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Approved Minutes

1.  CALL MEETING TO ORDER


Chair Milkey called the meeting to order at 7:33 p.m.

MEMBERS PRESENT:
Ron Milkey, Jim Keller, Jeff Schaffer, Denny Steele, Lou Way, and John Hinkley 
MEMBERS ABSENT:

Margene Dunsmore 

ALSO PRESENT:
Jeff Wallace (Village Manager), Andrea Bibby (Carlisle/Wortman), Dawna Stockwell (Deer Valley Dr and 114, 112, and 108 Adrian St), Marty Way (803 City Rod), Jason Brinkman (119 South Macomb), and Pat Vailliencourt (Village President)

2.  PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

3.  APPROVAL OF AGENDA:
Planning Commissioners agreed to delete 7a SWWCOG, 7b MCJPC, 7d Chair Report, and 8a Wind Energy Conversion Systems Discussion.  Planning Commissioners discussed that the MCJPC did not have a quorum at the last meeting.  A motion was made by Keller and seconded by Schaffer to approve the agenda as amended.

Vote:  ayes all.  Motion carried

4.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES FOR PREVIOUS MEETING:

A motion was made by Schaffer and seconded by Keller to approve the minutes of the 03/15/11 regular meeting as presented.

Vote:  ayes all.  Motion carried.

5.  CORRESPONDENCE:
Milkey indicated the following items were received:

· Planning Commission Review publication

· Michigan Planner publication

· SWWCOG agenda and meeting materials for 04/13/2011 meeting

· SWWCOG meeting minutes

· Manchester Village Planning Commission and Council meeting minutes

6.  PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:

Pat Vailliencourt (as business owner in town) – Vailliencourt indicated that visibility on Main Street is important.  Vailliencourt suggested that if the sign ordinance is reviewed that the Planning Commissioners consider her comments.  Vailliencourt indicated that if the sign ordinance is amended to allow businesses on the side streets to display signs on Main Street that businesses on Main Street should also be allowed to bring down their signs during side street closures for the Farmers Market and special events. 

Marty Way (803 City Road) – Way outlined the discussions at Village Council that led the sign ordinance back to Planning Commission for their consideration.  Way conveyed that the Village Council sent the issue back to Planning so that the Village Council would have a complete “snapshot” of information regarding the sign ordinance.

Andrea Bibby (Carlisle/Wortman) – Bibby introduced herself and indicated that she could answer any Planning Commission questions and provide input.

7.  REPORTS

A.
SWWCOG

Agenda item was deleted from the agenda.

B. 
MCJPC

Agenda item was deleted from the agenda.

C.
ADMINISTRATION

Wallace outlined the status of the bid letting for the M-52 work and the Village budget.  Wallace updated the group on the budget deficit and the changes to the taxable values.  Wallace indicated that the Village needs to make a decision on police services.  Wallace also indicated that he is working on the Main Street Bridge funding.  Keller inquired if the blight ordinance work will come to the Planning Commission.  Wallace indicated that the blight ordinance falls under general ordinance that the Village Council addresses as opposed to zoning ordinance that needs to have a recommendation from the Planning Commission.  Hinkley expressed concern for outside maintenance at the Martinrea plant.  Milkey inquired on the status of the asbestos removal and demolition work at the Buss barn and house.

D.
CHAIR



Agenda item was deleted from the agenda.

8.  OLD BUSINESS:
A.
WIND ENERGY CONVERSION SYSTEMS DISCUSSION

Agenda item was deleted from the agenda.

B.
MEDICAL MARIJUANA DISCUSSION

Planning Commissioners discussed the past work on the medical marijuana ordinance.  Planning Commissioners reviewed the three-page letter from Victor Lillich (Village Attorney with Reading, Etter & Lillich) regarding Medical Marijuana Ordinances (dated 04/11/2011).   Milkey summarized the proposed medical marijuana ordinance that would be addressed under the Home Occupations ordinance.  Planning Commissioners discussed the Village of Pinckney medical marijuana ordinance that was distributed at the March Planning Commission meeting.  Planning Commissioners received a copy of the Charter Township of York, Washtenaw County, Michigan proposed Home Occupation Licensing Ordinance that addresses medical marijuana (dated 04/12/2011-PC - five pages).  Milkey summarized Lillich’s letter addressing the attorney’s concern for including references to dispensaries.  Planning Commissioners concurred that references to dispensaries should be removed.  Bibby and Planning Commissioners discussed that dispensaries are not clearly defined in the State law and should not be included in the Village proposed ordinance.    Bibby discussed the current ordinance used in the City of Chelsea that does not allow medical marijuana activities due to the Federal law prohibiting medical marijuana.    Wallace discussed the compassion clubs and dispensaries that have been in the news recently due to been raided by Federal officials.  Steele confirmed that the proposed Village language would include language on the 1,000 feet drug-free zone from schools, childcare, and daycares.  Planning Commissioners discussed that caregivers would need to be in compliance with the drug-free zone.  

Bibby indicated that a medical marijuana caregiver could be required under the proposed ordinance to get a conditional use and would need to comply with the drug-free zone.  Steele inquired if there would be a fine if a caregiver does not apply for a conditional use.  Planning Commissioners discussed that the Planning Commission could make that recommendation to the Village Council.  Bibby encouraged the Planning Commissioners to think more in terms of conditions and process and let the Council set up the enforcement and fines issues.  Milkey read through the Village of Pinckney medical marijuana language and indicated that he would like to see the amendments made as discussed.  Way indicated that the moratorium may be up soon and he would like to see a recommendation to Village Council to extend the moratorium.  Wallace indicated that he intended to make that recommendation to Village Council but Wallace inquired how long the Planning Commission would like to extend the moratorium. 

