
 
 

PENINSULA TOWNSHIP 

JOINT MEETING 

 PLANNING COMMISSION & PARK COMMISSION 

May 19, 2014 

 

Meeting called to order at 7:00 p.m. 

 

PRESENT: Planning Commission Elashkar; Maguire; Leak; Householder; Rosi; Hosmer; and 

Serocki 

PRESENT: Park Commission Andrus; Love; and Griffiths  

 

ALSO PRESENT: Michelle Reardon, Director of Planning and Zoning; Elise Crafts, Assistant 

Planner and Deb Hamilton, Recording Secretary 

 

ABSENT: Park Commission – Shipman & Goode (excused) 

 

REVIEW FOR CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

None 

 

APPROVAL OF THE AMENDED AGENDA 

 

MOTION: Maguire/Serocki to approve the amended agenda of May 19, 2014 of the Joint Meeting 

of the Planning Commission and the Park Commission as submitted. 

 

        MOTION PASSED 

 

MOTION: Griffiths/Andrus to approve the amended agenda of May 19, 2014 of the Joint Meeting 

of the Planning Commission and the Park Commission as submitted. 

 

        MOTION PASSED 

 

MOTION: Maguire/Rosi motions made for joint use of both boards 

     

        MOTION PASSED 

 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF APRIL 21, 2014 MEETINGS 

 

 

MOTION: Elashkar/Serocki to approve the April 21, 2014 meeting minutes as submitted. 

 

        MOTION PASSED 

 

PLANNER UPDATE 



 
 

Reardon said in June the Planning Commission will be hearing recommendations on B&Bs 

from its sub-committee. Also in the next week the Planning Commission will be getting a memo 

from Reardon regarding private road standards updates.  AT&T will be here for a discussion in 

June.  

 

PUBLIC COMMENT - (OTHER THAN AGENDA ITEMS) 

None 

 

COMMUNICATIONS 

Ruzak letter dated May 12, 2014 to Planning Commission and Township Board regarding noise 

ordinance.  

 

MOTION: Maguire/Householder to accept letter for discussion. 

 

        MOTION PASSED (Rosi opposed) 

  

Rosi opposed because she does not know if the Commission wants to discuss it tonight.  Leak said 

Ms. Ruzak’s concern has to do with the Noise Ordinance. Rosi said the Noise Ordinance is a police 

power ordinance and does not know if the Commission wants to have that discussion currently.  

However it is the will of the Board. Maguire said the zoning ordinance allows a citizen to request an 

amendment. Can a citizen request an amendment to any other ordinance? Hosmer said it is a police 

power ordinance and at the direction of the Township Board the Planning Commission could take up 

this issue.  

 

MOTION: Hosmer/Rosi to get feedback from the Township Board about whether or not they 

would like the Planning Commission to work on the Noise Ordinance with respect to Ruzak’s letter. 

  

 

MOTION PASSED  

 

Maguire said he has a problem with Noise Ordinance as a lawyer. He feels the Noise Ordinance 

should be looked at by the Township Attorney.  

 

Louise Meisterling email dated May 18, 2014 – supports Concept #3 

Jean Franklin Lau email dated May 19, 2014 – supports Concept #3 

Ron Lawrence email dated May 19, 2014 - Questions on all Concepts and does not support any of 

the Concepts.  

Robert Hyslop email dated May 18, 2014 – supports Concept #3 

Jenni Glysson email dated May 19, 2014 – supports Concept #3 

Jim Prescott email dated May 19, 2014 – Concepts #1 & #2 presents great changes to a true family 

recreation destination forever (Haserot). 

Loren and Nancy Wolf letter dated May 19, 2014 – oppose all plans that will change Haserot Beach 

Hugh Hyslop email dated May 17, 2014 – move launch to Moorings to alleviate congestion.   



 
 

David Middlemas email dated May 18, 2014 – Haserot is intended as a swimming beach, move 

launch to Moorings 

Bill Hyslop email dated May 17, 2014 – supports boat launch at Moorings site.  

 

 

NEW BUSINESS 

Boat Launch Public Hearing 

Reardon showed historical pictures of Haserot and Old Moorings Place and a current approved plan 

at Old Moorings for 10 homes and a dock. On December 4, 2013 Michigan Natural Resources Trust 

Fund did pass a resolution approving acquisition dollars in the amount of 2.5 million dollars to 

purchase a property commonly known as Old Moorings Place. These dollars were awarded to 

Michigan Department of Natural Resources as a result of a grant application. Paul Yauk and some of 

his staff from the DNR are here tonight.  The DNR is purchasing the Old Moorings property.  

