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BENZIE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
JULY 12, 2012 

 

The Benzie County Planning Commission met in a regular meeting on July 12, 2012 in room 206, Benzie 
County Government Center, Beulah, MI, 49617 

 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Planning Commission Chair Peg Minster, Vice Chair Nena Bondarenko, 

Secretary Susan Zenker, Don Tanner, Anne Damm, Adrian Poulisse 
MEMBERS EXCUSED:  None 
MEMBERS ABSENT:  Wes Blizzard 
STAFF PRESENT:  Kathy Ralston - Recording Secretary 
OTHERS PRESENT: Chris Olson - Benzie County Administrator 
 

Chair Minster called the meeting to order and led the pledge of allegiance at 7:38 p.m. 
 

I. Approval of Agenda  
Under item III, the date for minutes to be approved is incorrect. It should read June 14 instead of 
June 12. So corrected.  
Motion by Tanner, seconded by Zenker to approve the agenda as amended. Ayes:  Minster, 
Bondarenko, Zenker, Tanner, Damm, Poulisse  Nays:  None  Motion Carried 

 
II. Approval of Budget Committee, Work Session and Regular Meeting Minutes from June  

14, 2012 
Motion by Tanner, seconded by Zenker to approve the June 14, 2012 Budget Committee, Work 
Session and Regular meeting minutes as presented.  Ayes:  Minster, Bondarenko, Zenker, Tanner, 
Damm, Poulisse  Nays:  None  Motion Carried. 

 
III. Public Input – None 
 
IV. Unfinished Business 

A. Update on Michigan State University Extension (MSUE) Citizen Planner Course  
(CP) setup.  
The consultants from the Lakes to Land Initiative are interested in scheduling a CP course. The 
Michigan Association of Planners (MAP) will hold their annual meeting in Traverse City at the 
Grand Traverse Resort this fall. As part of this annual conference, the entire citizen planner 
course is offered. The MAP conference cost for tuition is usually about $200-$300. There are 
reduced rates available if you don’t attend all three days. Poulisse said there is lots of interest 
from all over the county in taking the course. He will follow up with Kurt Schindler with a list 
of the individuals who have expressed interest to him. Schindler is the person who sets up the 
course for MSUE in this part of the state.   

 
B. Review planning commission budget plan for 2013. 

Tanner said the county budget process is under way. Funds are tight for all departments. 
Minster stated that we need education and resources to be a credible planning commission. 
The bulk of the printing and publication expense will be in distributing drafts of the master 
plan to all local governments and organizations to fulfill the Michigan statutory requirement. 
The total request from the planning commission for fiscal year 2013 is $8,700. Bondarenko 
suggested that the planning commissioners should speak to county commissioners 
individually to explain why basic funding for county planning commission activities is needed.  
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Olson stated that the county budget is currently an ongoing process. He is working on the final 
proposals for the general fund. Funds for planning will come from out of the general fund. He 
is working on some of the other funds first, then will move to presenting proposals for the 
general to the commissioners.    
 

C. Lakes to Land Update 
Zenker reported that summaries for all visioning sessions have been compiled by the initiative 
and are available online at http://www.lakestoland.org. The summaries are primarily in table 
format and show the top priorities that each community came up with during their individual 
visioning sessions. She reported that a common top priority with several of the townships 
involved with the initiative is fully working harbors and dredging. Some of the communities, 
including Blaine and Pleasanton Townships, singled this out as a top priority.  
 
There was a catch up visioning session on July 11 for people who were unable to attend the 
original sessions. There is another catch up session being planned for August. Springdale 
Township has joined the initiative. She believes their visioning session is being held tonight 
(July 12). The Village of Elberta has also recently joined. Lakes to Land is interested in 
Benzonia Township joining since it is centrally located to other communities already 
participating.    
 
Now that most of the visioning sessions are over, the Lakes to Land planning staff will begin to 
work with individual planning commissions. They plan to start with Crystal Lake, Blaine and 
Gilmore Townships. They will then move toward Joyfield and go on from there.   
 
They will be looking for individuals to join committees formed around specific issues such as a 
working harbors and dredging committee. Committees will reflect the top priorities identified 
by the communities. 

