THE CITY OF THE VILLAGE OF DOUGLAS

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
THURSDAY, JUNE 13, 2024 AT 7:00 PM
86 W CENTER ST., DOUGLAS MI

AGENDA

To view remotely, join online or by phone.
Join online by visiting: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/84100073894
Join by phone by dialing: +1 (312) 626-6799 | Then enter “Meeting ID”: 841 0007 3894

CALL TO ORDER
ROLL CALL

A. Approval of Agenda - June 13, 2024 (additions/changes/deletions)
Motion to approve the June 13, 2024 agenda

B. Approval of Minutes - May 9, 2024 workshop & regular meeting (additions/changes/deletions)
Motion to approve the May 9, 2024 workshop & regular meeting minutes

PUBLIC COMMUNICATION - VERBAL (LIMIT OF 3 MINUTES)

PUBLIC COMMUNICATION - WRITTEN

A. Charity Nosse - 719 Golfview Dr - Written Communication

NEW BUSINESS

A. PUD AMENDMENT - Westshore PUD — Request to modify the location and public/private designation
for the internal non-motorized pathways.

a. Applicant presentation
b. Comments from Public

c. Comments from the Planning & Zoning Administrator
d. Comments from the Planning Commission

Motion to Forward a Recommendation to the City Council
UNFINISHED BUSINESS

REPORTS




A. Planning and Zoning Administrator Report
B. Planning Commissioner Remarks (limit 3 minutes each, please)
8. PUBLIC COMMUNICATION — VERBAL (LIMIT OF 3 MINUTES)

9. ADJOURNMENT

Motion to adjourn

Please Note — The City of the Village of Douglas (the “City”) is subject to the requirements of the Americans
with Disabilities Act of 1990. Individuals with disabilities who plan to attend this meeting and who require
certain accommodations in order to allow them to observe and/or participate in this meeting, or who have
questions regarding the accessibility of this meeting or the facilities, are requested to contact Laura Kasper, City
Clerk, at (269) 857-1438, or clerk@douglasmi.gov to allow the City to make reasonable accommodations for
those persons. CITY OF THE VILLAGE OF DOUGLAS, ALLEGAN COUNTY, MICHIGAN




THE CITY OF THE VILLAGE OF DOUGLAS
PLANNING COMMISSION MASTER PLAN

WORKSHOP
THURSDAY, MAY 09, 2024 AT 5:30 PM
86 W CENTER ST., DOUGLAS Ml

Item 2B.

MINUTES

CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

PRESENT

Chair Paul Buszka

Vice-Chair Louise Pattison

Secretary Kelli Heneghan

Commissioner John O'Malley

Commissioner Matt Balmer

Commissioner Patty Hanson

Commissioner Laura Peterson

Commissioner Thomas Hickey

Also Present

Planning and Zoning Administrator Sean Homyen
Williams & Works Consultant Tricia Anderson
City Clerk Laura Kasper

ABSENT

Commissioner Neal Seabert

PUBLIC COMMUNICATION - VERBAL (LIMIT OF 3 MINUTES) — No communications

PUBLIC COMMUNICATION — WRITTEN — No communications

MASTER PLAN WORKSHOP

A. MASTER PLAN WORKSHOP - Williams & Works - Tricia Anderson - Drafted goals and objectives for the

Master Plan was discussed along with drafting a future land use map.

PUBLIC COMMUNICATION — VERBAL (LIMIT OF 3 MINUTES) — No communications

ADJOURNMENT
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THE CITY OF THE VILLAGE OF DOUGLAS

PLANNING COMMISSION
THURSDAY, MAY 09, 2024 AT 7:00 PM
86 W CENTER ST., DOUGLAS MI

MINUTES

CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

PRESENT

Chair Paul Buszka

Vice-Chair Louise Pattison

Secretary Kelli Heneghan

Commissioner John O'Malley

Commissioner Matt Balmer

Commissioner Patty Hanson

Commissioner Laura Peterson

Commissioner Thomas Hickey

Also Present City Clerk Laura Kasper

Planning and Zoning Administrator Sean Homyen
Williams & Works Consultant Tricia Anderson
ABSENT

Commissioner Neal Seabert

A. Election of Officers - Call for Nomination of Officers by City Clerk Kasper
a. Pattison nominated Buszka for Chair, Heneghan supported
Motion approved by unanimous voice vote.
b. Balmer nominated Pattison for Vice Chair, O’'Malley supported
Motion approved by unanimous voice vote.
c. Pattison nominated Heneghan for Secretary, Hickey supported
Motion approved by unanimous voice vote.

B. Approval of Agenda - May 9, 2024 - Motion by Pattison, second by Balmer, to approve the May 9, 2024
agenda - Motion approved by unanimous voice vote.

C. Approval of Minutes - April 11, 2024 - Motion by Pattison, second by Balmer, to approve the April 11,
2024 minutes - Motion approved by unanimous voice vote.

PUBLIC COMMUNICATION - VERBAL: None

PUBLIC COMMUNICATION — WRITTEN: Letter from Isabel's recorded in the agenda packet.
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5. NEW BUSINESS
A. 6825 Wiley Rd — Zoning of an Annexed Unzoned Parcel to R-5, Multiple Family District - Public Hearing
-Motion by Balmer, second by Hickey, to Open Public Hearing — Motion approved by unanimous voice
vote.
a. Planning and Zoning Administrators Report — Planning and Zoning Administrator Sean Homyen
presented his staff report and notified the PC that Council will is going to be contracting with Ryan
Kilpatrick from flywheel to help develop a plan for affordable housing for the property.

b. Public Comments -

Dana Burd (6871 Wiley Rd) is opposed and they live next to the 16 acres. He mentions that the City did
draft and adopt a parks plan that is noted in the Parks and Recreation Plan.

Douglas Hobine (6865 Wiley Rd) is opposed to the rezoning, he claimed that it was intended as
parkland according to a 2015 Parks and Recreation plan he found online.

Ralf Pizza (457 Summer Grove) via Zoom agrees with previous comments from the public and had
concerns about the contamination from Haworth and believes the area should be open.

¢. Planning Commissioner Remarks -

Balmer noted that the intent of the parcel was intended for DPW, which may have been translated to
"parks".

Pattison believes that it should be R-2.
Hickey noted that there was a real concern for pedestrian safety.

Hanson was curious if there is enough water. If the master plan is trying to preserve open space, then
why is it all being Zoned R- 5? can't it be a multitude of uses or zoning districts?