Haserot Park and Beach is Township owned. In cooperation with Regional Land Conservancy the 

DNR is now completing the paperwork to finalize the purchase of the Moorings Place and will close 

before December 31, 2014.  Per the resolution approving the funds the Trust Fund has offered the 

Township the opportunity to determine the best location for increased public boater access to the 

Great Lakes. The community has been offered the opportunity to form a consensus as to where that 

land use is best suited in the community.  Tonight is the first of multiple opportunities for public 

input. Tonight is about location for a use not about design and where is the use most compatible in 

the community.  Conceptual plans have been prepared and are displayed.  Reardon reviewed the 

concepts boards. Hosmer asked if the tan color on the plan is impervious surface. Reardon said 

these are just concepts. Leak asked about who pays for the dredging. Reardon said the Township 

has only agreed to do maintenance of the park (trash and mow the lawn). The DNR will do the 

dredging. Reardon said tonight the Township is interested in getting input from the community. No 

decisions will be made this evening. 

  

Public Hearing opened at 7:25 p.m. 

 

Dan Dyer, 18692 Mission Rd., said last July there was a meeting at the Old Moorings site.  The 

DNR, Leffingwell, The Conservancy, Park Commission members, Supervisor as well as land owners 

that border the area were all at the meeting. That discussion was set to us as land owners as to what 

we needed to do or what we would comply with and promote to make this all happen.  The 

alternative was 10 houses or the DNR purchasing the land and developing it into a boat launch.  The 

heart of Old Mission-berg gathered signatures from community members as well as people that 

regularly stayed at the Inn across the street. It was proposed as this was the alternative to 10 houses. 

Haserot was never interjected into that conversation. Haserot has a ton of problems.  He lives within 

400 ft. of that property line on Swaney Rd. as well as the property line on Mooring Place. He will not 

let his grandchildren walk to that beach. There is traffic parked onto the black top from one side of 

that open space to the next and up and down Bay St. and Traverse St. Someday a child is going to be 

injured. This issue is not about that.  This issue is to try to obtain a beautiful piece of property that 

has gotten away from the Township two or three times in the past.  Now the Township has a chance 



 
 

to acquire it and manage it being purchased by the DNR.  He does not understand why any other 

concept has to be looked at other than Concept #3.  His wife said she concurs.  

 

John Jacobs, 5290 Forest Ave., said he cannot comment on where the development should happen 

without knowing more details about what the specific plans would be at any of the locations.  He 

agrees with Mr. Dyer traffic at Haserot is awful. By the same token Old Moorings is unsuitable for a 

swimming beach.  It is 600 ft. out and not even above the knees. He would not want to be a parent of 

a young child swimming 600’ out and gets into trouble.  It is a dangerous place to have a swimming 

beach and lousy for a boat launch because having to go so far out to launch into deep water. It seems 

to him that we as taxpayers are being asked to fund through the ongoing maintenance and mowing 

and giving up the taxes that property would generate. It is an expensive proposition. The question is 

for whose benefit. The Township taxpayers are currently well served. There are things we would 

change about Haserot. It is too busy. That could be solved by changing the parking, signage and 

parking enforcement. He does not think it is necessary for the DNR to buy this property. The 

question is for whom are we spending this money. It is a gift that none of us really want. 

 

Judy Gingrich, 4998Forest Ave., Who is this for? Why are we doing this? She does not understand. 

It will put more traffic out on the lake where kids are swimming. There are already too many jet skis 

and things like that. She feels it will endanger boating by adding more traffic to the area. Are we 

doing this because it is free money? She suggests to the Township to not do anything as far as 

Haserot and the Moorings. Find a better solution for the money.  Does the grant expire?  Reardon 

said the grant was not awarded to the Township it was awarded to the DNR. The DNR is purchasing 

the land not the Township.  The Township has been offered an opportunity to weigh in on where the 

use is going to happen.  This is a DNR grant and a DNR purchase. Griffiths said more and more 

people are coming to the beach and trying to get their boats in at the launch at Haserot. It is not going 

to stop.  It would be nice to at least get the boat trailer traffic off of Haserot Beach.  

