site plan(s). cross sections; one set must be black and white on 8 ¥z by 11 inch paper; photographs.
"] Application fee is attached,
Project Location Information For Latitude, Longitude. and TRS info anywhere in Michigan see www mcgr.state.ii.usiwatiands/

Project Address (road, if no street address) Zip Code Municipality County

: (Township/Village/City)
N. Garfield Woods Dr. 49686 Garfield Township Grand Traverse County
Property Tax Identification Number(s) Latitude Township/Range/Section (TRS)
28-05-130-003-00 4474323.8" N T27 NorS; R11_Eorw;
Subdivision/Plat and Lot Number Longitude Sec 24
Gross' Subdivision Lot 20 -85°35'41.3 w OR Private Claim #

Applicant and Agent Information

Owner/Applicant (individual or corporale name) Agent/Contractor (firm name and contact person)

William F. Clous - Eastwood Custom Homes

Mailing Address 848 US 31 South Mailing Address

City Traverse City State M| Zip Code 49685 City Slate Zip Code
ontact Phone Number Fax Contact Phone Number Fax
31-342-3001 231-941-4297

Email bclous@eastwoodcustomhomes.com E-mail

[JNo X] Yes Is the applicant the sole owner of all property on which this project is lo be constructed and all property involved or impacted by
this project? = If no, attach letter(s) of authorization from all property owners including the owner of the disposal sile.

Property Owner's Name (If different from applicant) Mailing Address
Contact Phone Number City State Zip Code

| JEl _Project Description

Project Name Fox Run Preapplication File Number - - -p

Date project staked/flagged

Name of Water body

The proposed project is on, within, or involves (check all that apply) Project Use
[J an inland Iake (5 acres or more) [] a Great Lake or Section 10 Waters % private
a pond (less than 5 acres a welland commercial
[Ja pond( ) x| [] public/government

- : ; a 100-year floodplain
[ a stream, river, ditch or drain . ¥ P ] project is receiving federalfstate

[ a legally established County Drain Ca dam o . transportation funds
Date Drain was established [T a designated high risk erosion area [[] welland Restoration
[] a designated critical dune area [] other

[] a channel/canal
[[1 500 feet of an existing water body
Indicate the type of permit being applied for: [[] General Permit [] Minor Project

[] a designated environmental area
[] Individual {All other projecls.) = See Appendix C.

Wrilten Summary of All Proposed Activities
Placement of wood chips to create a 1,294' x 4' walking path.

nstruction Sequence and Methods
sh cut trees, chip the trees on site and place to create a walking path. Stumps will be left in place and will not be removed.

Joint Permil Application Page 10l 14 EQP 2731 (Rev. 212017)
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Project Purpose, Use and Alternatives Atiach additional sheets as necessary.

Nescribe the purpose of the project and its intended use; include any new development or expansion of an existing land use.
o create a 1,294" x 4' walking path for by the Residents of Fox Run.

Describe the alternatives considered to avoid or minimize resource impacts. Include factors such as, but to limited to, alternative locations,
project layout and design, and construction technologies. For utility crossings include alternative routes and construction methods.

We would like to place the woodchips to create the walking path in the driest portions of the wetland area as much as possible.

Locating Your Project Site Attach a legible black and white map with a North arrow.

Names of roads of closest intersection N. Garfield Woods Drive & Garfield Road

Directions from main intersection to the project site, with distances from lhe best and nearest visible landmark and water body
480' East of the intersection of N Garfield Woods Drive & Garfield Road

Description of adjacent landmarks or buildings (address; color; etc)

Description of buildings on the site (color; 1 or 2 story, other)
Applied Imaging - 990A Garfield Woods Dr, Traverse City, Ml 49686

N/A

How can your site be identified if there is no visible address?
The site is roughly 8.69 Acres & 5 +/- acres are flat, clear upland due east of Manitou Dr.

A Easements and Other Permits

KINo [[] Yes Is there a conservation easement or other easement, deed restriction, lease, or other encumbrance upon the property?
= |f yes, altach a copy. Provide copies of court orders and legal lake levels if applicable.

List all other federal, interstate, stale, or local agency autharizations including required assurances for Critical Dune Area projects.

