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Re: Cook property variance requests Yahoo/ Onekam,..

St t. Log <stephenrlangl @gmail.com >

To: supervisor@onelarnatrryp-org,

bHackmore@onekamahf, p.org,

ataybr@onekarnatup.orgi
Cc [ang, Alison

E we4 Jan 26 at 936 PM

To all,

My name is Steve LtE. W wife (r\Xim) ard I ae Resilents d Ord<ara and live at 8$X)
Lakesid€ Avenue. I am writing to e)Press concem about tle pmsbfiy that the Tournship might
approve a series of variances to atow the Cook's to build a ho.ne on ttnjf property on Portage
Point Road iust solth of lhe Marina at Po.tage Point lnn.

lwiil keep rry concem simfle- Fkviog seen this property, it b dear that itwas never intended for
use as a resirefltht property but nrerely an access fol Portage take. As I understand it, it doesn't
meet any of the ajnent zoning requirernefib for a hwne. lt is sinfly not of sufficient size and there
isnt sufhcient space ior a s€ptb system- Tt*s b why I believe that lhe Zoning Board has reiected
requests fur nrirrrces in Ele past and cotttitued to rei?ct Urern 6 recently as 2021- I dont know

the Cooks ard have m personal inierest in thb specific rnatter. I understard, however, that when
the Cooks bought this pfoperty, il wm with futl knorvledge that the Property was 'not buildable".

My primary concem b the precedent that variane appronab suci as these might rnean to the rcst
of Por@e Pcint ard Orekarna. tf yur approre fib v-adance, you fiave now lowered the bar to
af,ow exccssive hriHirg on this delicate peninsula wfiich will oeate cangestio and
environmental risks. The mere threat of legal aclion cannot jusiiry a change in zoning philosophy
and practice. Ttrere are hundreds of bts that will become'buiHable' by precedent if yott appove
these variances. Wriances seern harrnbss until you corsirer that drcrs wtr fotror with similar
requests that wil becorE irpos-sabb to teilct

On another note, I understand ttrat rnany bcal resuents haw volunteerd to serve on the Zoning
Board and have hbd to enforce Ure Zoning ndes; in this case by rejecting the o'bvkes flaws in the
Cook's reqtrest. To unftrirty overite tlese past Board decb.irrs wt rnake it very difficrdt for others
to fed cornp€iled to step fo(utad b serE fur the frru.Ire.

Thank you,

StePlrcn R- Irng
Ssoo Iakesid€
Onekama, Mfu:higatr +9675
steohenrlansr(., Pmail.cum
sr\-783-Tlzr
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2nn2.10:24 AM Mail - David Meister - Outlook

Cook variance application re parcel # 51-11-410-055-00

Michael Carpenter < mgcarpenterSS9@comcast.net>
Mon 2fi /2022 9:2O AM

To: kmehl@manisteecountymi.gov < kmehl@manisteecountymi.gov>; David Meister <supervisor@onekamatwp.org>; Shelli
Johnson <clerk@onekamatwp.org >; Bob Blackmore <bblackmore@onekamatwp.org >; Allen Taylor
<ataylor@onekamatwp.org >

Dear Township Officials:

Please bear with me but I know a lot about the property in question and I think this information
should be considered by those who will decide the issue. ln the early 1960's Bun Beneke
moved into the house on Lake Michigan at the end of Ninth Street which is now owned by Dan
Monahan. Bun wanted a lakefront lot on Portage Lake to moor and dock his boats so he
acquired the lot in question for that purpose. He also had it surveyed and this reflected the fact
that the road was in the wrong place, running through the property. I tended bar for him
periodically at his cocktail parties and later played golf with him in the Portager group at the
Manistee Country Club. He knew the lot was unbuildable and would never build a structure on
the lot.

The lake level was receding during this time so one year, probably 1964, he put in a sea wall
and backfilled inside this perimeter. His purpose in doing this was because that was where his
boats floated due to the receding lake levels. He could then put a dock out to access boat lifts
on either side of it. He used it solely to access the lake and his boats. Before he put in the
seawall and backfilled, the lot looked no different than all the other lots to the south along
Portage Point Road, a beach lot that depended on the lake level for its size. The important thing
for decision makers to remember, though, in my opinion, is that the sea wall and back fill were
for the sole purpose of accessing the lake and his boats. That is the only reason it sticks out
further than adjoining lots to the south, because since that time the lake levels have increased
to the high in 1986 as well as recently. The irony_gf_lhc_p_rescntbuildjng aBpliselien_lslhat
Mr. Cook wants to take advantage of a sea wall and backfill that were p_UUn_lgjCgCSS
boat mooringg, not for the p_Ufplge_elbgildlng a dwelling house. I would be more than
happy to testify under oath regarding this matter if necessary, because I saw what happened,
knew the individual involved and am familiar with the history of the lot.

Eventually the house and lot were sold to Al Turner who used the lot for the same purpose, to
access the lake and his boats. Mr. Turner sold the house without the lot. The lot was up for sale
alone. ln the meantime, Mr. and Mrs. Cook purchased a condo at the inn. He became involved
with the condo owners association and Mr. Devoe as well as the Portage Lake Environmental
Association which is where I met him. We socialized and lfeel Andy and Barb Cook are
wonderful people, but this is wrong. He asked me about the lot and I told him what I knew.
'What could be done with the lot' was a topic of conversation and I got the impression that he
agreed that it could not be built on. This was twenty years ago but that is the memory I have of
conversations regarding the lot. He bought the lot and for many years has used it just like
Turner did and just like Beneke did.

https://outlook.office.corn/maiUinbox/id/AAQkAGOwYzllOGUZLWNkMDMINDk0ZC04ZD14LTVhMDQwOry2ZTg5ZAAOAAngSF6HEANlvlhJj2vgyhP/o3O 1t2

My name is Whitey Carpenter and I have owned my own cottage at 8981 Lakeside since 1985.
My stepmother, Marj Carpenter spent her first year at Portage Point in 191 3 and her family still
owns property in Onekama Township. My maternal grandparents built the cottage on the north
side of the channel in 1952. I have spent over sixty-five summers at Portage Lake with time out
for service in Viet Nam with the US Marine Corps and to start a family. I am writing to express
my strong opposition to the Cook building application, request for variances and special
treatment not afforded other Onekama Township property owners that is adverse to the value
and use of our property.



217122,1024 AM Mail - David Meister - Outlook

Now there's an application for a building permit seeking setback variances and non-conforming
uses to build a dwelling house and a garage on the lot. Portage Lake people don't agree on
much but there is almost unanimous opposition to this application for obvious reasons. As a
rhetorical question to think about, what if there were no seawall and backfill from the 1960's and
the Cook's application included putting a sea wall out now, backfilling it and building a house on
it? lt's a question worth pondering because the sea wall and back fill were not put in for the
purpose of a dwelling house.