 

Fred Woodruff, 4824 Forest Ave., said he has more questions than comments. As being part of the 

discussion process on the acquisition of the Moorings by the DNR and the nature of the development 

to provide more access to the Great Lakes. It appears that somehow the DNR Trust Fund decided to 

throw open the issue of what to do with Haserot Beach and whether to locate the access there instead 

of at the Moorings. Concept #3 does not surprise him. He assumes that Concept #3 means Haserot 

Beach stays the way it is.  There are some discussions about closing the launch at Haserot Beach. All 

the boat traffic would be moved to the Moorings Place.   If it is Concept #3 the Township needs to 

nail down what happens to the boat launch at Haserot Beach and what will happen to the buoys out 

in the bay. The DNR’s charge is to increase access to the Great Lakes. Unfortunately this project 

goes through Old Mission Bay and has an impact on the people that currently use Old Mission Bay 

apart from the boat launch. There was a Letter of Understanding proposed by the DNR before the 

DNR Trust Fund approved funding.  What is the status of the letter? Mr. Woodruff said his wife 

agrees too.  

 

Patty Rudolph, 4754 Forest Ave., said she is the one who cleans up the trash on the beach at Haserot. 

90% of the trash comes from fisherman and boaters. The Township has two very nice boat launches; 

one on east bay and one on west bay but only one public beach.  The beach is used a lot. The beach at 



 
 

Old Moorings is not an appropriate beach.  People will not want their children out that far. It is crazy 

to try to dredge at Old Moorings. Will the Township ever have an obligation to dredge at Old 

Moorings? We need Haserot Beach as a public area. Was an Environmental Impact Statement done? 

Reardon said a Phase 1 and Phase 2 has been completed and the site seems to be safe.  

 

Dave Myers 504 West 13
th

 Street, Traverse City, besides himself he represents the Grand Traverse 

Area Sport Fishing Association. He feels strongly that the Haserot boat launch cannot support sport 

fishing but also the people on the Peninsula that do not have access to public launch. The Bowers 

Harbor launch is difficult to get a boat in and out of that launch.  The Center Road launch site is full 

a lot of the time and not sufficient to handle the traffic.  A lot of people on the Peninsula would enjoy 

access to the water. The site itself is the only appropriate safe harbor without building a harbor on 

East Bay. No other place would provide a protective boat launch.  The offsite parking at Haserot 

causes many problems. People will be traveling across Swaney Rd. several times to get their boat 

launched.  Concept #3 is a onsite all in one place. The Township has obligation to the people of the 

township to provide them with a safe harbor and a great boating access.  

 

Nancy Heller, 3091 Blue Water Rd., said the DNR has two sites now and they handle the 

maintenance. Why is the Township being asked to handle the maintenance at this proposed new site. 

On Concept #3 she would like more thought. It looks like one lane. Need more than one lane to take 

boats in and out. 

 

Angela Jensen, 18599 Mission Rd., she lives at the Old Mission Inn directly across the road from Old 

Moorings Place. Haserot Beach has always been a huge boat launch. 250 paassegner steam ships 

used to come in there. Obviously it is the best place for a boat launch. Old Mooring Place has been a 

campground. It was wonderful beach for the campers. As far as going out 600 ft., rope it off like is 

done at Haserot. Haserot is horrible place for kids. There is 7.5 acres at Old Moorings Place for 

plenty of parking and places for kids run. Her vote is to move the public beach to Old Moorings 

Place. 

 

Stanley Kurzman, 4012 Swaney Rd., he was shocked to learn that the purchase was a done deal. He 

attended the December 4
th

 meeting of the DNR Trust Fund. At that meeting Old Moorings was 

separated out from all other items on agenda and passed on contingency.  Mr. Kurzman passed out 

the minutes from the meeting. Clearly the DNR Trust Fund said they were going to approve the 

purchase “contingent upon the agreement of use patterns, both of Haserot Beach and Old Moorings 

Property.” The Trust Fund also said a “resolution by the Township should be passed (Mr. Kurzman 

said before the purchase) indicating that the Township has carefully considered the best way to 

resolve the use conflicts at Haserot Beach site and the boat launch will be installed at the location 

that best meets the goal with consideration given to anticipated long-term maintenance costs. That 

motion that was passed by the Trust Fund was not authority to purchase the Old Moorings site. That 

proposal that was approved by the DNR was contingent on the Township Board taking further 

action. When he hears that there is going to be a closing on that property on December 31, 2014 he 

will guarantee there will be strong objection to that. The Trust Fund did not give the DNR authority. 