Agency Type of Approval l Number Date Applied Date approved /denied Reason for denial
Compliance
a permil is issued, when will the activity begin? (M/D/Y) 9/15/18 Proposed completion date (M/D/Y) 7/1/19

A]No []Yes Has any construction activity commenced or been completed in a regulated area?
= |f Yes, identify the portion(s) underway or completed on drawings or attach project specifications and give completion date(s).
[[INo [ Yes Were the regulated activities conducted under a DEQ and/or USACE permit?

=If Yes, lisl the permit numbers
[CINo [JYes Are you aware of any unresolved violations of environmental law or litigation involving the property?

= [f Yes, aftach explanation.

E Adjoining Property Owners Provide current mailing addresses. Aftach additional sheets/labels for long lists.

[] Established Lake Board | Contact Person Mailing Address City State and Zip Code

[[] Lake Association

List all adjoining property owners,
If you own the adjoining lot, provide the requested information for Lhe first adjoining parcel that is not owned by you.

Property Owner's Name Mailing Address City State and Zip Code
BARRY S & LEANNE GORBUTT 990 GARFIELD WOODS DR Traverse City M| 49686
CHARLES SVEC 2748 N GARFIELD RD Traverse City MI 49696
GILBERT & DOLORES GERALDO 2452 N GARFIELD RD Traverse Cily M1 49686
GRAND TRAVERSE REGIONAL LAND CONSERVANCY 3860 N LONG LK RD STED Traverse City M| 49684

Joint Permit Application Page 2 of 14 EQP 2731 (Rev. 2/2017)
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! ﬂ Applicant’s Certification

Read carefully before signing.

I am applying for a permil(s} to authorize the activities described herein. | certify that | am familiar with the information contained in this
lication; that it is true and accurate; and, to the best of my knowledge, that it is in compliance with the Stale Coastal Zone Management
jram. | understand that there are penalties for submitting false information and that any permit issued pursuant to this application may be

.voked if information on this application is untrue. [ certify that | have the authority to undertake the aclivilies proposed in this application. By
signing this application, | agree 1o allow representatives of the DEQ, USACE, and/or their agents or contractors to enter upon said property in
order to inspect the proposed aclivity site before and during construction and after the completion of the project. | understand that | musl obtain
all other necessary local, county, state, or federal permits and that the granting of other permils by local, county, state, or federal agencies does
not release me from the requirements of obtaining the permit requested herein before commencing the activity. | understand that the payment

of the application fee does not guarantee the issuance of a permil.

X] Property Owner Printed Name

[J Agent/Contraclor ‘ Williari E. Clotis
[ Corp. or Public Agency / Title

Signature

:

{

Date

71184

o8

Joint Permit Application
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J Projects Impacting Inland Lakes, Streams, Great Lakes, Wetlands or Floodplains

—

features; existing structures; and the location of all proposed structures, land change activities and soil erosion and sedimentation control
measures. Review Appendix B and EZ Guides for aid in providing complete site-specific drawings.

Complete only lhose sections A lhrough M applicable to your project.
It your project impacts wetlands also complete Section 12. If your project impacts regulated floodplains alsc complete Section 13.

To calculate volume in cubic yards (cu yd), multiply the average length in feet (ft) times the average width (f) times the average depth (ft)
and divide by 27. Example: (25 fl long x 10 ft wide x 2 feet deep) / 27 = 18.5 cubic yards

Some projects on the Great Lakes require an application for conveyance prior to Joint Permit Application completeness,
= Provide a black and white overall sile plan, with cross-section and profile drawings. Show existing lakes, streams, wetlands, and other water

= Provide tables for multiple impact areas or multiple activities such as multiple fill areas or multiple culverts. Include your calculations.

Water Level Elevation
Oninland waters [JNGVD 29 []NAVD 88 [] other Observed water elevalion (ft) date of observation (M/D/Y)
On a Great Lake [JIGLD 85 []surveyed [] converted from observed still water elevation.

[J A. PROJECTS REQUIRING FILL (See All Sample Drawings)

= Aftach a site plan and cross-section views to scale showing maximum and average fill dimensions with calculations.
= For multiple impact areas on a site provide a table with location, dimensions and volumes for each fill area.

Purpose [] bioengineered shore protection [] boat ramp [[] boat well [1 bridge or culvert [7] crib dock
[riprap [[] seawall [Oswimarea [KX]other
Dimensions of fill {ft) Total volume (cubic yards) Volume below OHWM (cubic yards)
Length 1,294 Width4' Maximum Depth 2" 32 0
: s Will filter fabric be used under proposed fill?
Maximum water depth in fill area (ft) 0 Area filled (sg ft) 5.176
) 5.7 K] No []Yes (If Yes, type)
Fill will extend feet into the water from the shoreline and upland feet out of the water.
Type of clean fill [] peastone % []sand % [ gravel % [ other
~urce of clean fill 1 commercial [] on-site = [f on-site, show location on sile plan.
| [] other = [f other, attach description of location.