Peterson had concerns with whether attainable housing is even achievable.
John agreed with Pattison and Hanson.
Buszka didn’t think to even question the future land use.

Balmer reminded the Commissioners that when the city owns the property, they have control of what
happens to it when it gets sold.

Hanson wondered where they can find more info about what the plan was for this property.
Pattison wants to know if there is any language in the deed that would specify what the intent was.
Heneghan wishes that Ryan Kilpatrick could be here to talk to the Planning Commission.

Hickey does not feel that he has enough info to make an informed decision.

Buszka states tabling is an option as long as there is clear direction on what staff needs to prepare for
the next meeting.
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Hanson wondered if Ryan Kilpatrick could come to the next meeting to help feel better about R-2.

City Manager Nocerini added more to the conversation regarding the city's perspective consulted with
Flywheel to help the city figure out what to do with the property, she emphasized that it is difficult to
get staff to work in the city due to being too far away and not being able to afford to live here. She
noted that Ryan Kilpatrick needs direction, and this zoning piece is the first step and she added that
she loves parks, she works in the city's parks, but the city just does not have the staff or the money to
hire staff. She states that they currently have volunteers, working in the parks.

Peterson states that when she reads the R-5 District uses, she sees that there are housing form options
- single, duplex, multi-family, apartments. She envisions a mix of all these things.

-Motion by Balmer, second by O’Malley, to Close Public Hearing — Motion approved by unanimous
voice vote.

-Motion by Balmer, second by O’Malley, to forward a recommendation for approval of the assignment
of the R-5, Multiple Family zoning district to the parcel located at 6825 Wiley Road (PPN 59-017-089-
40) annexed by the City of the Village of Douglas, based on the findings outlined in the staff report
dated May 3, 2024. — Motion failed by tie roll call vote.

Voting yea: Buszka, Balmer, O’Malley, Peterson. Voting nay: Hanson, Heneghan, Hickey, Pattison.

-Motion by Hickey, second by Balmer, to table the item for more information. Motion carried by
unanimous roll call vote.

Amendment to Zoning Ordinance Section 16.16(3)(a) & 16.16(3)(b) Swimming Pools - Public Hearing

-Motion by Pattison, second by O’Malley, to Open Public Hearing — Motion carried by unanimous voice
vote.

a. Planning and Zoning Administrators Report

Planning & Zoning Administrator Sean Homyen presented the staff report and the rationale behind the
proposed amendment.

Planning Interim Tricia Anderon added that the zoning ordinance can be more restrictive, but not less
restrictive than the building code.

b. Public Comments — None

¢. Planning Commissioner Remarks -

Pattison was concerned with whether there are any periodic inspections.

Heneghan states that she wants fencing, regardless of the power pool cover.

Peterson asks how we can make sure the pool aspects related to gates, alarms fencing etc. for the
Short Term Rental inspections

Planning and Zoning Administrator Sean Homyen states that there is a separate Ordinance for Short
Term Rentals and that these concerns can be addressed there.
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Buszka says would like to see some Short Term Rental changes in the future.

-Motion by Pattison, second by Blamer, to Close Public Hearing — Motion carried by unanimous voice
vote.

-Motion by Balmer, second by Hickey, to forward a favorable recommendation to the City Council for
the adoption of the text amendment to Article 16, General Provisions, Section 16.16, Swimming Pools,
Subsection 3, Fences, parts a. and c. of the City of the Village of Douglas Zoning Ordinance, per the
specific language stated in the Ordinance to Amend the Zoning Ordinance, and based on the findings
stated in the Planning and Zoning Administrator’s report dated May 3, 2024. — Motion carried by
unanimous roll call vote.

6. UNFINISHED BUSINESS: No unfinished business to attend to.

7. REPORTS
A. Planning and Zoning Administrator Report -

Planning and Zoning Administrator Sean Homyen gave a update on the 319 Ferry St. Also mentions
that City Engineer Ken Bosma advising the City to adopt Stormwater standards.

B. Planning Commissioner Remarks -

O’Malley states the need to have Ryan come but he won't have a plan.

Hanson was thankful for starting at 530pm and for tabling the issue.
Peterson is excited to serve in her new role.

Heneghan states that it takes her a lot of time to process. She feels that some PC members
have more info than others.

Balmer says that we need more safety worked into the inspections for Short Term Rentals, we
also need to work this into the Master Plan. He also added additional comments about what
flywheel does regarding agreements and funding mechanisms.

Buszka mentions that Pattison has talked a lot about parks & view sheds. Tri community master plan
talks about "road end parks" he said there are multiple parcels in the city that would be conducive for
Something like this He'd like to see more city property preserved for green space and can work this
into the infrastructure part of the master plan.

8. PUBLIC COMMUNICATION - VERBAL:
Dana Burd (6871 Wiley Rd) says to google the 2015 Saugatuck Douglas Parks and Recreation Plan to see
where the property was stated to be a park. He also wanted to make a correction informing the
Commissions that the property was purchased by a private property owner and not from the Township.

9. ADJOURNMENT: -Motion by O’Malley, second by Pattison, to adjourn the meeting.




June 62024 Page

Item 4A.

City 'of the Village of Douglas
Planning Committee

To the committee:

| owri the property at 719 Golfvzew Drlve in Douglas atso known as Lot 19 of the Westshore
Condomanaums ‘ CoTET s SRR I , L

LR

Unfortunately, | am‘unable to participate in the planning cominittee mesting scheduled for

June 13 due to a businéss trlp obltgatton that prevents me from ‘attendling in person or by -
Zoom. My uncterstandrng is that the committee will be heanng from developer BDR' regardmg
their proposed placement of tralts through the West Development area of the former
WestShore golt course B ST e R

L TR TR L R CHE
R . i

Thie Master Deed Exhibit B dated 2012° provrded to'me at the time | purchased Lot 19 shows

a trail that funs mldway between the North and South borders of the West Development area.
If hew trails must be buiit, 1 support a plan that keeps the location certered and'a meamngfut !'

distance away from private property as much'as is practlcal given the terrain.

| have concerns about the location of the new proposed tratls which otewate from the orlgtnal ‘

plan s;gnmcantly |n the West Development area

Safety and Sec'urtty

A primary issue i$ the proposat to have trails that run immediately hext to several private

properties along Golfvcew Drive. A trail that'runs between Golfv;ew Drrve propertles ‘and the

most likely location of futuré ‘condominium (nits is an invitation for vandalism of burglary or

other nuisance behaviors due to lack of visibility from the street. The trail should be in view of
axisting wrakely future roads as much as possibie. The original plan to place the traif aiong a

course that aligns with the most likely location of future roads makes more sense to me.