 
Bondarenko asked about the grant project at the county level with Merit Network Inc. for 
broadband infrastructure. Damm stated that it’s taking a lot longer than was originally 
thought for them to make their way up U.S. 31 with the project and that the county is due for 
an update from Merit. That project was never intended to include bringing broadband service 
from the main fiber-optic cable to individual homes and businesses. Tanner stated that many 
people have not been happy about that. He said Eric Grandstaff from Merit spoke at Benzonia 
Township about the need to get broadband capability to individual doors and the need for a 
local activist group to help support this.  
 
The next Lakes to Land leadership meeting will not happen in August. It will probably be 
scheduled for September or October.    
 
One of the commissioners from the joint Onekama planning commission has been reporting at 
Lakes to Land meetings on the progress of the disincorporation process that was intended to 
eventually combine the Onekama Township and the Village of Onekama governments. They 
are still trying to move forward but various disagreements have slowed the process.  
 
Tanner and Damm have been appointed to represent the county on the Lakes to Land 
leadership team. They will let the other planning commissioners know if they have a conflict 
and cannot attend any leadership meetings. 

http://www.lakestoland.org/
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D. Update on communication with Manistee County regarding shared planning staff  

Olson spoke to Tom Kaminski (Manistee County Administrator) about the possibility of shared 
planning staff between Manistee and Benzie. Mr. Kaminski said he will speak to the Manistee 
planning staff and county commissioners about the idea. Tanner talked to Ken Hilliard and 
Richard Schmidt (Manistee County Commissioners) about the possibility. He plans to speak 
with Jim Krolczyk (Manistee County Commission Chair) on the matter also.  
 

E. Master Plan Update 
1. Accessibility of County Master Plan  

Bondarenko asked if anyone had contacted Kurt Schindler about getting the entire 
hardcopy plan scanned and converted to digital format. Olson said that it can be done.  
Tanner suggested that we could ask MSUE (Kurt Schindler) to find a graduate student 
that could help with getting the entire plan digitized, posted online and distributed to 
all appropriate entities. 
  
It was suggested that the planning commission should look in the board of 
commissioner records for motions and signature papers of adoption for all parts of the 
county master plan including the main document and all supporting documents or 
white papers. The documents of adoption can be posted online along with the plan 
and all its parts.   
 

2. Plan of action for update process 
Minster suggested that the demographics contained within the county master plan can 
be updated and that perhaps that would constitute an update of the plan. Most of the 
demographic information for the county is contained in the Socioeconomic Report 
(White Paper). That report was updated in 2008 before the 2010 census. So, if the 
Socioeconomic Report is updated to reflect the new census data, that will be a good 
beginning to have the master plan updated.   
 
Olson reminded the planning commission of demographic data he had supplied at the 
June meeting. He had received this data from the Northwest Michigan Council of 
Governments (NMCOG) while working with the Benzie Council on Aging. This 
document contains population projections for the county on various age groups and 
other data. It shows projections that the 25-44 year age group will decrease in the 
coming decade. The 65-85 year age group is projected to increase the most. 
Additionally, all the 2010 basic census data can be obtained off the state website or 
from NMCOG.  
 
Bondarenko said the county planning commission needs to look at the plans that will 
result from the Lakes to Land Initiative and the Weldon/Colfax/Thompsonville master 
plan to consider elements in these new plans that the county may want to incorporate 
as part of its master plan update process. The county also needs to look at all the new 
plans together and review how well they mesh together.  
 
Olson pointed out that issues are different in the county now than in 2000 when the 
master plan was completed. He stated that a large issue at the time the county master 
plan was adopted in 2000 was farmland being gobbled up by subdivisions and this isn’t 
the major concern in 2012. There are other issues that are a concern now that weren’t 
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as much back then. A master plan update should really reflect these changes and 
therefore would go beyond simply updating the demographic data.   
 
Bondarenko talked about how, through the Grand Vision process, people input on 
where they want development. Along with updating the demographics, the update 
process should definitely emphasize economic development. She stated that economic 
development shouldn’t be put on the back burner. 
 
Minster summarized what has been discussed on the master plan update process. 

 Zenker will check into getting all parts of plan digitized into at least PDF format. 

 Planning commissioners will familiarize themselves with all parts of the master 
plan that are currently digitized and on the county planning commission 
webpage. 

 Minster will call Karen Roberts about updating the Socioeconomic plan to 
incorporate the 2010 census data.  

 Ralston will request updates to the planning commission web page to signify 
more clearly what documents are supporting documents to the master plan 
and make available all those documents that are currently in digital format.  

