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Green Lake Township Special Board Meeting
Minutes 
December 19, 2022

CALL TO ORDER:	Called to order at 5:00 p.m. by Supervisor Radtke.

ROLL CALL:  West, Kramer, Marek, McDonald, Bieganowski & Radtke present. Biondo absent.

PLEDGE:  Was recited.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA:  
Motion by Marek, supported by West to approve agenda as presented. Motion carried, 6-0.

PUBLIC COMMENT:  

Cory Boozer			2681 Tonawanda
Mr. Boozer stated he had many of his concerns resolved during a telephone call with Supervisor Radtke. Could a new petition be circulated to reverse the current proposal?  To change language to a set number to be allowed. 

Steve Ezell			2074 J. Maddy
Wanted to make the point that reading social media there is a feeling out there that there will not be cost sharing revenue, could township clarify? The State of Michigan has $300mil divided by municipalities who have retail marijuana. Community thinks this revenue is fabricated.

David Petrove			9988 Riley Road
(EXHIBIT A)

NEW BUSINESS: 

ZOA 22-004 (An Ordinance to Amend the Green Lake Township Zoning Ordinance to Concerning Recreational Marihuana Establishments.)

Radtke introduced Bryan Graham, of counsel Young, Graham & Wendling, PC.  Mr. Graham stated he is here this evening to address comments and questions.  Motion by Kramer, supported by Marek to enact zoning ordinance #22-004. Roll Call Vote: West – yes, McDonald – yes, Marek – yes, Bieganowski – yes, Kramer – yes, Radtke – yes. Motion carried 6-0.
Motion Carried, 6-0. Marek added the township has discussed this topic for years. 



ORDINANCE #12122022.1  (ORDINANCE TO AMEND RECREATIONAL MARIHUANA)

Radtke stated this police power ordinance was postponed from last meeting for legal counsel review. Marek asked if a public ballot initiative for PPO (police power ordinance) could be held.
Radtke stated this ordinance, meets the Michigan Regulation and Taxation of Marihuana Act. There were 500 votes separating the ballot proposal. At the township level, we understand the voters have spoken and are in favor of recreational marihuana.  McDonald said it does give the voters what they wanted. West thanked Cory (Boozer) for the email regarding sales of recreational marihuana. Wished he would have sent it sooner.  Motion by Marek, supported by Bieganowski to enact ordinance amendment 12122022.1 of 2022 (Ordinance to Amend Recreational Marihuana).  Roll Call Vote: West – yes, McDonald – no, Marek – yes, Bieganowski – yes, Kramer – yes, Radtke – yes. Motion carried 5-1.

RESOLUTION #12192022.1 (RECREATIONAL MARIJUANA FEE RESOLUTION)

Radtke shared the fee schedule is based on a cost recovery model. The $1,650.00 can be justified through actual time and materials to process the application. It is a one-time fee, and in answer to West’s question – it is not refundable. Bieganowski asked how did we got to these numbers?  Mr. Graham indicated you have to have a valid fee, Michigan Supreme Court has set precedent. If expenses are incurred far below the fee, it may be challenged. Marek asked if the fee can be reviewed annually, Radtke said the current medical marijuana fee schedule was set to be reviewed this year. Kramer stated attorney fees cannot be included in the fee, she has verified with counsel. Motion by Kramer, supported by Marek to enact RESOLUTION #12192022.1 (RECREATIONAL MARIJUANA FEE RESOLUTION) as presented with an annual fee set at $1,650.00.  Roll Call Vote: West – yes, McDonald – yes, Marek – yes, Bieganowski – no, Kramer – yes, Radtke – yes. Motion carried 5-1.


PUBLIC COMMENT:  

David Petrove			9988 Riley Road
A lot of people are determined not have marihuana. History of use, dating back to the 1940’s under taxation act. Then came the war on drugs. It is legal in 26 states and Canada. Start recognizing use and decriminalize it. 

Ann Taylor		5566 Penn Lock Colony
Wished for clarification on distance from a church, Radtke said 1,000 feet. Kramer added schools and daycares as well.


ADJOURNMENT:  Motion by Kramer, supported by McDonald to adjourn at 5:28 p.m. Carried, 5/1.