4

Enforceability:

| am skeptical that there will be any meaningfut enforcement. The new plan hides trails
behind current Golfview Drive homes and future development units. The better option is to
maximize the visibility of trail users from the most flikely location of future roads to assist with
detection and enforcement of improper usage once those roads are built. In my experience, -
there is no attempt to patrol or enforce penalties for individuals who drive through the
undeveloped property on dirt bikes or golf carts. Even more unclear is how the theoretically
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private trail usage will be monitored and enforced. If a private trail is paved, the public will use
it and there will be virtually no way to stop them. :

Privacy:

The Westshore Condominiums Disclosure statement provided to me at the tlme of purchase
noted that documents governing the development did not require.consent of Unit Owners{ or
their mortgagées “providing that the changes do not unreasonably impair or diminish ...the
view, privacy or other significant attribute of any Unit which adjoins a modified Unit or
common element.” The proposed trails plan places their location on both the North and West-
side of my p_{ope_rt'yg a significant degradation of, privacy for my unit. Keep in mind that |
cannot build a fence aiong the North (setback requirement) or.South (utility easement)
border. If the trails are built as proposed, | would have traffic on 3:sides when you consider. -
the private road to the East that is not enforced as private. You may think this is <y
inconsequential as people are simply walking through and you’d be wrong. Even in recent
days, with no formal trails, individuals frequently walk through and behind.my property. They
stop to talk or throw balls thh their off-leash dogs. Placing a trail directly adjacentto my
property.will only increase these incidents, add to the probability that they trespass, and hrave
a négative impact on my privacy and the vajue of my property without my consent.

| knew when | purchased Lot 19 that there would be development to the West including
planned trails. | am not trying to stop the development. | simply would like the planning -
committee to act accordingly to oppose of the significant Change from the original trail plan to
the new proposal. | understand that the committee wants to wrap up a long overdue lssue
Do not. make the mistake of accepting an inappropriate plan simply to close the issue. .l. urge
you {o resolve the Issye the correct way and require that BDR redesign the trail plan to more
closely approxqmat_g ph:e ongmat ws_th_mlthe_hmltanons of their property r'lghts.‘ .

Charity Nosse -
718 Golfview Drive
PO Box 451
Douglas, Ml 49406 )
mlsschantv@hve com
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williams&works

engineers | surveyors | planners

MEMORANDUM

To: | City of The Village of Douglas Planning Commission
Date: | June 6, 2024
From: | Tricia Anderson, AICP

Westshore PUD Amendment — Internal Nonmotorized Pathways

RE: . . . . . .
Final Location and Public/Private Designations

Mr. Richard Dyk, of Douglas Property Development, LLC, has submitted an application for a
proposed amendment to the existing Westshore PUD to finalize the location of the non-
motorized pathways, and to change the designation of certain sections of the non-motorized
pathways from public to private.

Background and History. The Westshore PUD was approved in 2012 in accordance with
Article 27, Planned Unit Development District of the City of Douglas Zoning Ordinance and
subject to Ordinance 03-2012, the Westshore PUD. One of the standards of PUD approval
within Article 27 (Section 27.06), is that the PUD shall result in a “recognizable and substantial
benefit to the residents of the PUD and the City, and such benefit would otherwise be unlikely to
be achieved”. To satisfy this standard, the Westshore PUD proposed non-motorized pathways
throughout the development for the use and enjoyment of the public and the residents of the
PUD. As you may know, the developer has not yet satisfied this requirement, with the exception
of the exterior non-motorized pathways along Ferry Street and Center Street, which have been
constructed and finalized. The interior pathways still remain.

Over the past two years, the applicant has been working with the City Attorney and the
Westshore Condominium HOA to design these internal pathways and draft the easement
agreements that the pathways will be subject to. A significant amount of concern was
expressed by the HOA related to maintenance and liability, particularly since the pubic would
have use of these pathways. The applicant now proposes to designate some of the internal
pathways as private to alleviate some of the HOA’s concerns with these areas, with the
Westshore Condominium HOA being the responsible party for maintenance and ownership.

Recognizable Benefit. Section 27.03 indicates the eligibility requirements for land to be
rezoned to PUD. Part 1 of this section requires the incorporation of a Recognizable and
Substantial Benefit:

1) Recognizable and Substantial Benefit. The Planned Unit Development shall result in
a recognizable and substantial benefit to the ultimate users of the project and to the
community. Such benefit must otherwise be unfeasible or unlikely to be achieved,

549 Ottawa Avenue NW, Grand Rapids, MI 49503 (616) 224-1500 williams-works.com
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taking into consideration the reasonable and foreseeable detriments of the proposed
development and use(s); including, without limitation:

a. The long-term protection and/or preservation of natural resources and
natural features and/or historical and/or architectural features of a
significant quantity and/or quality in need of protection or preservation on
a local, state and/or national basis;

b. Reducing to a significant extent the non-conformity of a nonconforming
use or structure, i.e., modification of a non-conforming use or structure so
that, to a significant extent, it is rendered more conforming, or less
offensive, to the zoning district in which it is situated.

The nonmotorized pathways proposed as part of the Westhsore PUD are deemed a
recognizable and substantial benefit to the community. Our analysis of the request to
designate a portion of the nonmotorized pathways as private begs the question of
whether removing the public designation for a portion of the nonmotorized would alter
the compliance with the requirement to offer a “recognizable and substantial benetift” to
the community. In our view, the vast majority of the nonmotorized pathways remain
public, and the burden of maintenance would be on the HOA, whether the designation is
private or public, and the standard can still be met with this request. The nonmotorized
pathways proposed to be designated public will be the responsibility of the future HOA
that will be associated with future condominium development of the western areas.

Procedure. Section 27.12 provides the procedures for amending an existing PUD. Some of
these provisions are overridden by language within Ordinance 03-2012, such as procedures for
a minor amendment, which under Section 27.12.B would be subject to administrative review
and approval. Ordiance 03-2012 requires any change to the Westshore PUD to be reviewed by
the Planning Commission, per Section V. Approval Limitations, Subsection D., which reads as
follows:

All conditions contained herein and in the final approved site plan shall be binding
upon the Developer, as well as its successors, tenants and assigns. The conditions
may be modified or amended only pursuant to a formal amendment of the PUD
approval, approved site plan, and ordinance amendment. The Project must be
constructed and operated, and all properties therein used, in strict compliance with
the PUD approval (including this Ordinance and the final approved site plan), and no
deviations can occur without prior formal written approval by the City. So called
minor deviations as provided for within Article 27 of the City’s Zoning Ordinance shall
not occur unilaterally by the Developer or its successors, tenants, or assigns. Any
deviation without prior formal written approval by the City will constitute a violation of
this Ordinance and the City of Douglas Zoning Ordinance.