I attended the Zoning Board of Appeals meeting last summerwhere Mr. Wilson representing
the Cooks did not enhance his reputation. The meeting was well run, well researched,
transparent and resulted in a unanimous denial of all requests. Since then, the proceedings can
only be described as Kafkaesque, nightmarishly complex, bizane and illogical. lt's impossible to
understand at this juncture who has authority to grant or deny relief and why. We all thought the
ZBA's decision was final unless appealed to Circuit Court where a judge would render a
decision. Apparently there was an appeal but why is a decision now pending at the township
level? Perhaps there should be a special assessment to pay attomeys fees to successfully
oppose the appeal? What has happened to the good people who put in so much time and effort
with the ZBA? Who would ever volunteer to serve when the township board and supervisor
undermine their work? Why would any good person volunteer time and effort that results in
nothing?

ln conclusion, it is clear to all that the lot is too small for an inhabited dwelling house even
without a garage. The increase in the impervious area would adversely affect adjoining
landowners as well as pollute the lake with road, driveway and excess rain runoff. Traffic would
be adversely affected by this approval because the site is right at the end of the blind curve
coming from behind the hotel. lt's clearly a dangerous situation that should not be tolerated. But
most importantly, doesn't the township serve ALL of its property owners who faithfully abide by
the rules, honor the setbacks, avoid polluting the lakes and expect a government that acts
reasonably? Zoning ordinances with setbacks are enacted for a purpose; the general good of
the township and its natural resources. Deviations such as those proposed here undermine the
whole plan. lf this project is approved, in my opinion, there will be a serious question about the
equal application of rules in the township as well as the legitimacy of the township overall.

Respectfully submitted
Whitey Carpenter

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inborid/AAQlcAGQwYzllOGUzLWNkl\,lDMtNDkOZCO4ZOl4LTVhMDOWOTY2ZTg5ZAAQAAngSF6HeANtvlhJj2vgyhk%3D 2/2



Shelli Johnson

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

dan e liechty < mdliechty@hotmail.com >

Wednesday, January '19, 2022 9:21 AM
Shelli Johnson
public access

To whom it may concern:

Thank you.

Mary and Dan Liechty
1301 Wilson Ave.
Goshen lN 46526
574-s36-7852

1

We are property owners of a cottage on the tight curve at the east end of Little Eden Camp across from and
adjacent to the public access. We oppose marking the public access there because there is no place for
people to park to use the access. There is no safe place for anyone to even pull off parallel to Portage Point
Road nearthat curve. ltrs a dangerous curve anyway and marking the access and people using it will increase
unsafe traffic maneuvering through that curve, making it more dangerous.
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Fw: Cook variance

kangasu@aol.com < kangasu @aol.com >
Mon 2/7/2022 8:U AM

To: David Meister <supervisor@onekamatwp.org >

--- Forwarded Message -----
From: kangasu@aol.com <kangasu@ad.com>
To: DavidMeistersupervisor@onekamatwp.org <davidmeistersupervisor@onekamatwp.org>
Sent: Monday, February 7, 2022, 07:58:25 AM EST
Subjcct: Fw: Cook variance

--- Forwarded Message ---From: kangasu@aol.com <kangasu@aol.com>
To: davemeistersupervisor@onekamatwp.org <davemeistersupervisor@onekamatwp.org>
Sent: Monday, February 7, 2022, 07:47:59 AM EST
Subject: Fw: Cook variance

--- Forwarded Message ---
From: kangasu@aol.com <kangasu@aol.com>
To: li bbymatthews@att.net <libbymatthews@att.net>
Sent: Sunday, February 6, 2022, 07:52:54 PM EST
Subject: Cook variance

Feb.6,2022

David,

I am writing this letter to express my concem over the variances the Cooks are asking for to
build their home. I have no personal interest in this other than how I feel these variances affect
our zoning. Just as a point of interest, my parents owned that lot and were going to build their
retirement home there, I believe it was late 70's or early 80's and were later told that it was too
small to build on. They then sold to the Benekes who used it strictly as a lake access lot.

The two things that bother me are the 30' set back from the water and the garage set back. I

believe that the water set back is something so important to adhere to for all the reasons it was
set as 40' in the first place, this would set a precedent we will come to regret. l'm judging the
garage set back comparing it to the house built in town, sorry, l'm in Florida, so can't give
address. lt's near St. John's by the Lake. His truck was almost in the road it was so close. The
location of the Cook's home is approaching a curve and I don't think there is even a place for
visitors to pull off. I might be wrong but think it would present an awkward and dangerous
situation.

Thank you for taking the time to read my letter,

Gail Drake
8620 Portage Point Dr.

https://outlook.offce.com/maiUinbox/id/AAQkAGOwYzIIOGUZLWNkMDMtNDk0zc04zDI4LTVhMDOWOTY2ZTg5ZAAQACTZ4A0Kk9ZCIpEQEYbwPZ 1t2

This is just my personal opinion and I realize a variance is needed from time to time, but the
lake set back is just too important to be ignored.



To: David Meister, Supervisor
Cc: Shelli Johnson, Robert Blackmore, Allen Taylor

Thank you to the Onekama board for all your time working on the
continued requests from the Cooks who are submitting plans to build on
Iot 51 I1-410-055-00. Thank you, also, for continuing to rule against these
requests. Thank you to the Cooks for recognizing the rulings and making
modifications to their proposed plans. The only problem, that I see, is that
the Cooks are still asking for variance forgiveness on a piece of property,
that we all agree, has never been a buildable site.

ln addition to the door that becomes wide open for any lake front lot, no
matter how small, to begin to request these variance allowances, the
following list are additional issues that arise with this construction request.

Safety on a very sharp curve
Children and adults that are using Angel Slide
Water degradation
Septic tank placement
Safety for runners, walkers, and bikers

Another thought, once the lake level goes down propedy owners could
begin to build sea walls and then come to the township and ask for
permission to build on these lots!!!

Let's remember there are rules on the books for a reason, not to be broken
but upheld. ln the words from Jim Trout "The village would have a blighted
waterfront full of structures the size of oversize ice shanties"

Please put an end to these requests with a final denial

Ann Wipperman Volk
Wipperman Family LLC
Parcel Numbers 51 1 1 -410-062-00, 51 1 1-410-058-00, 51 1 1-410-064-00



Shelli Johnson

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

From: JOH NandTRlSH CECCON I <cecconi@ bellsouth.net>
Sent: Sunday, January 23,2022 5:52 PM
To: David Meister <supervisor@onekamatwp.org>; ShelliJohnson <clerk@onekamatwp.org>; Bob Blackmore
<bblackmore@onekamatwp.org>; Allen Taylor <ataylor@onekamatwp.org>
Subject: Cook vs Onekama Township Board building ordinances

My husband John W. Cecconi Jr and I, Patricia Hollingsworth-Cecconi have recently been informed regarding this request
for multiple zoning ordinance variances,. We wish to express our opposition to granting relief of these requirement and ask the
township board to deny the initial and the latest update "Draft 9".