It was contingent on the Township Board moving forward. The Township Board will move forward 



 
 

when the Planning Commission makes its recommendations as to the uses then the Township Board 

is required to pass a resolution the DNR can purchase the property.  

This was originally the Kammer Trust Fund. Mr. Kurzman supports the concept of greater access to 

the Great Lakes and all the things that Kammer put forth in the Trust Fund when it was created.  Mr. 

Kurzman does not support irrational things. It is irrational in his opinion to use the Old Moorings for 

a boat launch that ruins Old Mission harbor as a place for peddle boats, kayak & peddle boards. 

There are things that can improve the situation such as Concept #1 leave off the parking area and use 

that as a launch for non-motorized equipment. Mr. Kurzman does not believe, except on holiday 

weekends, that there is the kind of traffic that is being talked about tonight. All he hears are happy 

noises coming from the park. He is shocked to hear that DNR is proceeding with this purchase when 

the purchase was contingent on the Township Board passing a resolution. That resolution is 

dependent, in part, on what the Park Commission and the Planning Commission decides.  Keep that 

in mind.   

 

Jan Kurzman, 4012 Swaney Rd., said she and her husband are at Haserot Beach all summer long. 

The only busy times are the holiday weekends. A lot of the boats that anchor in the area come from 

Elk Rapids.  There is not a lot of boat traffic that comes in and out of the launch.  

 

John Devol 18534 Mission Rd., said he lives 66 ft. to south of Old Moorings Place.  Every summer 

weekend he possible can is spent at Haserot Beach. It is a beautiful place.  He has spent a lot of time 

observing the chaos that happened at the boat launch there. It seems it has evolved to the point that is 

endangering to swimmers.  He is not in favor of promoting more boating at Haserot Beach. He 

supports the boat launch at Old Moorings Place. It is not the ideal piece of property in his mind.  It is 

shallow and requires a lot of dredging. Hopefully the DNR will hold up their end of the bargain and 

keep it a usable launch.  It has better parking and should take away a lot of the danger to the citizens 

and the visitors that use Haserot Beach as is should be used as a swimming beach.  

 

Bill Hyslop, 4306 Woodland Rd., said he is in favor of Concept #3. Like his neighbors he is not 

thrilled about drawing more people here. Something has to be done at Haserot.  If the boat and trailer 

parking goes to Old Moorings, it will reduce the parking issue at Haserot. A lot of people are talking 

about Old Moorings being shallow.  It is shallow but he believes that the bottom over by the 

moorings is more stable than Haserot.   Mark Nevinger put in big concrete anchors in the 1970’s & 

80’s.  Many of them are right where he put them.  They have not silted over or sunk.  That tells him 

that the sand is not shifting that much at Old Moorings Place. Haserot has to be dredged twice a year. 

 There was a sail boat that sank maybe 200 – 300 ft. from the launch at Haserot. In 10 years the boat 

has completely silted over. That is how much the bottom moves. His family has beach frontage east 

of Haserot. Every time there is a strong south wind the bottom changes. The bottom is extremely 

dynamic at Haserot.  There are rock piles at Old Moorings in 4-5 ft. of water. They have been there 

for as long as he can remember.  The rocks are still lying right on top of the sand.  Going back 

1850’s the dock that is ¼ mile south of Old Moorings Place, all of those timbers are still lying right 

on the bottom. These are his observations.  He thinks that once Old Moorings is dredged well it will 

stay dredged.   

 



 
 

Sandy Prescott, owns property next to Haserot Beach, the pressure on Haserot needs to be addressed. 

Increasing the launching at Haserot is not the answer.  

 

Darrel Dafoe, 19000 Eastern Rd., they use the beach at Haserot Beach. There is some new 

information coming out here tonight. The most useful to him is that this is not necessarily a done 

deal. We are mostly concentrating on three choices here. He would like to point out according to the 

information heard a few moments ago that is not entirely true. As a taxpayer in the State of Michigan 

why we would pay 2.5 million dollars for a piece of property that has so little frontage if our primary 

purpose is to increase access to the Great Lakes.  There are other pieces of property within a mile and 

half around the Boursaw Road area, 80 acres and approximately 240 ft. of lake frontage. Not located 

where there is concentrated traffic like at Haserot and the Village of Old Mission. He does not know 

how many letters have been written and how much has been said about how crowded and unsafe the 