Section 27.05 provides procedures for review and approval of new PUDs and major
amendments to an existing PUD. Since a rezoning is not part of the proposed amendment, the
Planning Commission is not required to hold a public heaing, however, the residents within 300’
of the subject property were provided an courtesy notices that a public meeting will be held to
consider the amendment to the PUD concerning the nonmotorized pathways. The Planning

Item 5A.

Westshore PUD Amendment | Internal Nonmotorized Pathway Public/Private Designation
Page 2 of 3
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Commmission will make a recommendation to the City Council, which will hold the public
hearing, per the Michigan Zoning Enabling Act, and will be the final reviewing authority for the
amendment.

Recommendation. Atthe June 13", 2024 meeting, the applicant will be in attendance to
present the proposed amendment, and the Planning Commission is encouraged to take
comments from the public, even though it is not holding a public hearing. It is recommended that
the Planning Commission take into consideration the information outlined in this memorandum,
the memorandum provided by the City Attorney, the applicant and members of the public in
making its decision to forward a recommendation to the City Council. If the Planning
Commission is inclined to forward a favorable recommendation, we suggest that it be subject to
the following conditions, along with any others deemed necessary:

1.

Upon City Council approval of the nonmotorized pathway plans and public/private
designations, the applicant shall record the easement agreements for said nonmotorized
pathways no later than July 31, 2024, in accordance with Resolution No. 11-2024.

The applicant shall remove all golf course amenities as required by Ordinance 03-2012
prior to or concurrently with the the construction of the internal pathways, subject to the
agreed upon inventory of items to be removed as determined by the Planning & Zoning
Administrator.

The applicant shall provide a performance bond in the form of an an escrow deposit in
the amount determined by the City Engineer equal to the cost to construct the internal
pathways, prior to commencing construction of the internal pathways. The City may
work with the applicant to move any remaining escrow monies for the external pathways
into a new escrow account for the internal pathways, if reimburible funds remain.

Upon City Council approval of the nonmotorized pathway plans, the applicant shall
submit construction drawings to the City Engineer for review and approval prior to
commencing construction on the internal pathways.

Any further changes to the nonmotorized pathways shall require the same procedures
for approval as an amendment to the Westshore PUD.

The applicant shall amend the master deed to include the “must be built” finalized
locations of the public and private internal pathways, and provide the City with a
recorded copy of the master deed amendment, prior to any final inspections of the
internal nonmotorized pathways.

As always, please feel free to contact us with questions regarding this request.

Item 5A.

Westshore PUD Amendment | Internal Nonmotorized Pathway Public/Private Designation
Page 3 of 3
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LEGAL MEMORANDUM

TO:  All members of the Planning Commission
City of the Village of Douglas

CC:  Lisa Nocerini, City Manager
City of the Village of Douglas
Sean Homyen, Planning & Zoning Administrator
City of the Village of Douglas

FROM: Philip Erickson, City Attorney
Plunkett Cooney
David S. Keast, Of Counsel
Plunkett Cooney

DATE: June 3, 2024
RE:  Douglas Property Development, LLC (“Developer”)

Westshore PUD
Proposed Public and Private Trail Plan and Easement Agreements

Item 5A.

Dear Members of the Planning Commission:

We are writing to provide background information for the Planning Commission’s
final review of the requested amendment to the Westshore PUD. This request proposes a
change to the public and private designations of the non-motorized trail system required by
Ordinance 03-2012, adopted pursuant to Article 27 as an amendment to the City Zoning
Ordinance. The proposed amendment to the Westshore PUD will also solidify the final
locations of the non-motorized trail system.

Ordinance 03-2012, as amended, determined that a planned unit development (PUD)
was appropriate for redevelopment of the former West Shore Golf Course, relying in part
upon the commitment of Douglas Property Development, as Developer, to provide the
“public benefit” required by Article 27 of the City Zoning Ordinance by constructing within
the open space areas of the PUD a network of public and private non-motorized trails.

Ordinance 03-2912 and the Final Westshore PUD Plan did not definitively identify the
number, location, public or private nature of each Westshore PUD trail, and it did not address
their ongoing maintenance responsibilities. Unfortunately, natural topographic issues; the
environmental contamination of the Warnock Drain by a contamination plume originating
at the former Haworth Manufacturing site; and the construction of residential housing
within the Westshore Condominium all have limited the locations at which trails may
rationally be constructed.

13
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Extensive discussions with the Developer, Westshore Condominium Association
Board of Directors and the owner of Westshore Condominium unit 1 have produced a
tentative agreement that, if approved by the City Council, is expected to result in the
Developer’s construction of all public and private trails this year, while also facilitating a
proposal this summer of a site plan for additional development within the undeveloped
portion of the Westshore PUD that would be consistent with the trail locations.

The Overall Trail Route and Map and Internal Trail Easement Agreements included
within your packet propose a continuous public non-motorized trail with access from both
Center Street and Lakeshore Drive. In the writer’s opinion, this achieves the central 2012
objective of the Planning Commission and the City Council. Additional trail segments
proposed to be constructed within the Westshore Condominium will be “private”, i.e.,
restricted to the use of Westshore Condominium owners, residents and their guests. Two
additional trail segments connecting those Westshore Condominium private trails to the
Center Street-Lakeshore Drive public trail also will be private, but may be used by the
owners, residents and guests of all residential developments within the Westshore PUD (in
other words, the Westshore Condominium and any additional development subsequently
approved by the City and constructed within the undeveloped portions of the Westshore
PUD.

Interior trails generally will be constructed of crushed stone, except that the
Westshore Condominium Association has requested a grass surface. The City will monitor
the construction of all trails against the Developer’s construction plans on file with the City.

Under this proposal there will be no public trail access from Ferry Street. Our review
of the 2012 Plan suggests that the Planning Commission and Council may have expected a
Ferry Street access, but this is unclear and the Westshore Condominium Unit 1 trail section
was depicted as “private”. Because the proposed trail system does not provide for public
access from Ferry Street, we have considered it important that the Planning Commission
again be consulted. It should be noted that, while the proposed trail configuration does not
provide public access from the existing Ferry Street public trail system, the existing public
trail section along Ferry Street, will remain unchanged.