It is our understanding this particular properfy was purchased by the Cook family in and around 2003, approximately 10 years after
the current zoning ordinances were established in 1993. It is our understanding that the purpose of zoning ordinances is to optimize
safety and preserve the economic, infrastructural, and environmental sustainability of the community they serve. At the time this
prope4y was purchased by the current owners , it was and remains a noncompliant parcel and not an optimal building site for the type
of structure they are wishing to erect. As we are sure you are aware, these building ordinances are available for anyone interested in
purchasing property or initiating a building project and failure to know what they are is not a valid reason to have them changed.

If any ofthe ordinances are outdated or deemed needed to be updated or changed, there are proper democratic processes in place in
order to ensure all those effected by the change has a voice and chance to communicate their concern and have their vote counted.
Asking for an initial request to change 10 variances and negotiathg it down to five and then threatening costly titigation is an obvious
strategic tactic used by self serving parties to impose their will. There seems to be a growing trend around Portage Lake and Onekama
Township to build or buy now and pay the fine or negotiate later. This request sets a dangerous precedent and opens these ordinances
to recurrent negotiation and litigation. You cannot bend the rules for one party and then not for another. It creates a revolving door
open to chronic litigation.

Your collective decision here sets a precedent that will impact the future sustainability of the Portage Lake Watershed for generations
to come. The growth, viability, and future of Onekama Township will be greatly effected by your decision whether to allow these
concessions and your ability to defend these ordinances to future requests to bypass or blatantly disregard ttrem. It is our feeling and
impression that should your committee and board decide to dig in and deny these requests for the best interest of your
community, your community will support you. I am sure each and everyone of you has been considering t}tis over the past several
months. Your willingness to negotiate and come up with alternative solutions is commendable but not likely the best long term
solution. As property owners, taxpayers, and individuals who are dedicated to the future of Onekama Township and Portage Lake we
do not support granting multiple variances of the zoning or building ordinances to accommodate building on this property. We do not
mind if our tax dollars are used to defend this position.

Respectfully,

John W. Cecconi and Patricia Hollingsworth-Cecconi
7682 Leonard Ave
Manistee, MI 49660

David Meister
Tuesday, February 8,202212:17 PM

ShelliJohnson
Fw: Cook vs Onekama Township Board building ordinances

1



Shelli Johnson

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

David Meister
Tuesday, February 8,202212:17 PM

Shelli Johnson
Fw: Cook appeal - Say No.

From: Ann H. <annhep@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 26, 2022 2:M PM
To: Shelli Johnson <clerk@onekamatwp.org>
Cc: David Meister <supervisor@onekamatwp.org>
Subject: Cook appeal - Say No.

Hi Shelli,
I'm writing to encourage the Township Board to NOT approve the exception to Township ordinances
to allow the Cook house to be built.

I think a key point for the Township to consider: if the Township makes an exception for this planned
house, does it mean that anyone who is willing to take the case to court can build any nonconforming
structure they want? aka, the legal fees simply become part of the project budget.

As a taxpayer, I don't want the Township to set the path that will required ongoing legal fees paid by
the Township as people sue to get their building plans approved!!!

I urge the Township to enforce the the zoning ordinances.
lf they no longer meet the needs of the community, then change the zoning rules and the building
requirements to update them where needed.
Do not grant one-off exceptions.

thank you

Ann Hepensta!
Onekama Township Taxpayer

L



Shelli Johnson

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

David Meister
Tuesday, February 8,202212:17 PM

ShelliJohnson
Fw: Cook Propoasl

From: Armin <armin @meanderlaw.com>
Sent: Friday, January 28,2022 5:33 AM
To: avo49675@yahoo.com <avo49675@yahoo.com>; David Meister <supervisor@onekamatwp.org>
Subject: FW: Cook Propoasl

Hi Dave,

Following through on the request below even though it is not my job

l'm not responsible for its content so don't blame the messenger.

Armin

From: derby62 <onekama@cinci.rr.com>
Date: Wednesday, January 26,2022 at 2:20 PM

To: Armin <armin@meanderlaw.com>
Subject: FW: Cook Propoasl

Sent from Mail for Windows

From:

Sent: Wednesday, January 26,20222:77 PM
To: su pe rvisor(ooneka matwp
Subject: Cook Propoasl

Dear Mr Meister,
I am writing to you with concern over the subcommittee proposal to allow building on this nonconforming lot. I am sure
there are may other lots like this but you and Mr Trout decided to make an example of this one.
As and elected official I continue to be baffled why you feel obligated to grant the Cooks a favor? What about protecting
the rest of the taxpayers that voted for you. To my knowledge the Cooks are not even voters? What do you know about
them that we don't know and what kind of pressure are they putting on the township board?
You have said letting this go to court would cost the taxpayers too much money. Not so if we count have much you have
already paid to Mr Grier and now yet you hired another attorney. Now you have yet hired another attorney. Why are
you afraid of being sued?

1

I couldn't get this to send
Can you fonvard it or copy it and send to Meister.
I sent one to Shelli and it was not returned?



It seems the township attorney has done nothing to help the taxpayers.....just bending over to pressure from Cooks,

their attorney, and apparently you !

We are convinced you don't care about the taxpayers, voters, and property owners.
We are also tired of all the legalback and forth and are concerned that you and Mr Trout did not uphold the ruling of the
ZBA. Now you are losing valuable committee members. How can we expect you to uphold our zoning laws?

Please let this go back to court where it belongs and stop trying to dictate.
I would be delighted for you to use my tax money to defend this suit!
Allowing this proposal would set a dangerous precedent that would basically allow unwanted construction and endanger
the safety and environment of our lake.

Do the job we elected you for!
Respectfully submitted,
Catherine Bradford
8368 Portage Point dr
Onekama,Mi 49675

Sent from !!ail for Windows

2



From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Armin <armin@meanderlaw.com>
Tuesday, February 8, 2022 1 1:05 AM
Shelli Johnson
Cook Lot

HiShelli,

Please accept this as my public comment.

My legal opinion is that the subcommittee's proposal constitutes a replat.

Armin Schleiffarth

1

Shelli Johnson



Shelli Johnson

From:
Sent:
To:
Subiect:

David Meister
Tuesday, February 8,202212:15 Pltl
Shelli Johnson
Fw: Cook Zoning fiasco

From: Daniel Berger <danoberger@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 2, 2022 5:43 PM
To: David Meister <supervisor@onekamatwp.org>; Shelli Johnson <clerk@onekamatwp.org>
Subject: Cook Zoning fiasco