 
VII. New Business 

A. Benzie County Land Bank and Brownfield Redevelopment status-Tanner 
Tanner reported that the county had engaged Mark Florian to work with the Brownfield 
Authority. The other consultant that was in the room who wanted to give us (the county) a bid 
was Jody Lindgren. Since that time, Mr. Florian has hired Ms. Lindgren. Chris Groebbel was 
another consultant that was initially approached by the county. Groebbel hasn’t moved 
forward, so Tanner said he will likely recommend that the county board move ahead with 
Florian. 
 
He reported that, at the last Blaine Township meeting, there was concern voiced that the 
establishment of the Brownfield Redevelopment Authority is a method to somehow do an 
end run around local zoning to push wind turbines through. Tanner said he reassured Tom 
Campbell (Blaine Township Supervisor) that the county has had no dialogue with any energy 
companies about using the Brownfield Authority to make it easier to get wind turbines up. He 
stressed that this is simply not what a Brownfield Authority does. As part of the process, 
brownfield funds can potentially be used for the clean-up of contamination and subsequently 
for the construction of all sorts of projects. There are no built in loop holes for wind projects 
as part of the brownfield clean-up and redevelopment process. There are no mechanisms 
where different or fewer rules and regulations would apply just because it’s a wind project. 
The same local zoning authority always still applies regardless of the type of project.  
 
Poulisse said he received an email from someone in Blaine Township stating that they 
received a report from the Alliance for Economic Success that the brownfield process can be 
used to push wind projects through.  
 
Zenker said she has not seen a report like that from the Alliance for Economic Success.  
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The Board of Commissioners moved to adopt the resolution to establish the Brownfield 
Authority on June 19th. All governments within the county can either decide to join the 
authority or not. It is their choice.    
 
Minster suggested the Planning Commission send a letter to the Board of Commissioners in 
support of the establishment of the Brownfield Authority. 
 
Tanner said he believes that, by statute, one of the members of the authority would be a 
member of the planning commission.  
 
Motion by Bondarenko seconded by Zenker:  The Benzie County Planning Commission 
supports the Benzie County Board of Commissioners on the establishment of the Benzie 
County Brownfield Redevelopment Authority. Furthermore, the Planning Commission is 
prepared to promote the authority at appropriate times.  

 
Discussion:  
Poulisse stated that he has some hesitation on voting for the motion just because he knows of 
quite a few townships that are very hesitant. He said Blaine’s board has questions on this. It 
came up in the Village of Elberta and in Gilmore Township. They did not want to write letters 
of support because they are unsure of how it will be used later on. He said he believes the 
Brownfield Authority could have some real benefits for the county but still thinks it may not 
be a good idea for the planning commission to vote as a whole to support it. 
 
Bondarenko said she acknowledges that when people hear “Brownfield” sometimes there are 
suspicions. However, it is a valuable tool for the community and there is a need to educate 
the public on the value. She said she thinks it is very important that, as a community, we take 
care of our contamination. She has dealt with brownfields and works with a particular 
developer who is not afraid to develop contaminated sites and bring economic value into a 
community if he knows they have a Brownfield Authority. The authority serves to identify the 
contaminated sites. There is still a lot of contamination that needs to be cleaned up. We are 
mostly talking about gas, oil, hydrocarbons, that type of contamination. It can be an 
encouragement for development, at times, when a brownfield authority exists. 
 
Poulisse expressed concern that the scope of Brownfield Redevelopment was increased 
beyond chemical spills, old gas stations etc. to “blighted properties.” The definition was 
expanded and “that’s where I start to have concern.” He said if it was limited strictly to clean-
up for environmental purposes, he would be all for it. A lot of townships have refrained from 
jumping on board and writing letters of support because of the questions that remain. 
 
Minster asked Poulisse: “What are their questions?”  
 
Poulisse: “You would have to talk directly to them.” 
 
Minster: “I’m curious about their questions. It (the definition) has been expanded, that’s true. 
And it does now include things like agricultural run-off. But why, when you can get federal 
money to clean up a contaminated area from any kind of contamination….why would you 
want to live in a place that is contaminated?” 
 
Zenker: “It’s the development part after the clean-up (that people question).”  
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Minster: “If you have a local zoning ordinance, you can regulate the redevelopment part.” 
 
Poulisse: “This is what they’re worried about. Some of these areas don’t have the zoning 
ordinance and those protections in place and they don’t know if they are going to be getting 
it.”       
 
Zenker: “What are the questions from the communities you mentioned who do have local 
zoning?” 
 