Haserot Beach is. It is an accident waiting to happen. Why the DNR would pay 2.5 million dollars 

twice as much as they could for another piece of property within a mile that would allow 3 or 4 times 

as much lake frontage and have 80 acres for people to enjoy. This baffles him and he is glad to hear 

this is not a done deal. None of these concepts lighten the load on the Village of Old Mission or the 

beach area at Haserot. Every one of these concepts brings more people into a dead end area. It is not 

sustainable. He does not know how these concepts can be seriously taken as a resolution to a 

problem we have been talking about for years. The whole idea could be better dealt with by 

purchasing more property with less money with more access. If he has to vote for a concept he would 

vote for the least toxic one.  That would be #3 but he does not want any of them base on traffic, 

congestion, possibility of accidents and the history of this area.  

 

 

Nick Kroupa, 18862 Bay St., he now understands Ronald Reagan’s words, I’m from the government 

and I’m here to help. These three concepts will completely change the character and dynamics of Old 

Mission and Old Mission Harbor. He feels like he is being given the choice of being hung or shot. 

We do not need the extra noise, pollution, and traffic of either one of these. Mr. Dafoe pointed out 

other property. Put it out on the State land.  We are so congested and we do not need to add to the 

problems.  

 

  

Richard Zanger, 516 6
th

 Street, Traverse City, he is here also to represent Grand Traverse Area Sport 

Fishing Association. He heard a lot of interesting comments at the Trust Fund meeting and there is a 

lot of opposing here tonight of use of that area of Old Mission which is a possibility for increased 

boating facilities here on East Bay.  It appears to him being involved in the fishing tackle industry as 

a representative of Shakespeare Tackle Company, Big Jon Inc. and other companies there is an 

increased demand for boating facilities in this area. The population is not going to go south. People 

just keep coming. We need safety to be a critical factor when we go out and use these waters.  It is 

nice and calm in this area. This is a safety factor and safety is why they want to put a boat launch 

there. The majority of the Lake Trout are planted north of here.  They are no longer planted in East or 

West Bay. The most of the Lake Trout are off shore. With the fish being planted north there is going 

to be more traffic moving north to get to the fish. I am a fisherman and there are more fishermen 

coming and they are looking for a safe place to launch.  This is an ideal location.  The stability of Old 



 
 

Moorings is extremely important. If the launch was opened it would be a safer location.  Haserot is 

totally unsafe and unsuitable.  With a better facility there would be a better chance of bringing people 

back alive. The concern is safety. 

 

Tim Peace, 4031 Swaney Rd., said Concept #1 and #2 upsets him because now he is going to have an 

RV parking lot 30 ft. from his front door and bedroom.  Concept #1 – eliminating the playgroup and 

most of the picnic area would be a tragedy to the people who live in the community.  Everybody is 

right when they say we have to take the heat off Haserot. There have been too many close calls at 

Haserot. He reserves saying he supports any of this but he would pick Concept #3 if he had to pick 

one.   Haserot is a disaster waiting to happen for some child.  He is not in favor of RVs parking 30 ft. 

from his front door.  

 

John Dunn, 18540 Mission Rd., said the Township has a tradition and history of preserving spots that 

are important to the Peninsula.  This is an opportunity to enhance the beach at Haserot by getting rid 

of the launch and dock. If Old Moorings is the best place for a launch, he is in support of Concept #3. 

From the stand point when Mr. Manigold explained it to him. Old Moorings would be low impact, 

buffered north and south, minimal maintenance and no beach access for swimming. He would 

support that assuming that is the best place for the launch.  

 

Morgan Kelsey, 18910 Bay St., she is not in favor of any of the concepts. If you build it they will 

come. With everyone talking about overcrowding why build more places for more people? It does 

not make sense. The neighborhood is small.  That is the reason they choose this beautiful location.  

She would hate to see that beauty taken away.  

 

Mike Norton, 18805 Bay St., he is the unofficial overflow parking lot for Haserot.  We see a lot from 

our house. Although it is our neighborhood beach we also do not wish any ill toward the people that 

come here from town or from further down the peninsula to use the beach.  The problem is it is 

crowded and it is not safe. Those of us that supported the purchase of the Moorings originally were 

looking for two objects.  One, to preserve a beautiful place of open space and two, to take away some 

of the pressure from Haserot Beach. Somewhere along the line the process got hijacked. People 

asked him what he thought about this boat ramp.  He said they are not going to do a boat ramp there, 

they told us it was going to be low impact. That is not what is happening. For the good of the 

community, the boaters and beach goers none of these concepts are appropriate. The answer to 

crowding at Haserot is not to create more problems. We were looking at low impact recreation and 

that is not what we are seeing.  He does not like any of the concepts and not bound to accept any of 

the concepts. If the only option is to take the land and do one of these concepts, he says do not take 

the land.  