I write, yet again, concerning the application by Mr. and Mrs. Andrew Cook for multiple zoning variances to build a home
and garage on their postage stamp lot catty-corner to Angel Slide on Portage Point Drive.
By way of personal background, I am a retired lawyer who specialized in real estate law, including representation of
individuals and developers in numerous zoning matters, As a law student at University of Michigan Law School, ltook
courses in land use planning, environmental and water law. I am also a former member of our local, Warren County,
Ohio Board of Zoning Appeals. ln short, I am familiar with the purposes and effects of zoning laws and their
administration.
I am also a lifelong summer resident of Onekama and love the lake like it were part of my family. Over my 77 years I

have seen the health and natural beauty of the lake slowly degraded by human use and development of its
shoreline. More seawalls, more buildings, more septic systems. lt has been painful to watch this occur.
Now come the Cooks who desire to build on a lot that exlsts only because of the presence of a seawall that projects far
out beyond the natural shoreline. lf the Cooks can build there, what will prevent any other riparian owner from building
out an artificial seawall lot and slapping up another residence with its obstruction ofthe shoreline view and building,
driveway and lawn runoff directly into the lake? For the long-term health and beauty of the lake, the Cook's proposed
development would create a horrible precedent.
Building on the Cook's lot poses other problems because of its particular location, on Portage Point Drive, immediately
pastAngel Slide. Thls is a high volume vehicular, bike a nd pedestrian traffic a rea, and any vehlcle coming into or leaving
the Cook lot will create a serious risk of an accident.
When the Cooks bought their lot, it was subject to the zoning code, and their disregard of the laws governing the use of
their lot does not constitute a "hardship" or a "taking. of their property, both of which a re nonsense lega I theories in
this case. They simply want to build somethinB not permitted under the zoning code, and there is no reason to permit
them to do so any more than if I decided lwanted to build a four-story condominium (imagine the profitl) on my
lakefront property on M-22.
While I pay thousands of dollars In taxes each year to the Village and Township of Onekama, because I am not a

resident, I can not vote for our local government representatives. But asa taxpayer, lexpectmylocal representatives
tofulfill their duties for the long-term common good of the community. ln this case, that requiresa strict application of
the Onekama Township zoning code, and denial of any variance in connection with building on the Cook lot.
I know that many other property owners on Portage Lake similarly oppose the Cook's proposal, but because they are not
winter-time residents they are not available to participate at any hearing or meeting regarding this matter, and are not
tuned into the continuing developments. But as you may recall, when a hearing was conducted regarding this matter
d uring the summer, there was a significant expression of opposition from property owners all aroundthelake. Those
voices should still be heard.
Thank you for considering this communication in connection wlth the upcoming proceedings concernlng this matter.
Respectfully submitted<
- Dan Berger

1



Shelli Johnson

Subject:

David Meister
Tuesday, February 8,2022 12:15 PM

ShelliJohnson
Fw: Cook Zoning

From: Ya hoo Plus <jeneannefitz@sbcgloba l.net>
Sent: Saturday, January 29,202211:24 AM
To: David Meister <supervisor@oneka matwp.org>
Subject: Cook Zoning

Dear David,
Once again, I am writing a letter to you to reaffirm our concern about the Cook proposals. We have
attended many meetings and written several letters. And as you can see, we are not giving up.
It is very important to our community to do the best we can to keep the safety and environmental
objectives front and center and enforced.
The only way to support our community is to trust our elected board members and appointed
communities to represent us. Good zoning is most valuable in any area. Our house values and the
development of the area depend on these decisions. Please consider our investment. Thank you,
Sincerely, Bill and Jeneanne Fitzgerald

1

From:
Sent:
To:



Shelli Johnson

From:
Sent:
To:
Sublect:

On Feb 3, 2022, at 9:52 AM,lim Claire <coloradorilev(amsn.com> wrote:

We have concerns about the current
process being followed by the Cook's
and the Township on the review of a
site plan for this property. We
reference the December 27,2027 OTB
Cook subcommittee proposed
"resolution to the impasse."

As we review the recently published
materials for the upcoming Public
Hearing we do not believe that there is
a formal submittal of the required Site
Plan/ Plot Plan by the Cook's. There is a
"Plan C" and a letter from the Cook's

Jim Claire <coloradoriley@msn.com>
Tuesday, February 8, ?02212:04 PM

Shelli Johnson
Re: Cook Property Public Hearing

To: Onekama Township Board

We are writing this email in response to
the Townships pending review of the
Cook property located on Portage Point
Road.

1



It does appear that the Cook's and the
Township are both cooperatively trying
to resolve issues for this parcel that are
caused by the "as built location" of
Portage Point Road. No matter how
this land use application is processed, it

2

attorney discussing issues and
adjustments made to the attached
drawing which no one has called a Site
Plan/Plot Plan submittal. Without an
officially submitted site plan it is
impossible for the average person to
completely understand the impacts of
the suggested variance approvals. We
understand the desires ofthe Cook's to
determine the criteria within which
they need to design and construct their
building butputtingapproval of
specific variances in this agreement
prior to a submitted and adequately
reviewed site plan seems to be jumping
several administrative steps in the
process. This proposed agreement
would essentially be amending the
current zoning ordinances for one
specific lot. We strongly object to
committing the Onekama Township
Board to approve this agreement prior
to adequate review of all aspects of a
site plan.



is apparent that the current roadway
location and appropriate Right of Way
need to be revised to reflect the actual
roadway the Public uses for access and
egress. A replat of the Cooks Parcel
reflecting the roadway should be
included as part of this application.
Setback criteria for the west property
line and the impervious area
calculations are impossible to
adequately address with the existing
lot. In none ofthe official
correspondence have we found any
direct discussion of the roadway
Iocation and its impacts. Additionally
the road has been in existence for
decades and it is unlikely that the
Cook's did not consider the roadway
impact on the ability to build on the
property prior to their acquisition.

As with any other land use application,
a plot plan/ site plan submitted by the
Cook's and reviewed by the Planning
Commission for compliance with
required ordinances should happen
prior to the Board conducting a public
hearing on that application. After this
review by the Planning Commission (
made available to the Public) people
can and will be better informed to
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provide appropriate public comments
regarding this land use.

The legal procedures initiated by the
Cook's should not require the
Township to alter its normal course of
business, perform the appropriate
reviews to protect the residents of
Onekama Township, and maintain the
legal criteria for land use approvals,

Sincerely,

Jim and Claire Riley
9034 Lakeside Avenue
Onekama, Ml 49675



Shelli Johnson

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jay Siwek < siwekj@georgetown.edu >

Tuesday, February 8, 2022 10:07 AM
Shelli Johnson
ATTN: Township Board: Cooks' hearing

To: Onekama Township Board
Re: Cooks' variance hearing of February 9

Looking over all the online documents relating to this hearing, I can see the remarkable amount of work done
by members of the Township Board and its committees. I don't want to second-guess their decisions, and so I
defer to the Board aad Zoning Board ofAppeals regarding the various ordinances in question and their
enforcement. My main point in writing is to express my strong support for uniform application of these
ordinances. I am concemed that the Township may be bowing to threats of a lawsuit and ovemrling the
previous rulings (denials) by the ZBA. If so, I think this is a bad precedent. It suggests that anyone with
enough money and determination can simply strong-arm their way to get what they want, regardless of
established ordinances and legitimate rulings by the ZBA or Township Board. I think it is important that
property owners know that there is a fair and uniform process enjoyed by all, and not subject to manipulation by
lawsuit. Otherwise, why have ordinances? I realize there are financial costs related to defending against such
lawsuits, but simply bowing to that pressue sets a precedent for anyone to follow. I appreciate the thoughtful
consideration and hard work done by the Board (in this and every situation).