Poulisse: “Questions have been raised in Joyfield from residents and not necessarily the 
Joyfield Township board.” 
 
Zenker: “That’s understandable but now let’s talk about the townships with zoning, what are 
their questions?” 
 
Poulisse: “Some of the townships with zoning have new zoning and haven’t worked out the 
kinks yet. There are still question marks out there that they’re looking at. There is a debate 
going on throughout the county about this and I know there are numerous boards that have 
been pretty hesitant to support this.” 
 
Tanner: “There are also boards who have written letters of support and some have stated that 
they choose not to participate at this time and that is their choice. Some have said they 
choose to stand by at this point and if there is a project in the future that they need the 
county’s help with they may opt in at that time. I would never vote to hold the progress of this 
county up because of someone else’s hesitation. I think the county needs to move forward on 
the issue and as education comes along they will find out it’s a very good program.” 
 
Bondarenko: “The best education is for someone to come in and use it. They can then see 
how it works and that it’s a good program.” 
 
Tanner: “My vision is to give the community every economic opportunity that it can have.”  
 
Vote on Motion:  Ayes: Minster, Bondarenko, Zenker, Tanner, Damm Nayes: Poulisse 
Motion Carried    

 
There was a question on why land bank was included in the agenda item with the brownfield 
discussion. Tanner said the Land Bank Authority has been established for a while. The county 
treasurer administers the land bank. These are properties where property taxes are 
delinquent and they, therefore, go back to the county. Olson explained that the link between 
the Brownfield Authority and the Land Bank is that, to a large degree, the properties in the 
land bank are contaminated sites that nothing can be done with. Due to the contamination, 
any interested developers will not move on development projects due to the cost of cleaning 
up contamination that they did not cause. This is a big reason the county needs the 
Brownfield Redevelopment Authority. It is a way for the county to help facilitate federal 
brownfield funding for clean-up and economic development. The county can then get these 
contaminated properties out of its hands and back into private ownership thereby creating 
economic and employment opportunities.  
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Zenker will send a letter to the Board of Commissioners to let them know the planning 
commission made a motion of support for the Brownfield Authority. She will include the 
motion and a copy of tonight’s minutes.  
 

B. Planning Commission Per Diem and Mileage Reimbursement Procedures-Ralston 
Ralston determined that per diem and mileage reimbursement is handled through the 
Administrator’s office. Mr. Olson and his assistant gave her a template for a mileage and per 
diem sheet. There will be one sheet for each meeting and each member can fill in mileage and 
per diem owed for that meeting. She will turn in the sheet to the Administrator after each 
meeting.  
 

C. Planning Commissioner Resignation 
Minster reported that Blizzard has not submitted a letter of resignation from the planning 
commission. She has let him know that he needs to do that so that the process of interviewing 
and appointing another commissioner can move forward.   
 