 

Jim Richards, 5004 Ridgewood Rd., he has seen Haserot change. In 1979, he went to lay down his 

beach towel with his daughter and there was not a place to put it. That is just the way it is. People 

want to come up here. You cannot keep people away. We need to accommodate them and regulate 

what we are going to have. We cannot just say no we do not want it. He thinks Concept #3 is the 

best. There are only 8 spaces in Concept #1 and #2 for boats where there are 18 in #3. Haserot is full 

of boat trailers. We need to move the boat trailers to a larger space. No one wants change but change 



 
 

will be a constant. We need to work together. He wants #3 to go through but wants to see more 

maintenance. I’m from Michigan and this boat launch is for me.  

 

Rob Manigold, 2876 Old Mission Rd., it is important to note that 10 houses and a dock that goes out 

with 10 slips has been approved by the Township.  The property on Boursaw is gone and plans for a 

subdivision are in front of the Planner.  When the developer purchased the property at Old Moorings 

he did a Phase I and Phase II environmental and took out the underground storage tank.  In 2010, 

when the Township was going to apply to the Trust Fund Board for a Township project, the 

Township also did another Phase I and Phase II which also took into account agricultural chemicals. 

It is a clean site. It is a DNR project and the Township did do a resolution that allowed it. That is a 

requirement to put in an application.  If you go through the Township minutes you will find a 

resolution unanimous by the Township Board for the DNR to purchase that site. In that a partnering 

was done which the DNR said if they purchase it will the Township take care of the mowing and 

clean the facility (trash and bathroom).  There is a signed document by Paul Yauk, a letter of 

understanding of how it will all happen. There is no swimming beach. It is a boat launch and a kayak 

launch and a parking lot.  The whole concept is to put natural dune grasses so there is no 

maintenance. It is shallow water.  It will require dredging.  The DNR will do the dredging. At the 

Trust Fund meeting they approved all of the projects and then separated out the Moorings project. 

The Trust Fund passed the project allowing the Township the ability to put the launch at Haserot or 

at the original location where the DNR had intended. He does not believe there is any way this is not 

going to happen. He thinks it is important that all the minutes from the Township meetings and the 

Trust Fund meeting are available.  It is low impact.  They are concentrating on buffering the adjacent 

property owners. The whole concept was to keep the swimming at Haserot and take the motorized 

traffic from the swim area and put it in a different location. The DNR wants to work with the 

Township to make it a safe boat launch.  

 

Mike Hall, 18910 Bay St., this is an interesting project. How is the community as a whole going to 

benefit from this a resource? Some of the concepts clearly will not benefit anyone. These are half 

baked ideas that band aid a solution to a problem.  We have a finite space and have access to a finite 

additional space.  The number of people who can come here is unlimited. At some point it is going to 

burst.  The long term considerations that have to be made right now are band aid solutions to a much 

bigger problem that everyone recognizes but do not seem to want to address in the long term.  So 

here are 18 more spots but what happens when 19 people or 20 and 21 come. It seems like it is short 

term, big dollar, half hatched idea although with the best intentions. The lesser of evils seems to be 

Concept #3 but he would like to know what other sites have been considered. This money may be 

better spent in another community.  

 

Mark Nadolski, 10 McKinley Rd., resident and President of Protect the Peninsula asked what 

happens when 50 cars show up with trailers?  Will there be parking on the road?  Leak said the 

Township does have a Sheriff Deputy to enforce parking. Nadolski said that boat launch is not 

restricted to fishing boats. We saw what happened at Clinch Park in the City and West End Beach 

where the beach was taken over by boats. It took the DNR a long time to agree to increase the size of 

the swimming areas. What controls do we have over the party boats coming around to Haserot and 

parking?   



 
 

 

Laura Johnson, 3464 Kroupa Rd., she does support the DNR acquisition of the Moorings property. It 

increases public access to East Bay for present and future generations. She urges the Township to 

help facilitate this in conjunction with the DNR.  

 

Leak closed the Public Hearing at 8:41 p.m. 