Sincerely,
Jay Siwek, MD
9335 Lakeside Ave.
Onekama, MI
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February 7,2022
Onekama Zoning Board of Appeals:

This a letter stands against the zoning variance appeal by Mr. & Mrs. Cook (Parcel # 51-11-410-
055-00 to build a2T'6" x 55'6" house on this parcel. The Cook's request variances that will
create multiple risks and dangerous zoning variance precedents. While I underctand septic
placement is not part ofthe appeal, lack of clarity related to identification of septic location and
remaining open space on the Parcel creates a high probability of hazardous affluent runoff into
Portage Lake. I find this proposal's lack of clarity regarding the septic location and safety
concems related to pedestrians in an already congested area more than sufflcient to warrant a
firm denial of any zoning variance request.

Second, the house building site creates environmental concems to Portage Lake and the
immediate wetlands.

Risk to human safety if the proposed variances are approved. A setback variance from the
roadside property line (Avenue A) is requested that WILL create a safety concem to pedestrian
traffic along Avenue A in an already congested area.

Risk to environmental safety if the proposed variances are approved.
A setback variance from the lakeside property line is requested that WILL create an
environmental hazard to Portage Lake. Very recently lake water levels were extraordinarily high
and although they are a bit lower at present, all scientifically based predictions oflake
Michigan/tluron lake levels indicate water level will, on the average, rise over time.

Thank you for the opportunity to voice my concerns and hope that the Cooks' proposed
imprcvement to Parcel # 5l-11-410-055-00 and the zoning variances that would be necessary if
the project goes forward and are denied by the zoning appeals board.

Brooks Applegate, Manager
Peter Pan at Portage Lake LLC
2074 6tr Sheet

/f./CI-,A-



From:
Scnt:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

derby62 <onekama@cinci.rr.com >

Monday, February 7, 2022 1:02 PM

Shelli Johnson
Armin; robert schle
Cook Building Lot Proposal

Dear Onekama Township Board of Trustees

I believe by now you know that I own the property at 8358 Portage Point Dr immediately south of the Cook lot; as well
as cross the road where my home is located.

Since May of 2021- I have gone to numerous meetings , pubic hearings, listened to legal opinions, written letters and
emails, and have suffered undue stress over what granting their request would do to my property and my home.

I guess my final question to you is WHY?

Why are you willing to overturn the ZBA ruling denying the variances that were requested?

Why are you willing to risk setting a precedent that would encourage others to request building on unbuildable non
conforming lots?

Why are you willing to risk the danger to the environment and safety of our lake and our neighborhood?
No matter what stipulations you put in place to protect them ,who will enforce violations?

Why are you willing to allow a possible septic tank issue with all the other ones that you have around the lake? You say
its not your job ,so you can look the other way.

Why do you claim it would cost the township too much money to let the court declde this case? You have already paid
the township attorney over $7,000, and all he wants to do is compromise and not litigate.
What about having him represent the taxpayers who pay him? Let the court decide.

Why do you feel the cooks have been deprived of using their lot as intended. They use it as beach access and now with
an approved dock. Nothing has been "taken" from them.

Why would you negotiate with people who have NO respect for you, the ZBA, and your decisions. Clearly by now you
must realize they only want it "their way''.

lf you grant this request everyone loses. The zBA, the neighbors and the neighborhood, the lake, the environment,
safety, the credibility of our elected township officials, our property values, and the reputation of portage Lake and
Onekama as a "place of great beauty"

Please reject this proposed building request.

Respectfully submitted,

Catherine Bradford
8358 Portage Point dr
Onekama, Mi 49675
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Shelli Johnson

From:
Sent:
lo:
Subject:

Thanks, Shelli

Richard M. Wilson < RWilson@mikameyers.com>
Monday, February 7, 2022 9:46 AM
Shelli Johnson
RE: Cook family request for zoning variances

Mika Meprs.
Richard M. Wilson, Jr.
Mika iieyors PLC
414 Water Street
PO Box 537
Manistee, Ml 49660
Tel: 23'l-723-8333
Fax: 231-723-3888
mikameyers.com

E-mail: rwilson@mikamevers.com

This message is for the addressee only. lt may be confidential, and may include communications protected by the
attorney-client privilege, attorney work product protected from discovery in litigation, and/or insider information regarding
business transactions. Unauthorized use, disclosure or copying is prohibited, and may be unlawful. lf you have received
this message in error, please call the sender at (231) 723-8333 and delete the message from your system.

From: Shelli Johnson Imailto:clerk@onekamatwp.org]
Sent: Monday, February 7, 2022 9:34 AM
To: Edward Bradford <treasurer@onekamatwp.org>; Bob Blackmore <bblackmore@onekamatwp.org>; Allen Taylor
<ataylor@onekamatwp.org>; avo49675@yahoo.com; Richard M. Wilson <RWilson@mikameyers.com>
Subject: FW: Cook family request for zoning variances

----Original Message-----
From: Allison and Gary Haworth <ha1qrtltZ!0@smail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 2,2022 6:05 PM
To: Shelli Johnson <clerk@on .org>
Cc: rsteeco ml Andrew & Kathleen Mackie <akmackiel 972@smail.con,>
Subject: Cook family request for zoning variances

We are part owners ofa cottage (parcel 51-1 1-410-055100) a couple ofdoors from the Cooks'property. We
want the are4 especially Portage Lake, protected from harmfirl effects. We love the region and want it
preserved.

We know that the Cook family really would like to have you override zoning variances long established, as they
keep coming back with different proposals to get arcund those zoning regulitions. We hope that you will
uphold rules that have been enforced in the past. If those regulations are not maintained why *r.L th"y
developed in the first place?

1



We hope that you will support the Zoning Board on this matter.

Thank you,
Allison Mackie Haworth
Gary Haworth

Total Cotrtrol Prtrel

To: rwilson@mikameyers.com Remove this ssndq from my allow list

From: clcrkaonekamatwp.orq

You rccetued this ,nessage beca$e the sendet is on your allow list.

l-ogin

z



Shelli Johnson

Sent:
To:
Cc:

From:

Received, thank you.

Katie Mehl
Planning and Zoning Administrator
Manistee County
(231) 3s8-3s2s
kmehl (omanisteecountvmi.gov

Katie Mehl < kmehl@manisteecountymi.gov>
Monday, February 7,2022 8:47 AM
Jon Marty; Shelli Johnson
armin@meanderlaw.com; Kristyn Houle
RE: Cook Vs Onekama TownshipSubiect:

Manistre Coun$ 
$

From: Jon Marty <jonm@tedma rty.com>
Sent: Friday, February 4,2022 5:58 PM
To: clerk@onekamatwp.org; Katie Mehl <kmehl@manisteecountymi.gov>
Cc: armin@meanderlaw.com; Kristyn Houle <kristynhoule@hotmail.com>
Subject: Cook Vs Onekama Township

[WARNING: External Message]

Dear Onekama Township:
I am a property owner at21.t4 Sixth Street in Onekama. I appreciate the hard work of the ZBA
and the Board and all that it does for the township. I understand that your position involves
public trust and often times it is a thankless job. You have the opportunity before you to
demonstrate that you honor that trust and your efforts in this situation will not go unnoticed.