1 B. PROJECTS REQUIRING DREDGING OR EXCAVATION (See Sample Drawings)

=Aftach a site plan and cross-section views to scale showing maximum and average dredge or excavation dimensions with calculations.
= For multiple impact areas on a sile provide a table with location, dimensions and volumes for each dredge/excavation area.

Refer to www.mi.gov/iointpermit for spoils disposal and authorization requirements.

Purpose [] boat ramp [ boat well [[] bridge or culvert [] maintenance dredge
[] navigation [[] pond/basin [] other
Dimensions (fl) Total volume (cu yds) Volume below OHWM (cu yds)
Length Width Maximum Depth
Has this same area been previously dredged? [JNo []Yes If Yes, provide date and permit number:
Will the previously dredged area be enlarged? [JNo []Yes If Yes, when and how much?
Is long-term maintenance dredging planned? [dNo []Yes If Yes, how often?

Dredge or Excavalion Method [] Hydraulic [] Mechanical [] other

Spoils
Disposal

Dredged or excavated spoils will be placed [ | on-site [] landfill [] USACE confined disposal facility [] other upland off-site
For disposal, provide a = Detailed spoils disposal area location map and site plan with property lines.
= Letter of authorization from propery owner of spoils disposal site, if disposed off-site.

For volumes less than 5,000 cu yards, has proposed dredge material been tested for contaminants within lhe past 10 years?
[JNo[] Yes =If Yes, provide test results with a map of sampling locations.

[ €. PROJECTS REQUIRING RIPRAP (See Sample Drawings 2, 3, 8, 12, 14, 22, and 23)

Riprap waler ward of the ordinary high water mark: dimensions (ft) length width depth Volume{cu yd)
‘rap landward of the ordinary high water mark: dimensions (ft}  length width depth Volume(cu yd)
@ and size of riprap (inches) Will filler fabric or pea slone be used under proposed riprap?
| [7] field stone [] angular rock [] other [[INo []Yes, Type

Joint Permit Application Page 4 of 14 EQP 2731 (Rev. 2/2017)
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Activities That May Impact Wetlands {See Sample Drawings 8 & $). Complete ather Sections as applicable.
> Locate your site and wetland information with the DEQ Wetlands Map Viewer at www.mcal.state.mius/watlands/

Far information on the DEQ's Wetland [dentification Program (WIP) visit www,mi.gov/wetlands.

=Provide a detailed site plan with labeled property lines, upland and wetland areas, and dimensions and volumes of wetiand impacts.

=Attach tables for multiple impact areas or activities.

=Complete the wetland dredge and wetland fill dimension information below for each impacted wetland area.

=Attach at least one cross-section for each welland dredge and/or fill area; show wetland and upland boundaries on the cross-section.

Has the DEQ conducted a wetland assessment for this parcel?

XiNo []Yes

= If Yes, provide a copy or WIP number:

Has a professional wetiand delineation been conducted for this parcel?

XINo []Yes

= If Yes, provide a copy with data sheels

Is there a recorded DEQ easement on the property?

XINo [JYes

= If Yes, provide the easement number

Did the applicant purchase lthe properly before October 1, 19807

KINo []Yes

= If Yes, provide documentation.

Is any grading or mechanized land clearing proposed?

K]No []Yes

= |f Yes, label the locations on the site plan.

Has any of the proposed grading or mechanized land clearing been
completed?