In our opinion, to now require public trail access from Ferry Street, whether from the
Golf View Drive cul-de-sac, Artisan Row Court or another location, would run afoul of several
important planning considerations:

1. The private trails within the Westshore Condominium will be a maintenance
responsibility of the Westshore Condominium Association. Neither the law nor
the Westshore Condominium Master Deed requires that Association maintain
public trails within the condominium boundaries, and the Association Board of
Directors understandably has expressed a strong aversion to additional
maintenance costs [particularly because of the proposed wooden boardwalk
structures proposed for wetland crossings]

14




2. Public trail access in the vicinity of the Artisan Row Court area of the Westshore
Condominium Association potentially will materially and negatively impact the
safety and privacy of residents in their homes or while enjoying the common
elements. Public trail access through the Golf View Drive cul-de-sac area of the
Westshore Condominium must pass close to constructed residential units,
resulting in similar resident safety and privacy issues.

3. All streets within the Westshore Condominium are private and unsuited to public
street parking. If the trail segments within the Westshore Condominium were
“public”, members of the public accessing the public trail system from Ferry Street
would be required to cross the Westshore Condominium private common
elements after parking along Ferry Street or other permissible areas for public
parking.

From the City’s perspective, a significant consideration should be that, while the City
Engineer will oversee the implementation of the City-approved construction plans, the City
WILL NOT incur future trail maintenance costs or requirements under this proposal. The
Developer has agreed to assume all such obligations, and to impose them upon the
association of owners for any future developments within the Westshore PUD. And the
Westshore Condominium Association will be responsible for the maintenance of the
common element private trails within the Westshore Condominium.

Respectfully submitted,

s/ David S. Keast, Of Counsel, Plunkett Cooney
Philip Erickson, Plunkett Cooney, City Attorney

Open.20448.43876.33707794-1

Item 5A.
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2024 - PROPOSED Non-Motorized
Traill Configuration + Public and
Private Designations
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Item 5A.

CITY OF THE VILLAGE OF DOUGLAS
ALLEGAN COUNTY, MICHIGAN
ORDINANCE NO. 03 - 2012

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE CITY OF DOUGLAS ZONING ORDINANCE
AND ZONING MAP TO ESTABLISH THE WEST SHORE GOLF COURSE
REDEVELOPMENT PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT PROJECT.

The City of Douglas (the "City") Ordains:
Section I. An Amendment to the City of Douglas Zoning Ordinance.

The application received from Kevin Einfeld of Douglas Property Development, LCC
(hereinafter referred to as the "Developer") for Planned Unit Development
designation for the proposed Westshore Golf Redevelopment Planned Unit
Development Project (hereinafter referred to as the "Project") was recommended by
the City of Douglas Planning Commission for approval at the July 11, 2012 Planning
Commission meeting following a public hearing. The property at issue was
previously zoned R-1 PUD, but no PUD ordinance was prepared at that time. This
PUD ordinance is enacted pursuant to Article 27 of the City of the Village of Douglas
Zoning Ordinance.

Section Il. Legal Description.
The legal description of the Project is as follows:

West Shore Golf PUD Description:

Part of the North 1/2 of Section 17, Town 3 North, Range 16 West, City of Douglas, Allegan County,
Michigan described as: Commencing at the Northeast corner of said Section; thence S00°21'57"W
1203.72 feet along the East line of said North 1/2 to the Point of Beginning; thence N89°17'50"W
431.89 feet; thence N00°53'13"W 337.43 feet; thence N80°31'00"W 874.96 feet; thence S00°25'11"W
421.70 feet along the East line of McVea Plat and the extension thereof; thence N89°59'26"W
1471.32 feet along the South line of said Plat and its extension; thence S00°17'10"W 164.97 feet;
thence N89°23'53"W 261.35 feet to a point on the East line of Lot 8, Trumbull's Addition to the
Village of Douglas; thence N63°36'10"W 112.61 feet; thence S26°11'58"W 20.00 feet along the
Southeast line of Lakeshore Drive; thence S63°36'10"E 117.13 feet to a point being 5.00 feet
Northeasterly along the East line of said Lot from the Southeast corner of said Lot 8; thence
S89°23'53"E 266.04 feet; thence S00°17'10"W 597.78 feet; thence S88°20'23"E 164.16 feet along the
North line of Wildwood Lane to the North and South 1/4 line of said Section; thence N89°41'57"E
1004.98 feet along North line of West Shore Woods Condominiums and the extension thereof; thence
S00°27'10"W 686.00 feet along the East line of said Condominiums; thence N90°00'00"E 1155.80 feet
along said South line; thence N00°21'57"E 150.00 feet; thence N90°00'00"E 117.00 feet; thence
N00°21'57"E 200.00 feet; thence N90°00'00"E 333.00 feet; thence N00°21'57"E 1052.88 feet along
the East line of said North 1/2 to the point of beginning. Subject to highway right-of-way for 131st
Avenue over the South 33.0 feet thereof, and for Ferry Street over the East 33.0 feet thereof. Also
subject to easements, restrictions, and rights-of-way of record.

Also, part of the Northeast 1/4 of Section 17, Town 3 North, Range 16 West, City of Douglas, Allegan
County, Michigan described as: Commencing at the East 1/4 corner of said Section; thence
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S90°00'00"W 1005.80 feet along the East and West 1/4 line of said Section to the Point of Beginning;
thence S90°00'00"W 300.00 feet; thence N00°27'10"E 300.00 feet to Reference Point "B"; thence
N00°27'10"E 15 feet, more or less, to the centerline of a drain; thence Southeasterly 380 feet, more
or less, along said centerline to a line which bears N00°27'10"E from the Point of Beginning; thence
S00°27'10"W 17 feet, more or less, to Reference Point "C", said Reference Point being S51°10'45"E
175.00 feet and S72°47'35"E 170.00 feet from said Reference Point "B"; thence S00°27'10"W 140.00
feet to the point of beginning. Subject to highway right-of-way for 131st Avenue (Center Street) over
the South 33.0 feet thereof. Also subject to easements, restrictions, and rights-of-way of record.