The Zoning Board correctly voted to deny the Cook lot multiple variance requests for the very
reason the ZBA exists in the first place- to enforce responsibte ordinance.Any decision to the
contrary is irresponsible based upon the facts and plans submitted. Along with our own
previous written concerns to the Township, there have been many more public concerns and
opposition to this proposed plan. We understand the Cook proposal is now in front of
Township board to approve or deny. once again, we will reiterate our reasons we are
OPPOSED TO THIS PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT:

1
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a

a

lf the township approves this request, it will severely erode public trust in the Onekama
Township's governance by subverting the very governing body that exists to enforce
responsible ordinance not only now, but in the future as well.

It will create a slippery slope of zoning variance requests all along the Portage lake
waterfront and set a dangerous precedent to the protection of the watershed.

It will cause a negative impact on adjacent property owners real estate values; As a
property owner at 2114 Sixth Street and with a boundary property line of uninhiblted
lakefront views, we will have our property values declined by a view overlooking a roof,
rather than a lake.

We also would strongly fight ANY placement of a septic field or tank on our land and
would claim Adverse Possession if allowed.

. lt will create substantial environmental issues due to the impervious surfaces and the
fact that this proposed development substantially violates set backs from the
waterfront, on the eastern waterfront setback AND the southern waterfront setback
line, the environmental damage increases exponentially. (the lot haswateron both
sides). lf any lot ever needed STRICT adherence to the set-backs for the obvious
environmental reasons, this would be the one.

. lt will create substantially higher traffic and public safety hazards at a location which
has already been known to be a bottleneck on Portage Point Road with its close
proximity to The Portage Point lnn, Marina, Angel Slide and the S-Curve immediately to
the north. Many pedestrians and children congregate in this area and play on the sand

dunes across the street. As adjacent property owners we've witnessed this in the peak

summer season for decades. Children on foot or bicycles will have no chance, with
shortened setback requirements of a garage this close to the roadway.

This lot is a beach and boat access lot and not a residential building lot, everyone knows

this. The Cooks, have enioyed the use ofthis lot for years, for that exact purpose (see

photo token in July 2021 below).

The township must recognize that by approving this action, it creates far more liability
and the potentlal for further legal action, than it would by denying the cook plan.

we respectively ask for a final time, that the TownshiP, back its Zoning Bord of
Appeals decision and deny the Cook Proposal'

Respectfully,

2

Jon Marty, Marty Properties LLC



2LL4 Sixth St.

Onekama , Ml 49675
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Shelli Johnson

From:
Sent:
lo:
Subject:

Jim Claire <coloradorlley@msn.com>
Thursday, February 3, 2022 1 1:53 AM
Shelli Johnson
Fwd: Cook Property Public Hearing

To: Onekama Township Board

We are writing this email in response to the
Townships pending review of the Cook properfy
located on Portage Point Road.

We have concerns about the current process
being followed by the Cook's and the Township
on the review of a site plan for this property. We
reference the December 27,2027 OTB Cook
subcommittee proposed "resolution to the
impasse."

As we review the recently published materials
for the upcoming Public Hearing we do not
believe that there is a formal submittal of the
required Site Plan/ Plot Plan by the Cook's.
There is a "Plan C" and a letter from the Cook's

attorney discussing issues and adjustments
made to the attached drawing which no one has

called a Site Plan/Plot PIan submittal. Without
an officially submitted site plan it is impossible
for the average person to completely understand
the impacts of the suggested variance

1



approvals. We understand the desires of the
Cook's to determine the criteria within which
they need to design and construct their
building but putting approval of specific
variances in this agreement prior to a submitted
and adequately reviewed site plan seems to be
jumping several administrative steps in the
process, This proposed agreement would
essentially be amending the current zoning
ordinances for one specific lot. We strongly
object to committing the Onekama Township
Board to approve this agreement prior to
adequate review of all aspects of a site plan.

It does appear that the Cook's and the Township
are both cooperatively trying to resolve issues
for this parcel that are caused by the "as built
Iocation" of Portage Point Road. No matter how
this land use application is processed, it is
apparent that the current roadway location and
appropriate Right of Way need to be revised to
reflect the actual roadway the Public uses for
access and egress. A replat ofthe Cooks Parcel
reflecting the roadway should be included as
part ofthis application. Setback criteria for the
west property line and the impervious area
calculations are impossible to adequately
address with the existing lot. In none of the
official correspondence have we found any
direct discussion of the roadway location and its
impacts. Additionally the road has been in

2



existence for decades and it is unlikely that the
Cook's did not consider the roadway impact on
the ability to build on the property prior to their
acquisition.

The legal procedures initiated by the Cook's
should not require the Township to alter its
normal course ofbusiness, perform the
appropriate reviews to protect the residents of
Onekama Township, and maintain the legal
criteria for land use approvals.

Sincerely,

Jim and Claire Riley
9034 Lakeside Avenue
Onekama, M[49675

3

As with any other land use application, a plot
plan/ site plan submitted by the Cook's and
reviewed by the Planning Commission for
compliance with required ordinances should
happen prior to the Board conducting a public
hearing on that application. After this review by
the Planning Commission I made available to the
Public) people can and will be better informed
to provide appropriate public comments
regarding this land use.



Frcm:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Allison and Garv Haworth
Katie Mehl

Sorry, misspelled your name
Wednesday, February 2, 2022 6:18:03 PM

[WARNING: Extemal Message]

We are part owners of a cottage a couple of doors from the property in question (parcel 51-11-410-055100). We
want the area, especially Portage Lake, protected from harmful effects. We love the region and want it preserved.

We know that the Cook family really would like to have you override zoning variances long established, as they
keep coming back with different proposals to get around those zoning regulations. We hope that you will uphold
rules that have been enforced in the past. If those regulations are not maintained why were they developed in the
first place?

We hope that you will support the Zoning Board on this matter,

Thank you, Allison Mackie Haworth
Gary Haworth



Shelli Johnson

From:
Sent:
lo:
Cc:

Subject:

Tim Marty <timm@tedmarty.com >

Friday, February 4, 2022 2:55 PM

Shelli Johnson
Kristyn Houle; Armin; onekama@cinci.rr.com; Jon Marty; Tuck Marty (tsmarty59

@gmail.com)
Cook Vs Onekama

Good Afternoon- Short and Sweet. First I would like to thank the folks on the ZBA, Township Board and those that
support the Township. lt's a thankless job and I know this issue has taken a lot of time and created un needed stress. So,

Thank You.