No []Yes

=+ If Yes, label the locations on the site plan

Proposed Activity  [] beardwalk or deck (Section 101)

(Section 14)
[[] dewatering

[] bridges and culverts

[[1 draining surface water

[[] fences (Section 10L)

[] septic system

1Al or dredge

[[] stormwater discharge
{Section 10J)

[[] designated environmental area

[] driveway / road
[ resloration

other

w Dimensions Area Average depth (ft) Volume (cu yd)
FILL maximum length (ft)  1,294' [Jacres Klsqft 5,176 2" 32
maximum width (ft) 4’
Dimensions Area Average depth {ft) Volume (cu yd)
: maximum length (ﬂ} D acres D sq ft
REDGE maximum width (ft)
B Dredged or excavaled spoils will be placed []on-site []landfill [] USACE confined disposal facility [] other upland off-site
;% §_ For disposal, provide a = Detlailed spoils disposal area localion map and site plan with property lines,
a % Letter of authorization from property owner of spoils disposal site, if disposed off-site.
g E | The proposed project will be serviced by: If a private seplic system is proposed, has an application for a permit been made to
& @ | [Jpublic sewer [] private septic system the County Health Department? [] Ne [JYes
LD 4 show system on plans. If Yes, has a permit been issued? [JNo [_] Yes # Provide a copy of the permit.

Describe the wetland impacts, the proposed use or development, and the alternatives considered:
Flush cut trees, chip the trees on site and place to create a walking path. Stumps will be left in place and will not be removed.

Does the project impact more than 1/3 acre of wetland? [X] No [] Yes
= If Yes, submit a Mitigation Plan with the type and amount of miligation proposed. For more information go to www,mi.gov/wetlands

Describe how impacts to waters of the United States will be avoided and minimized:
We only plan to place woodchips in the driest of the wetland area.

for the proposed impacts.

Describe how the impact to waters of the United States will be compensated. OR Explain why compensalory mitigation should not be required
I do not believe compensatory mitigation should not be required.

The placement of woodchips is low impact and can be placed in the driest of the wetland areas.

Jainl Permit Application
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APPENDIX B

General Instructions for All Drawings and Sample Drawings

Also Refer to EZ Guides at www.mi.gov/jointpermit
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Dear Community Leader,
Thank you for your participation in UM-Dearborn’s 2018 eCities program!

Each year, the eCities project collects and analyzes data across Michigan communities as it relates to
entrepreneurship, economic development, and job growth. Specifically, the study examines five-year’s
worth of publicly available data relating to community growth and investment metrics that impact the
business community. This information is available on the performance report and showcases your
community’s progress on a number of key values. Further, the data points are benchmarked against the
State of Michigan, as well as the other 276 participating communities, allowing you to easily interpret
your results. Award certificates are included for communities that showed the most success numerically
over the last five years. Top performers are considered five-star communities, while the next best
performers are four-star communities.

In addition, we invited each community to answer four best practice questions regarding local
improvements, future development goals, and small business attraction. These responses enabled us to
highlight success stories and strategies throughout Michigan. If your community participated in this
portion of the project, a report card containing reviewer feedback about your entries is included.

Summary details of the project are available on the eCities website, umdilabs.com/ecities.

We sincerely appreciate your contribution to the 2018 eCities project. We will send you an email in the
summer as the 2019 project commences. We hope that you will join us next year in sharing your local
successes and strategies so we can continue supporting development across Michigan. If you have any
questions before then, feel free to send me an email.

Thank you for your involvement in this project.

Timothy'Davis
Director of iLabs
University of Michigan-Dearborn
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2018
GARFIELD CHARTER TOWNSHIP Sl

DEARBORN

PERFORMANCE REPORT i eCities

FIVE-YEAR FIVE-YEAR
DATA POINT COMMUNITY COMPARISION

TREND TREND

Al Real Commercial Property 2.29% 3.19%

A2 Real Industrial Property 0.98% 2.09%

A3 Total Real Property 4.19% 5.01%
A4 Personal Commercial Property -2.86% -1.67%
| A5 Personal Industrial Property -12.71% -13.78%
A6 Total Personal Property -4.28% -2.83%

Non-Depreciated Governmental Assets

ammsmsnsesnann

Depreciated Governmental Assets

Non-Homestead Tax Rate

eCities examines eleven data points relating to community growth and investment metrics. Using the past five years’ data (2013-2017), this
document reports your community’s growth rate (“Five-Year Community Trend” column) for each data point. The equivalent growth  :
rates, (“Five-Year Comparison Trend” column), are displayed for the state of Michigan values for the first seven points, and the last four
points for the 277 eCities 2018 participating communities.

Al-A7 are property values within the community as reported by the Michigan Department of Treasury.
: BI-B3 are the year-end governmental assets as reported on your annual audited financial reports.

Cl| is the tax rate(s) for non-homestead (non-PRE) properties within the community as reported by the Michigan Department of Treasury.

COLLEGE OF BUSINESS iLaes

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN-DEARBORN

DEARBORN
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