Also, part of the Northeast 1/4 of Section 17, Town 3 North, Range 16 West, City of Douglas, Allegan
County, Michigan described as: Commencing at the East 1/4 corner of said Section; thence
S90°00'00"W 1305.80 feet along the East and West 1/4 line of said Section to the Point of Beginning;
thence S90°00'00"W 300.00 feet to the East line of West Shore Woods Condominiums; thence
NO00°27'10"E 100.00 feet along said East line to Reference Point "A"; thence N00°27'10"E 24 feet,
more or less, to the centerline of a drain; thence Northeasterly 370 feet, more or less, along said
centerline to a line which bears N00°27'10"E from the Point of Beginning; thence S00°27'10"W 15
feet, more or less, to Reference Point "B", said Reference Point being N56°26'58"E 361.87 feet from
said Reference Point "A"; thence S00°27'10"W 300.00 feet to the point of beginning. Subject to
highway right-of-way for 131st Avenue (Center Street) over the South 33.0 feet thereof. Also subject
to easements, restrictions, and rights-of-way of record.

Contains 77.3 acres more or less.

Subject to any easements, restrictions or rights of way of record.
Section Ill. General Provisions.

The following provisions shall hereby apply to the project, in addition to those
provisions outlined in Article 27 of the City of the Village of Douglas Zoning
Ordinance.

Section IV. Purpose.

The Project occupies approximately 77.3 acres in the City. The Project will be a site
condominium development containing 48 detached single family dwelling units. Not
less than 65% of the property is to be preserved as open space. The Planned Unit
Development technique has been chosen by the Developer to give it and the
eventual owners of each unit more control over the Project’'s aesthetics and
appearance. This development technique provides the developer with the ability to
develop the Project in a manner to meet market expectations where more traditional
mechanisms such as creating subdivision plats do not.

The regulations contained herein are established to define the procedures
necessary to ensure high quality development in the Project. Additionally, they are
designed to achieve integration of this development with adjacent land uses.

Section V. Approval Limitations.

A. The provisions of this Ordinance are not intended as a substitute for the City of
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the Village of Douglas Zoning Ordinance and the Final PUD Plan, nor do they in any
way relieve the developer from obtaining all approvals and permits required by the
City, except as otherwise expressly provided herein. In the event that a
development issue or site plan element is not expressly addressed by this
ordinance, the specifications and requirements of the City of the Village of Douglas
Zoning Ordinance shall apply. Furthermore, all other City ordinances shall still
govern the Project where applicable.

B. Except as expressly otherwise provided herein, the Developer and his assigns
must meet all applicable provisions, ordinance requirements, and regulations of City
of Douglas, as well as federal and state law, and must obtain all necessary
approvals from state and county governmental agencies that are required for
construction, operation, or use.

C. This PUD approval is expressly contingent upon all conditions of approval herein
remaining fully effective and valid. If any condition imposed herein is determined to
be illegal or contrary to law as a result of a successful legal challenge by the
Developer or its assigns, or any other party, the City reserves the right to review the
entire Project under the PUD provisions of the City of Douglas Zoning Ordinance,
and further, to withdraw its approval of this PUD if the City finds that, absent the
effect of any condition imposed herein, the PUD no longer meets the standards for
PUD approval contained in the Zoning Ordinance.

D. All conditions contained herein and in the final approved site plan shall be binding
upon the Developer, as well as its successors, tenants and assigns. The conditions
may be modified or amended only pursuant to a formal amendment of the PUD
approval, approved site plan, and ordinance amendment. The Project must be
constructed and operated, and all properties therein used, in strict compliance with
the PUD approval (including this Ordinance and the final approved site plan), and no
deviations can occur without prior formal written approval by the City. So called
minor deviations as provided for within Article 27 of the City’s Zoning Ordinance
shall not occur unilaterally by the Developer or its successors, tenants, or assigns.
Any deviation without prior formal written approval by the City will constitute a
violation of this Ordinance and the City of Douglas Zoning Ordinance.

E. This approval document shall be recorded with the Allegan County Register of
Deeds by the Developer prior to construction occurring on site and shall run with
and bind the lands involved. Copies of this recorded document shall be supplied by
the Developer to the City of Douglas Clerk.

F. Failure to comply with the site plan or any condition of approval herein shall be
deemed to be both a nuisance per se and a violation of the City of Douglas Zoning
Ordinance.

G. Prior to recording a copy of this document as specified in Section II(E) hereof, the
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Developer shall type the following statement onto the end of this document (or add
an additional page to the document) as follows, and shall sign and date the same:

"l, Kevin Einfeld, have fully read the above PUD ordinance amendment, understand
its provisions and fully agree with all requirements and conditions contained in the
same, on behalf of myself and my assigns, successors and transferees in and to the
property involved."

Section VI. Site Condominium Documents and Plans.

A. Specific controls relating to architectural elements, common elements of the site
condominium project, construction materials, size and space requirements,
improvements and out buildings, specific prohibitions and rules of conduct shall be
governed by site condominium bylaws and master deed. These restrictions shall
become part of this Ordinance by reference.

B. The Project shall be developed exactly in accordance with the site plan approved
and signed by the City. The site plan shall indicate the approximate location of each
building envelope and shall provide appropriate measurements demonstrating
compliance with Section 16.25 of the Zoning Ordinance. Engineering plans and
documents relating to utilities, topography, drainage, and the survey of each phase
of the Project shall be reviewed and approved by the City Engineer. Approval of
these documents shall be based upon their meeting the requirements of the Zoning
Ordinance and also meeting recognized, acceptable engineering standards and
practices. Once it has been determined that the plans have met City requirements,
the City Engineer shall sign and mark these plan documents as "Approved,” and
forward them to the Developer. Only approved plan documents shall be recorded
with the appropriate county and state agencies.

C. The number of building sites may be reduced or consolidated within the Project
only after the review by and written approval of the Zoning Administrator. The
proposed changes to the site/survey plan to reduce or consolidate building sites
shall be reviewed by the Zoning Administrator to ensure compliance with the City of
Douglas Zoning Ordinance, this PUD Ordinance, and any other requirements. Once
approved by the Zoning Administrator, the amended site/survey shall then be
recorded with the Allegan County Register of Deeds Office and the appropriate state
agencies by the Developer at his cost. A copy of the recorded site/survey plan shall
be forwarded to the City Clerk, so that accurate files regarding the development can
be maintained.

Section VII. Permitted Uses.

The permitted uses for the Westshore Golf Course Redevelopment PUD are as
follows:

A. Single Family Residences.
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B. Accessory buildings customarily incidental to a single family residence, subject to
the provisions of the Final Approved PUD Submittal, attached hereto as Exhibit (X).