Additionally, this issue is not a 'personal' lssue with the Cook Family. For me its just a logical decision based on Zoning,
plus, nobody wins. There is A LOT of negative chatter going on in this community right now. So, for the following
reasons, I believe the Township Board should defend the ZBA'S well reasoned decision.

r The Cook Lot was built into Portage Lake, it is 'in the lake'. lf approved in any capacity PL Watershed Loses.
. OriSinally the Cooks sought 4 variances, if approved In any capacity Township Board loses because of the

precedent it will set for current and future board members.
. lf approved in any capacity, ZBA Loses
. lf approved in any capacity, Neighbors Lose

. lf approved in any capacity, Neighborhood Loses

. lf approved in any capaclty, Public Safety Loses

Many, many Onekama Township taxpayers oppose approving any new dwelling on the Cook lot. As a neighbor (2114
Sixth Street) of The Cook Family Lot, I have wltnessed how the Cook Family has used this lot for many, many years- for
its intended use, access to the lake. For this reason, the 'taking' argument has zero credibility.

It is my hope that the Township Board unanimously support the ZBA's decision. Thank You for your efforts!

Respectfully,

Timothy E Marty, CIC
2536 Crecent Beach Rd
Onekama, MI 49660

1



Andrew F. Mackie
8632 Valley Brook Drive

Raleigh, NC 27613
Cell (919)917 s339

akmackie1972@gmail.com

Fe*uary t,2O22

Onekama Township Hall

Attn: Township Board

5435 Main St.

Onekama, Ml 49675

Re: Special Meeting February 9, 2022 rcgafiing proposal provided by the Cook Sub-Committee.

My family is a joint owner of the home at 8324 Portage Point Drive We are just a short distance
from the Cook property. The property is identified as Parcel lD 51-11-410-055100.

During the past several months we have expressed our objection to the Onekama Zoning Board

of Appeals (ZBA) regarding the proposed plans for building a house on this parcel. ln August the
ZBA denied the Cooks request. We feel that the Township Board should support the ZBA, and
not overrule their well thought decision.

The Cooks purchased the property with full knowledge of the limitations it included. Even with
the various changes to their plans, they have requested variances that are an unreasonable
encroachment on the set back requirements that were thoughtfully put into place by the
Zoning Ordinances. The new dwelling would not only have a negative impact on environmental
safety but set a precedent that could lead to several other unwanted impacts.

We ask that you support the decision of the ZBA, represent the best interest of all Onekama
township citizens, and deny the Cooks request for these variances.

Thanks for your consideration.

Andrew and Kathleen Mackie



Amber Sedelmaier

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Shelli Johnson
Wednesday, February 9, 2022 9:34 AM
Amber Sedelmaier; Edward Bradford; Edward Bradford; Bob Blackmore; avo49675
@yahoo.com; Allen Taylor
FW: Township board meeting- Public Comment. Feb

From: Tenley LAST_NAM E <tlippie@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, February 9, 2022 5:15 AM
To: Shelli Johnson <clerk@onekamatwp.org>
Subject: Township board meeting- Public Comment. Feb

Good morning !

This lefter has been submitted before, so it is already on file. I am just making sure it moves
forward with the case. ln lndiana, where the Cook's are from, this cottage would be allowed. lt
could be built edge to edge. lt seems each time a property turns over, the cottage gets
bigger. However, the lakes have only sea walls, the waves from the bounce back are bad. The
lakes are too dangerous to use on the weekends. Many bad accidents have happened. A certain
amount of construction debris ends in the lake. The lakes have been developed for tourism so the
year rounders are run over in the summer and want to leave during prime time. Think Traverse City. I

guess it depends on the long term vision for this lake. I would like to see a thriving community for the
year rounders. This would favor home development, which would provide jobs for the trades, an
income to raise a family on. Meanwhile following the zoning laws.

We support the ZBA and the Onekama Township Board and Planning Committee.
We support using our tax dollars to defend the zoning.

Hoping for the best, for everyone,
Tenley Lippie

Dear Township board,

Please do not accept the subcommittee's hard work on the Cook proposal. JUST
SAY NO.

I do not know of ANY reason someone is entitled to build on a lot that does not support
the zoning laws. Why would a judge say they are entitled?

PROTECT THE LAKE:: The proposed building is not 40 feet back from the seawall,
which is the edge of the lake. lf the zoning laws are wrong or this French drain will
accomplish the intent of the 40 foot set back then, it is time to change the zoning law so
others can follow without suing the township.

1



I have not seen a plan to keep all silt, soil and debris out of the lake and/or provide
clean up for when that happens.

My understanding is the hotel was gifted the public access adjoining this property in
exchange for a public fishing pier. ANY silt, soil, debris will harm the fish in front ofthe
public fishing pierl \Mat is the plan for prevention and any clean up?

I do appreciate the subcommittee maintaining the ordinary 10 foot set back to the
north and the south. I believe this will be the best for the long term for all.

I do appreciate the subcommittee's attention to road safety and putting the house car
traffic as far from the curve and angel slide.

I do not believe it is the planning commissions job to spend so much time on all the
house drawings. lt is a distraction from the zoning laws. I beljeve they can build what
they want with in the zoning and lake polluting laws.

I do understand the subcommittee was trying to work out a compromise to prevent this
from going to court. My understanding is around $7,000 has been spent on this
compromise. However, I do believe it is teaching people to sue the township when they
want a variance, so in the long game this will be more costly to the township. ldo not
want to see that happen to the township or the tax payers.

Thank you for allowing me to share my opinion,
Tenley Lippie
51-11410-059-00
1 1-410-063-00
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February 8, 2O2Z

RE: Cook appeal - Variance 51-11-410-050

Dear Sirs,

So, we are wondering why we are being notified of a public hearing rather than a judicial hearing. We

worry that the Onekama Township Board sets a dangerous precedent by disregarding the careful,

thorough and thoughtful analysis of the Zoning Ordinances as they apply to these variance requests.

Therefore, we respectfully request that you, the members of the Onekama Township Board, follow the

procedures established by the township ordinances, support the ZBA's decision, defeat the

subcommittee's recommendation and let the Courts handle the matter going forward.

Cc: Katie Mehl

U

To: Onekama Township Board

From: Faye Backie and Steve Szilvagyi

3047 Vanessa's Way

Onekama, Ml 49675

we write (once again) in reference to the cook appeal. Faye attended the August 18th meeting (along

with approximately 40 year-round and summer residents) at which the zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA)

after reviewing the cook's proposaland the governing ordinances and procedures, denied the cook's

request. We should note that approxlmately 30 letters were submitted regarding the appeal. Only one

was not opposed to the Cook's request.

We don't believe that undermining the established Zoning Board of Appeals procedure, negotiating the

ZBAs decision, bypassing the legalsafeguards for municipalities and negotiating with a private citizen

serves the best Interest ofall the citizensof Onekama Township. lt is quite clear to us that the vast

majority of people interested in this issue back the zoninB Board of Appeals' decision.



To: Onekama Township Board
From: Mary Fa irgrieve, resident

RE: Township meeting on 2-9-2022
at 3pm to discuss the Cook property

Dear Township Board,

I have concerns about the safety of our residents and visitors
who frequent the turnaround beach during the year,
especially during the summer months. Those are the same months
that new construction is most likely to be fully engaged at the Cook property.
A hundred or more people walk, bike and drive the narrow stretch of road
between their lot and the beach on a summer day.
lf emergency vehicles are needed to reach the beach or any home beyond
the property under construction, there is a real danger to all concerned.
Time is of the essence during an emergency and delays caused by construction
vehicles, materials etc. can create a serious, or even deadly, problem.
It is my opinion that the Cook property would be a liability for the township
if it is built upon as planned.