Respectfully submitted,


Judith L. Kramer
Green Lake Township Clerk
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9988 Riley Road
Interlochen, MI 49643-9701
‘Cell Phone (231) 409-3712
InterlochenPeace@aol.com

December 19, 2022

Green Lake Township
‘Board of Trustees
9394 10th Street
Interlochen, MI 49643

Second Public Hearing regarding Recreational Maribuana Establishments
Dear Friends and Neighbors,

Please thoroughly review the MICHIGAN REGULATION AND TAXATION OF
MARIHUANA ACT Initiated Law 1 of 2018, Effective December 5, 2018 and consider the
intent of the Act in comparison to the language of the proposed Green Lake Township Amended
Ordinance.

333.27952 Purpose and intent Sec. 2.
‘The “purpose of” the Initiated Law of 2018 “is to make marihuana legal under state and local
law for adults 21 vears of age or older”.

However, the Green Lake Township Board seem intent to negate the Act.
First, by overturning the result of the November 2022 election, which stated: “Specifically,

this ordinance would: Authorize the operation within Green Lake Township of ... (2) marihuana
retailers, ... Should this ordinance be enacted?”

The State Act states: “333.27956 Adoption o enforcement of ordinances by municipality;
Sec. 6. 1..... a municipality may completely prohibit or limit the number of marihuana
establishments within its boundaties. Individuals may petition to initiate an ordinance to provide
for the number of marihuana establishments allowed within 2 municipality or to completely
prohibit marihuana establishments within a municipality, and such ordinance shall be submitted
{o the electors of the municipality” ..

‘The proposed Ordinance “Section 2 - Authorizations, An unlimited number of marihuana
establishments * violaies the distinct language of the ballot initiative and the legality of the Act,
and must be adjusted to fit the law.

“There is nothing in State Act that allows for NO limit to the number of marihuana
establishments. We voted for fwo (2) marihuana retal establishments. If anyone else wants to
change that, they should petition, campaign and get people to vote for something different, That's
the law.
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Second, the Standards and Regulations written into the ordinance violate 333.27953 of the
State Act, because it makes the Ordinance “U ly impracticable*. When this was
brought up at last week’s hearing, it was ignored. Expect legal consequences to follow from that
omission.

Much of Ordinance, “Section 2C - Standards for Approval and Regulations” lists a
considerable number of burdensome rules marijuana establishments must comply with, including
shifting responsibility of customer activities after they leave the premises. liems (h), i), (1), and

particularly onerous is item (n) : The applicant agrees (o indemnify Green Lake Township, its
officers s successors_assigns. agents, servanis, employees and insurance

companies from any damages, legal fees or expenses. award, demands, rights. causes of action
that arise out of or grow out of applicants operation of any marihuana establishment within
Green Lake Township. This provision shall apply to any and all claims by either party, its
public officials, officers, council members, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns or

1o any and al claims by any third party

Also: Section 2D - Continuing Compliance with Standards and Regulations Required
The licensee of a marihuana establishment shall operate the marihuana establishment in full
compliance with the standards and regulations specified in Section 2C of his Ordinance. dny
violation of these standards and regulations shall constitute a violation of this Ordinance and
‘shall subject the licensee or other person violating the standards and regulations to the
enforcement provisions of this Ordinance.

Plus; Section 2G - Nuisance
A violation of this Ordinance is hereby declared to be a public nuisance. a muisance per se and is
hereby further declared t0 be offensive o the public health, safery and welfare.

And: Section 2H - Violations

Any person who violates any provision of this Ordinance shall be responsible for a municipal
civil infraction ..., and shall be subject t0 a fine of Five Hundred and 00/100 (8500.00) Dollars.
Each day this Ordinance is violated shall be considered a separate violation.

Read the full text of all the rules and regulations stuffed into this Ordinance, then consider
‘how should Michigan Regulation construe the Ordinance Regulations under

333.27953 Definitions. (x) “Unreasonably impracticable” means that measures necessary to
‘comply with the rules or ordinances adopted pursuant to this act subject licensees to
‘unreasonable risk or require such a high investment of money, time, or any other resource or
asset that a reasonably prudent businessperson would not operate the marihuana establishment.

Please do this right the first time, for those citizens who still trust the concept of democracy.

Peace friends,

David B. Petrove