C. Signs. All signs for the Project shall conform with the City of Douglas Sign
Ordinance (Ordinance 111-D).

Section VIII. Design Guidelines, Requirements and Limitations.

The Project shall be developed in exact accordance with the site plan approved by
the City and the narrative documentation provided within the Final approved
Submittal for PUD. No alterations, expansions or additions may occur as to the
Project without a formal amendment to this Ordinance, unless expressly otherwise
authorized herein.

A. Maximum Number of Residential Units - The maximum number of single-family
detached site condominium units within the Project shall be limited to forty six (46)
units until such time as the developer submits a revised PUD plan to be reviewed by
the City Planning Commission in accordance with the standards of Article 24 and 27
of the City of Douglas Zoning Ordinance and approved by the Douglas City Council.

Section IX. Private Street Development.

A. The Developer shall submit a street construction, maintenance, and
pavement plan consistent with Article 18 of the Zoning Ordinance. The Developer
may establish private streets to serve the Project provided the roads are constructed
in accordance with the City of Douglas engineering requirements and standards for
private streets and the following specifications:

1. All grades shall be sufficient to allow safe ingress/egress of emergency vehicles.

2. The private streets shall be posted with signs stating the street names. These
signs shall be consistent with Allegan County Road Commission standards and
requirements and shall be installed at the Developer's cost.

3. Any private street shall intersect any public road at a 90 degree angle or a 180
degree angle where appropriate.

4. Copies of any permits required by the Allegan County Road Commission to
connect the private street to any public road shall be provided to the City Zoning
Administrator by the Developer.

B. The Developer of the Project shall provide a disclosure statement on all
property deeds to all owners of the private street, all those who utilize the private
street and all persons securing a building permit to construct a building or structure
served by the private street, by applying for and securing a building permit for
construction of a building or structure that utilizes the private street, all such persons
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shall use the private street at their own risk and the City (and its employees,
officials, and agents) shall not be responsible for any aspect of the private street.

C. It shall be the responsibility of the Developer and its successors or the
individual property owners to fully maintain and keep the private access street in
good repair at all times and to ensure that snow and ice is removed in a timely
fashion during the winter.

D. No combustible building materials may be erected on the Project until a
temporary access road and operable fire hydrants are constructed to within 150 feet
of the furthest point of a structure. Such road shall be a minimum 24 feet wide and
be able to support 20 tons on a single axle with dual wheels and standard road tires.

Section X. Temporary Buildings.

No structure of a temporary nature; trailer, tent or construction shack shall be
constructed, placed or maintained within the Project except accessory to and during
construction of any building or infrastructure improvement.

Section XI. Easements

Prior to any construction occurring, the Westshore Golf Course Redevelopment
PUD shall provide recorded copies of all permanent easements providing public
access to trailways and/or conserving open space on the site. These easements
have been illustrated on the site plan dated

Section XII. Utilities.

A. Water and Sewer - The Project will be served by municipal sewer and water and
each individual unit shall be serviced by a private lateral. Such systems shall be
designed, installed, and maintained pursuant to all applicable requirements of the
City of Douglas and the Kalamazoo Lake Sewer and Water Authority.

B. Stormwater Drainage - In lieu of requiring that an Act 433 agreement or a
drainage district be established with the Allegan County Drain Commissioner, City of
Douglas has agreed to approve the site plan for the Project so long as the Project
(and any and all portions thereof) always complies with the City of Douglas Zoning
Ordinance (as that ordinance may be amended from time to time, as well as any
successor ordinance or ordinances). Accordingly, the property owner's association
(the "Association”) and all landowners within the Project ("Co Owners") are required
to ensure the proper installation and permanent maintenance of any and all storm
drainage and water retention systems, pipes, ponds, and facilities for the Project
(collectively, the "Facilities") shown on the approved site plan or as otherwise
required by the City of Douglas Zoning Ordinance (as that ordinance may be
amended from time to time, as well as any successor ordinance or ordinances, all of
which shall collectively be referred to hereinafter as the "Zoning Ordinance"). Such
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requirements and obligations of the Association and Co-Owners include, but are not
necessarily limited to, the following:

1. Maintenance and repair regarding the following items shall be done on a regular
basis and in such fashion as to ensure that all components of the Facilities function
properly at all times:

(a) Sediment removal;

(b) Erosion control;

(c) Ensuring constant structural integrity of the physical systems; and
(d) Designate access to the facilities.

2. The City (including its designated officials, officers, agents, and contractors) shall
have the right to physically inspect all aspects of the Facilities at all reasonable
times, or any other times if, in the opinion of the City, there is a threat to the public
health, safety, or welfare.

3. Buildings, structures, landscaping, trees, or similar items shall not be installed,
planted, or placed over any portion of the Facilities without prior written approval
from the City.

4. The Association and Co-Owners shall supply the City with a permanent
recordable easement (in a form acceptable to the City) regarding the following after
installation and within 60 days of the date requested by the City for the following:

(a) Storm sewer pipes;

(b) Basins;

(c) Spillways;

(d) Waterways; and

(e) Designated access routes

5. The City shall be supplied with an engineer's "as-built" certification to certify that
the Facilities as constructed and installed matches the approved design. The City
shall also be supplied with a reduced copy of the approved site plan graphically
showing the Facilities, together with any and all easements therefore.

6. The City shall be supplied with a permanent easement or irrevocable license
allowing the City (as well as its designated officials, officers, agents, and
contractors) to have access between the public road right-of-way to any and all
portions of the Facilities.

7. Should the Facilities not be properly installed, maintained, and/or repaired, in
compliance with all of the requirements of this Section XII.B, the approved site plan,
and the Stormwater Ordinance (whether due to the fault or neglect of the developer,
the Association, and/or the Co-Owners), and any such noncompliance or deficiency
shall not have been fully remedied within 30 days of the date when the City has
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given the Association written notice of any such noncompliance or deficiencies, the
City, at its sole option and discretion, shall have the right and authority to perform
any and all installations, repairs, and/or maintenance which is reasonably required
and charge back the costs thereof to the Association and Co-Owners (together with
reasonable administrative costs and legal fees, should any challenge occur
regarding the City’s actions) as follows:

(a) Establish a Special Assessment District. The City may establish a special
assessment district for the Project to pay for or reimburse the City for any and all
such costs (as well as to ensure future required repairs and maintenance) pursuant
to whichever state statute the City desires to utilize. In such event, all of the Co-
Owners and the Association shall be deemed to have consented to the
establishment of such a special assessment district.