Please consider this when you decide today how to proceed.

Sincerely, 
r

x:x:{:';,"'/M;w*.
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Shelli Johnson

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Karen Ruth < krruth 1@gmail.com>
Wednesday, Janua ry 19, 20?2 1 1:00 AM
Shelli Johnson
Public Access point on Portage Point Dr

As property owners at 3806 PortaBe Point Dr., and 3796 Portage Point Dr., we are concerned about clearing the public
access point adjacent to our property. The cuNe there is a dangerous spot, with limited visibility and dangerous speeds.
our concern is that people might potentially park on that curve to access the lake and add to the danger. We would also
advocate for a reduced speed on that road, perhaps 25 mph.

We hope you will consider the safety implications of clearing that access point.

Thank you,

Karen and Dan Ruth
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Libby's personal comments at Cook Public Hearing

I am Libby Matthews Schleiffarth, and my family has been nourished by the waters of
the Two Lake Town for over 100 years. I support the concems that have been expressed
by other speakers, letters and emails regarding public safety, environmental protections,
following prescribed procedures and establishing dangerous precedents.

Before retiring to onekama in 2014,I served on former Govemor william G. Milliken's
staff, as Village Clerk of Three Oaks and as member of the Niles Community School
Board. So for today's public comments, I am speaking to you as former public servant
and public official.

From these perspectives, the approval of the sub-committee's recommendation would
represent a major "setback" in public trust... a setback that isn't measured in feet but in
participation, engagement and confidence in govemment.

As a former public official, I am shocked, disappointed and quite frankly embarrassed,
that the Township Board would post on it's website, Tom Grier's opinion letter on this
matter four hours before the public hearing. The incorrect email address for the public
comments was never updated, even after the error was pointed out last week. This seem
to be inconsistent with "serving the public interest or a "level playing field."

The citizens need to have confidence that the Board's intentions, words and actions
reflect the best interest of the public. There needs to be accuracy in your information
and transparency in your decision making process. Private emails of board members
should not be used for public business. Citizens need to know everyone is subject to
same rules and is being held to the same standards. Democracy is built on these
foundations, and the public deserves nothing less.

To be a vibrant and growing community, Onekama relies on its citizens to share their
time, treasure and talent on various boards, committees and charitable organizations.
Without these citizens, there is no Zoning Board ofAppeals, Board of Review, Parks and
Recreation Committee, Garden Club or Near and Farr Friends, to name a few These
citizen volunteers need to trust that the Onekama Township Board respects their efforts,
supports their decisions and honors their contributions to the betterment of our Two
Lake Town. There have already been several resignations from these boards and
committees. This is regrettable and preventable. As a community, we cannot afford to
lose volunteers and their vital participation.



As a board, you cannot afford to lose the public's trust. Listen to your constituents;
protect public safety and our environment; be transparent and accurate, and apply the
ordinances, procedures and laws equally to all citizens. Please vote down the sub-

committee's recommendations and proceed to court.

Elizabeth Matthews Schleiffarth (Libby)
9060 Lakeside Ave.
2-9-2022



To be read on February 9,2022 at 3 PM Township meeting

From; Yahoo Plus (,eneannefitz@sbcglobal.net)

To: fitzproud@sbcAlobal.net

Date: Monday, February 7, 2022,12:59 PM ESf

My name is Jeneanne Fitzgerald
My husband and I are year around residence at 2809 Pine Run Dr. and moved here from Chicago
18 years ago.
Once again, I am here to reaffirm our concerns about the Cook proposals.
We have attended many meetings and wriften several letters. And as you can see, we are not
giving up.
It is very important to our community to do the best we can to keep the safety and environmental
objectives front and center and enforced. An effective zoning board is necessary for the safety of
our roads and for the health of our lake. We strongly object to the Cook variances.
I yield my remaining time to Armond.
Thank you.





FEBRUARY 9, 2022

PUBTIC HEARING Te: COOK PROPERTY

We think it is a dangerous precedent for the township to protect people from their own bad

choices.

30 years ago we wrote a purchase agreement for our lot here in Onekama. Being lakefront

property, it was not inexpensive by 1992 standards and was assumed to be a buildable

property. Assumptions and expectations don't secure permits, the laws and the rules do.

Therefore we included contingencies in our purchase agreement that the lot perk, and that we

be able to secure permits allowing us to build a house no smaller than a certain number of
square feet. Common sense dictates that one protect ones investment.

Had we not done so, and the lot failed to comply with numerous building standards we would

NOT have expected the township or any agency to change their rules to bail us out.

We would NOT have asked the township to endanger its residents to help us get what we

wanted.

We would NOT have asked the township to hold us above the importance of the environmental

impact.

We would NOT have asked the township to set precedent to allow the development of a

multitude of non-conforming properties.

We would NOT have asked the township to approve something the majority of its residents

were rightfully opposed to.

Please support the ZBAs denial of the Cook project.

Karen and Dale Mayhew

9420 Lakeside Avenue, Onekama



Good Afternoon. My name is Bonnie Brooks Garbrecht. My husband and I reside at
1985 2nd Street off of Portage Point Road on property which has been in my family for
102 years. I am intimately familiar with the property under consideration because I

either walk or drive by it on a daily basis. I am a graduate of Onekama High School and
served for two terms as At-Large Gity Commissioner for the city of Battle Creek.

What I would like to share this afternoon are some numbers which collectively add
context to the importance of this issue to people living and paying taxes in our
community.

To date, there have been more than 7,500 Face Book views ofthe seven
meetings held thus far relating to this issue. Thank you, Al Taylol for
taping these meetings, informing citizens and encouraging participation.

o

o

o

Approximately 50 people attended the May 28th Zoning Board of Appeals
meeting in person.

Approximately 40 people attended the August 18tt' Zoning Board of
Appeals public hearing in person and in addition approximately 30 letters
were submitted. All but one of the public comments made and letters
submitted expressed opposition to the granting of the requested
variances for this property.

Despite the fact that today is a cold February day, the public - your
public - is here once again to share their concerns with the granting of
these variances.

o

As a point of comparison: just 300 people cast votes in the 2021 August
election and 355 in the 2020 November general election.

Together, voting totals from the two previous elections are less than 10%
of people who have demonstrated concerns about this proposal by
writing, attending hearings, and watching meetings on Facebook over the
last nine months.

The Zoning Board of Appeals has done its due diligence. I urge you to
support their work and their recommendations.

And further more, I urge you to follow the process outlined in your own
ordinance.

o Please be a government that is as President Abraham Lincoln so
eloquently expressed it "of the people, by the people and for the people."

Thank you.
Bonnie Garbrecht, 1985 2nd Street, Onekama, 49675 231-889-7134

o

o

o

o