D. County Planning Commission position on Joyfield Planning - Poulisse  
Poulisse: “Joyfield will be having a vote as to whether they should do planning and I was just 
wondering if we should take a stance on that, if we should encourage it as the planning 
commission for the county. They are going to have a vote on it in August and I definitely think 
that with us being a planning commission and being interested in planning that we 
recommend that to them.” 
Bondarenko: “Do we want to just recommend that to Joyfield and single them out or do we 
want to recommend that to all the townships?” 
Poulisse: “Either way I think would be fine. I just bring up Joyfield because they are going to 
have a public vote on whether or not they are going to have a planning commission. They can 
create a master plan without the planning commission with just the planning advisory 
committee but they can’t go past that. They can’t do ordinances without an actual planning 
commission. It could just be county wide that we encourage proper planning and zoning. 
There’s going to be a vote on it but I don’t know how much sway our opinion is going to have 
on their vote but if that’s something we want to encourage as a county maybe we should take 
a stance. And it could be just countywide that we encourage proper planning and zoning or 
just planning. ” 
Zenker: “Are you going to encourage it to the residents or to the township board? because it’s 
going to a vote of the residents.”  
Poulisse: “It could just go to the community or however.” 
Bondarenko: “But you have to address the letter to somebody.” 
Poulisse: “I could even write a letter I guess. I don’t know who you would address it to, 
whether it could be a letter to the editor or….” 
Bondarenko: “What’s your motion?” 
Motion Poulisse: “That the county planning commission as a whole encourages planning at 
the township and village level.” 
Bondarenko: “Planning or planning and zoning?” 
Poulisse: “Just leave it at planning. Zoning will come afterwards. Someone could add zoning. 
Someone could make an amendment to my motion.” 
Minster: “Who would you send the letter to?” 
Poulisse: “We could send it to the paper as a planning commission. I mean it’s going to be as a 
vote to the people in Joyfield township specifically, at their primary, whether they are going to 
have planning or not.” 
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Damm: “I’m not sure we should get involved with that.” 
Poulisse: “We don’t have to get involved with it. I’m just saying that if we want to encourage 
planning……We don’t even have to send a letter to anybody.”  
Tanner: “It goes without saying, that’s the mission of the county planning commission, to 
encourage and coordinate (planning). In many counties, there will be a county planning 
commission where parts of the county plans and zones and parts of it don’t. Of course, they 
always would encourage the communities to develop a plan but, as a rule, they (the county) 
stay out of it.” 
Bondarenko: “But he does have a good point. If we do want to encourage the local 
municipalities, including the townships, to go out there and have at least what they had 
before through the auspices of the county when we were half and half like Antrim…..” 
Minster: “I just don’t know who you send the letter to.” 
Poulisse: “We don’t have to send a letter. If we pass something, that can go out word of 
mouth. If our goal is proper planning, if Joyfield Township were to have a planning 
commission, that would give us fellow planners that we could work with in Joyfield Township 
so we can express…..as a county protection.  If they don’t have planning over there, we 
obviously can’t plan for them because we don’t have any teeth to………” 
Tanner: “We absolutely could plan for them. All they need to do to cut to the chase is to 
adopt the county master plan as their own, then go right to work creating a zoning ordinance 
based on that plan.” 
Poulisse: “But they can’t do that without a planning commission.” 
Tanner: “They’ll decide that in August.  
Minster: “But that’s really their deal.” 
Bondarenko: “What is the vote on in August, for a planning commission?” 
Poulisse: “Just to have planning, to have a planning commission. That’s it.” 
Zenker: “For the development of a planning commission which is the first step, obviously, in 
the planning and zoning process.” 
Tanner: “What happened in that township, once the new board got the planning commission 
ordinance adopted and in effect, citizens in the township immediately went to work getting 
the issue on the ballot which was their right to do. Frankly, I’m not going to flip a coin on 
who’s going to win that election. That’s a very touchy issue in that township.” 
Bondarenko: “So you’re saying, are we getting into political things here by doing something 
like that.” 
Poulisse: “It’s just saying whether or not we encourage them to have planning. It’s not saying 
that we want them to have zoning. I didn’t say that. Are we going to encourage one of the 
townships of our community to have planning and that’s all it is.”  
Minster: “It’s on the ballot. It’s political. We’re an appointed board and we don’t go there.” 
Damm: “We should encourage them in the background.” 
Olson: “What would the effect of that truly be. Would it be seen as purely an encouragement 
on its face like you’re saying or would it look like an entity of the county telling them what to 
do.” 
Poulisse: “Well we can’t tell them what to do.” 
Olson: “It’s how it would be seen.”         
Poulisse: “Do we want Joyfield to think that we don’t want them to have planning? Personally 
speaking, we sit on a planning commission, I think we’re more than entitled to support the 
townships and…..”  
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Minster: “If it was not on the ballot, I think I may feel differently about it. Those people are 
going to vote on it and for us to step in and say anything about something that’s on the ballot 
is not appropriate.”    
Damm: “It’s one of those things that people are going to remember forever.” 
Zenker: “I would say if the planning commission issue on the ballot passes, then a letter sent 
from the county planning commission congratulating them would be appropriate. I 
understand where Adrian (Poulisse) is coming from but I can’t help thinking that it will be seen 
as someone from a bigger entity telling you what they think you should do. The people 
opposed to establishing a planning commission are not necessarily for zoning and they were 
already upset because their township board was trying to tell them what they were going to 
do. They had the ability to challenge it and that’s what they did. And it is so touchy right now.”  
Poulisse: “I don’t mind being political. I was appointed as a citizen at large to this board 
and…..” 
Zenker: “To be honest, to be a member of this commission and then to have this happen and 
go back home and be asked about it would terrify me because there are already people angry 
and questioning why the county has a planning commission. You (Poulisse) were asked that 
question yesterday.” 
Tanner: “Did you answer?” 
Poulisse: “I just tried to explain the role. That wasn’t the direct question asked of me. The 
question was, what is the county doing involved with this because they don’t have zoning.”  
Bondarenko: “When people say we don’t have zoning, I say, you’re right, we are not 
operating any zoning department but we do have planning because we have a (county) 
master plan. It is legislated by the State of Michigan that we fulfill our duties in that particular 
situation.”  
Tanner: “I was just asked that question in Blaine Township the first Tuesday of the month. My 
response was that there is a role that a county planning commission plays. You are planning 
for Blaine Township. You’re not looking as much at Joyfield to the east, Gilmore to the north, 
Arcadia to your south. So, you don’t necessarily know, if you plan a residential development 
on your northern border, is it next to an industrial zone? Are you creating a conflict?  We’re 
the ones who look at the bigger picture. Our plan involves the whole county. It doesn’t just 
look at your township. So, if you created something that built in a conflict, we would comment 
to you that you have a potential problem with your neighbors and you may want to look a 
little closer at your project. But it’s only a comment (from the county). You can take it or leave 
it. You can do something with it or do nothing with it.  Our role is to point out conflicts.  
Then further, we (county planning commission) go into the economic development 
components of the county more. Our responsibilities are with doing the county Capital 
Improvements Plan and we are more closely linked to the EDC (Economic Development 
Corporation). So, it (county planning) becomes more of an economic development tool.      
Bondarenko: “How did the people you were speaking to react to that?” 
Tanner: “One citizen said, well you could cut the county planning commission and hire 
another deputy. I explained that the current budget for planning is currently $3,000 and this 
would not go far for paying for a deputy.”  
Olson: “There is a clearing house function too. The comments you (county planning 
commission) make on the local master plans, are forwarded to the COG (Northwest Michigan 
Council of Governments)”. 