A motion was made by Schaffer and seconded by Steele to proceed with the draft medical marijuana ordinance as outlined in the Reading, Etter & Lillich letter deleting references to dispensaries.  Milkey called for discussion.  Keller indicated that he would like to see Carlisle/Wortman review the Village of Pinckney and Village of Dexter ordinances and draft an ordinance to be reviewed by Lillich and then sent to Council.  At this time, Schaffer amended the motion and Steele seconded to strike the ordinance amendment by Lillich and add Carlisle/Wortman ordinance amendment through review of the Village of Pinckney and Village of Dexter ordinance.  Milkey called for discussion.  Wallace advised that the Village had prepared a draft medical marijuana ordinance.  

The motion was amended by Schaffer and seconded by Steele to forward to Carlisle/Wortman the Village-drafted medical marijuana ordinance to amend the proposed ordinance by deleting references to dispensaries and including a recommendation for fines to be included in the ordinance enforcement and then forward the draft ordinance to Lillich (Village Attorney) for review for presentation to the Planning Commission for the May meeting. 

Vote:  ayes all.  Motion carried.

C.
SANDWICH BOARD SIGN ORDINANCE REVIEW

Milkey outlined the past input and comments that the Planning Commission has received on the possibility of the sign ordinance being reviewed and amended.  Planning Commissioners reviewed the 15-page handout from the Village of Manchester (including information from the Downtown Development Authority (DDA), a copy of Ordinance 269, a copy of Tile XV: Land Usage/Chapter 151: Zoning Code/Signs/Section 151.145, a copy of the 01/09/2007 Zoning Text Revisions Public Hearing, a copy of a Carlisle/Wortman memorandum regarding Sign Ordinance Amendments, and a one-page sheet authored by Karl Racenis).  Milkey indicated that comments have included that Main Street business pay a possible higher rent than businesses on side streets; that Main Street business should be the only business given the benefit of displaying signs on Main Street; that the historic nature of downtown should be taken into consideration; and that the economic times should be considered.  Milkey questioned if allowing side street businesses would undermine the possible higher rents on Main Street.  Planning Commissioners also discussed that sandwich board signs could be a safety concern due to being a distraction to drivers.  Milkey asked Planning Commissioners to consider if a Main Street business would allow a side street business to put out their sign if the ordinance was amended so that a Main Street business could allow another business to display a sandwich board sign. Milkey indicated that the Village does allow a business to have one sign adjacent to the business.  Schaffer suggested that the side street businesses consider a perpendicular sign on the buildings to attract business from Main Street and, some time after the sign being installed, assess the impact to the business.  

Bibby indicated that the current Village ordinance allows reasonable advertising through the use of sandwich board signs while still maintaining order downtown.  Bibby advised that the other municipalities she works with have similar ordinance language that allows for one sandwich board sign adjacent to and pertaining to the business.  Hinkley indicated that the Planning Commission worked on the sign ordinance for a significant amount of time and did not receive comments regarding side street businesses at the public hearing.  Hinkley also expressed concern for the theory that Main Street business pay higher rents due to the Main Street visibility.  Milkey indicated that there are a small amount of businesses currently on the side streets from Main Street so that if sandwich board signs are allowed on Main Street, the impact could be smaller.  Vailliencourt expressed a concern for the improper use of signs with other businesses putting out signs in front of Main Street businesses.  Way indicated that the review of Ordinance 269 (sign ordinance) was brought out due to the illegal temporary signs being used in the downtown.  Hinkley also indicated that some of the intent was to upgrade the quality of the signs.  

A motion was made by Way to table the agenda item to allow for more time for consideration.  Way retracted the motion.  Stockwell commented that the Downtown Development Authority will be incorporating way finding signs for the downtown streetscapes work and she would like to be allowed to use a temporary sandwich board sign for a short-term variance until the way finding signs are installed for the downtown streetscapes work.  Bibby indicated that the Planning Commission does not have the authority to relax or provide variance to the ordinance.  Milkey indicated that he feels consideration of the sign ordinance is merited.  Milkey indicated that the Planning Commission could have two new members at the May meeting that will likely have to abstain from any votes.  Steele and Milkey discussed that they would have to abstain as well due to being downtown business and/or building owners.  Planning Commissioners discussed the use of way finding signs.  Wallace advised that the Michigan Department of Transportation will likely not have way finding signs due to budget restraints.  Wallace advised that a group of business owners could form a group to fund and create a map or signage to direct traffic 

during the streetscapes project.  Vailliencourt outlined the discussion with the DDA.  Milkey indicated that at this time the Planning Commission will not be proceeding with review of the sign ordinance language for possible amendments.

9.  NEW BUSINESS:

A.
ELECTION OF OFFICERS

Vailliencourt advised that Keller, Steele, and Hinkley need to be re-appointed prior to election of officers.

A motion was made by Way and seconded by Keller to postpone the election of officers to the May meeting.

Vote:  ayes all.  Motion carried.

10.  PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:

None.

11.  ADJOURN

The next meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, 05/10/11 at 7:30 p.m.  

A motion was made by Steele and seconded by Hinkley to adjourn the meeting at 8:57 p.m. 

Vote:  ayes all.  Motion carried.

Respectfully submitted,

Jennifer Crumb

Recording Secretary
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