(b) Proceeding to Collect Pursuant to the Master Deed and Condominium
Documents. Alternately, the City shall also have the authority to collect or seek
reimbursement for any and all such costs from the Association and Co-Owners as if
such obligations of the Association and Co-Owners were in the form of a permanent
deed restriction or covenant on the Project. Should the City pursue this remedy, the
City would have any and all rights attributable to the Association when collecting
dues or assessments from Co-Owners. Additionally, such costs shall be a lien on
each of the Units, which shall be enforceable in accordance with Act No. 94 of the
Public Acts of 1933, as amended from time to time. Any such charges which are
delinquent for six (6) months or more may be certified annually to the City Treasurer,
who shall enter the lien on the next tax roll against the applicable Unit, and the costs
shall be collected in the lien shall be enforced in the same manner as provided for in
the collection of taxes assessed upon the roll in the enforcement of a lien for taxes.
In addition to any other lawful enforcement methods, the City shall have all
remedies authorized by Act No. 94 of the Public Acts of 1933, as amended.

The above alternate remedies (being (a) and (b)) shall be deemed to be in
addition to any and all other remedies provided for elsewhere in the Master
Deed or condominium documents or at law or equity. The City shall have the
sole authority and discretion to determine whether or not to proceed pursuant
to (a) or (b), above.

C. The Developer shall provide all necessary easements within the Project for
telephone, electricity, gas and cable television to the appropriate utility
provider without cost. Said easements shall be recorded with the Allegan
County Register of Deeds and be provided to each utility provider for their
records.

D. Exterior Lighting. All street lighting shall be consistent with Section 19.05
of the Zoning Ordinance and shall either be installed prior to the issuance of
any certificate of occupancy for the first building in the Project or paid for prior
to the issuance of any certificate of occupancy for the project.
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Section XIlII. Soil Erosion Control Requirements.

The Developer shall submit a soil erosion control plan showing all temporary
and permanent soil erosion control measures to be taken before, during, and
after construction on the Project. This plan shall be reviewed and approved
by the City Engineer prior to commencing any excavation on the site.

Section XIV. Performance Guarantee.

To ensure compliance with this Ordinance and any conditions herein, the City
may require reasonable performance guarantees to ensure completion of
improvements such as, but not limited to, landscaping, drainage, lighting,
roads, and utilities. The City Council, Engineer, or Zoning Administrator may
require such guarantees at any time they deem reasonably necessary to
ensure completion of the improvements. The form (including the bank or
surety involved), duration, and amount of the performance guarantee as shall
be approved by the City. The performance guarantees to be required by the
City may include only the provision of performance and payment bonds by an
approved surety or the provision of a letter of credit from an approved
financial institution.

Section XV. Permanent Common Open Space.

The permanent common open space area is to remain in its present undeveloped
state in perpetuity. To ensure this occurs, the following regulations shall apply to the
permanent common open space area:

A. No buildings, structures, fences, or driveways shall be erected, constructed or
placed within the common open space area. The private streets and their
associated infrastructure improvements may encroach into this area provided all
plans are approved by the City and are consistent with the development plan for this
Project.

B. There shall be no tree or vegetation cutting or removal within the common open
space areas except to remove fallen, dead, diseased or dangerous trees or
vegetation. The required detention and mitigation areas must also be constructed
according to the approved plans.

C. There shall be no draining, filling or any other improvements of the wetlands
within this common open space area other than that already permitted by the
Michigan Department of Environmental Quality (MDEQ). The project must stay in full
compliance with applicable MDEQ permits.

Section XVI. Consistency of the Master Deed and/or Deed Restrictions/Covenants
with the PUD Approval.
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If the Project will be a condominium project (in whole or in part), the master deed
(and attachments) shall be reviewed and approved by the City Attorney prior to final
recording to ensure consistency with this Ordinance. If some or all of the Project will
be governed by deed restrictions/restrictive covenants apart from a condominium
master deed, such deed restrictions/restrictive covenants shall be reviewed and
approved by the City Attorney before recording to ensure consistency with this
Ordinance.

Section XVII. Consistency with Planned Unit Development (PUD) Standards.

The rezoning to Planned Unit Development will result in a recognizable benefit to
the ultimate users of the Project and to the community. Current and future residents
will recognize the benefits of a residential development that offers a low-density land
use and public non-motorized pathways.

In relation to the underlying zoning (R-1) the City finds the Project will not result in a
material increase in the need for public services, facilities and utilities and will not
place a material burden upon the subject property and the surrounding properties.
The Project is not anticipated to cause undo impact to the stormwater drainage of
the surrounding area. All stormwater and soil erosion control plans have been
approved by the City Engineer and the appropriate County and State agencies.

The Project has been determined by the City to be compatible with the 2005 Tri-
Community Comprehensive Plan and with the spirit and intent of the Planned Unit
Development Chapter of the Zoning Ordinance. The Project has been determined to
be a "Residential" use, which is consistent with the City of Douglas Comprehensive
Plan.

The City finds the Project will not result in an unreasonable negative economic
impact upon surrounding properties.

The City finds the Project to have at least the same amount of green areas and
usable open space than would typically be required by the City Zoning Ordinance.

Finally, the City recognizes the Project will be under single ownership or control. The
City recognizes that the Developer or its assigns will retain ownership and control of
the Premises until a majority of the site condominium units are purchased for single
family residential purposes.

Section XVIII. Effective Date.
This Ordinance shall become effective twenty (20) days after publication of the
ordinance, or a summary thereof, in a newspaper of general circulation within City of

Douglas.

The foregoing Ordinance was offered for adoption by Greenwood, supported by
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Mayer. The roll call vote being as follows:

YEAS: Bailey, Greenwood, Harvath, Hoexter, Mayer, Smith, Wiley
NAYS: None

ABSENT: None

Ordinance Declared Adopted.

James |. Wiley, Mayor Date

Jean E. Neve, City Clerk Date

CERTIFICATION

| hereby certify the foregoing Ordinance was adopted by the City Council of the City
of the Village of Douglas at a meeting held on August 20, 2012 and that said
meeting was conducted and public notice of said meeting was given pursuant to and
in full compliance with the City Charter and the Open Meetings Act, Public Act 267
of 1976, as amended, and that the minutes of said meeting were kept and will be or
have been made available as required by said Act.

Jean E. Neve
City of Douglas Clerk
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