  Tanner: “Yes, I did mention that those comments get forwarded to the COG. The COG then  
forwards its recommendations to the state. I didn’t get a chance to talk about (at Blaine 
Township) the county recreation plan. Our (county) recreation plan and its development and 
our cultural plan and its development are economic development tools of huge benefit. We 
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(Benzie County) have now benefitted from over 60 million dollars in grants to build recreation 
infrastructure due to the completion of those plans.” 
Bondarenko: “Almira Township is a fantastic example of that when you look at the work they 
have done on their recreation plan to raise grant money to build recreation infrastructure. 
They have a planning commission, a master plan and zoning.”   
Tanner: “But they (Almira) needed to refer to the county recreation plan to obtain that grant. 
We (the county) supported that project which made that possible. They also have their own 
recreation plan but it still has to go through the county process.” 
Bondarenko: “So somehow we need to get the residents of the county to realize that all the 
master plans need to mesh together. We’re (the county) the umbrella but we all need to mesh 
together because it is so important to us economically and culturally.” 
Tanner: “It’s is not a duplication of service. It’s a different service. 
Poulisse: “This is why I think that Joyfield needs to plan.”  
Minster: “They’ll (Joyfield residents) decide that on the ballot.” 
Tanner: “You have to support either decision.” 
Poulisse: “I know they’ll decide but don’t we, as a county planning commission have…..I mean 
we don’t have any teeth to go into Joyfield and say you’re not going to build a nuclear reactor 
out there or whatever……because we don’t have county zoning. How are we protecting the 
county as a whole by having that one township out there and just sitting by and just letting 
the people decide without even providing any input.” 
Minster: “But they’ll decide that.” 
Poulisse: “They will decide but we could have input at this time.” 
Minster: “If we tell them what we do and do not support, that says to them that we are 
essentially telling them how they should vote and that’s not appropriate.” 
Poulisse: “They’ll decide either way but I just think that we, as planners, should encourage it.” 
Bondarenko: “What they’re saying (other planning commissioners) is that it’s bad timing.” 
Minster: “As long as it’s on the ballot, that’s not any place, in my opinion, that we should go.”  
Poulisse: “What about county wide. Should we encourage planning county wide? 
Minster: “Once the elections are over.” 
 

 Motion was not seconded and failed for lack of support. 
Zenker: “The planning and zoning issue will likely go on the ballot again if it does not pass this 
time.  
  

VIII. Correspondence – None 
 

IX. Presentations and Announcements – None 
 

X. Public Input – None 
 
The next regular meeting will be August 9 at 7:30 p.m. in room 206 at the government center.  
 

XI. Meeting was adjourned at 10:24 p.m. 
 

Respectfully Submitted: 
 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Susan Zenker – Secretary       Kathy Ralston – Recording Secretary 