 

Hosmer said she is a mom and she goes to Haserot once or twice a week in the summer. She 

understands what everyone is saying about improving safety.  It is a big part of this discussion. What 

is surprising everyone is how we went from discussing property to including Haserot in the 

discussion. It is important that these two properties are discussed in conjunction with each other 

given their proximity. It was good to get more of the history tonight on how we got to this point.  She 

needs a little bit more. The message is clear that we need to take this from a low impact stand point 

and include a lot of discussion on what happens where. She would like see some data on the demand 

for this. Is it a great spot? She heard that over and over again tonight.  It is a good question. Also 

need to look at the bigger picture. She does not have problems parking a Haserot because there are a 

lot of boats; she has problems parking because there are a lot of beach goers. Maguire said we need 

to ask ourselves something that has not come up. How are these spaces determined? Was there a 

traffic count? Is there any projection into the future? If so how was that projection made? As Ms. 

Kelsey said what we have here is build it and they will come.  Need to be sure we are not over 

building or under building. He would like to see those figures. Maguire questioned the dredging 

required with Concept #3. Hosmer said she would like to see the environmental impact study.  

Reardon said a little information on the Letter of Understanding.  Paul Yauk did sign the letter. 

Township Board discussed it several times but saw no need at the time to sign it.  Andrus said that 

Mr. Kurzman brought up that the Township has to make a resolution and vote on it.  Mr. Manigold 

said that the Township did pass this resolution. Reardon said there was a resolution of support for 

the application.  The resolution that was mentioned in the Trust Fund’s motion is a different 

resolution and will still need to happen. Andrus has asked the question if we are going to dredge 500-

600 ft. into the Great Lakes why has there not been an environmental study on what it will do to the 

water down there. Leak said the Planning Commission has to look whether this is going to be a 

positive effect to the community or a negative effect on the community.  Rosi asked about the open 

space on Concept #3. Reardon said that will be handled in the design of the space. Griffiths said we 

have a boat launch. Are we going to have a better, safer boat launch is the question. Concept #3 will 

help the most. Reardon said we are going to have another public input session.  It sounds like there 

may be some technical questions that need to be answered. Email or stop in with your questions that 

you would like answered before the next session. The Township Board will be a part of the next 

session. Elashkar said we need more information.  He wonders why there is Concept #1 & #2 when 

Mr. Manigold said Haserot will not be touched. We should have access to the DNR to ask questions.  

 

Paul Yauk, Program Manager with Michigan State Parks. Elashkar asked Mr. Yauk about the 

motion that states that the purchase is contingent upon the agreement of use patterns, both of the 

Haserot Beach and Old Moorings and the Township has to pass a resolution before the purchase. Has 

the property been purchased?  Yauk said no. This is the first time that they have ever had a 



 
 

partnership where a township came to them and ask to partner with the DNR. Initially they wanted 

something in writing stating that the Township would like to partner with the DNR.  With that they 

moved forward with an application to acquire the property. There is also a memo of understanding 

that the DNR would work with the Township on the design and how it would work.  The key is 

management and operation.  That is hard for the DNR.  The Township came back and said they did 

not want to dredge the channel.  That is fine. The Trust Fund jumped out of the box when they said 

there are people who want to look at the deep water launch that is there. Go back and work with 

them. If you find another piece of property out there that may work the Trust Fund would work with 

them.  We came back and asked if anything is available.  I do not think there is anything out there.  

The DNR worked with staff to separate the two uses at Haserot and Old Moorings.  It seems like the 

people like Concept #3 but want more information. Great Lakes access is number one to the 

department. Elashkar said Concept #1 and #2 leaves Old Moorings for a swimming beach.  Yauk 

said yes.  Swimming and boating do not mix.  Maguire asked if the Army Engineers have been 

involved in the dredging yet.  Yauk said they would need a joint permit application with the DEQ the 

Army Corp of Engineers. Rosi asked about the stability of the land off of Old Moorings as described 

by Bill Hyslop. Yauk said it could but will find out more information.   Elashkar asked is there a 

time limit.  Reardon said December 31, 2014. Leak asked if the Township Board needs the 

Planning Commission’s recommendation. Reardon said the next setting will have the Township 

Board present.  She will look to the Township Board for direction.  Yauk said if you have questions 

please get them to him and he will get them answered. Reardon said this is subject to the SUP 

process the Planning Commission will see this.  Andrus said the Township has gone to great lengths 

to slow growth on the Peninsula.  Are we going against or with what the tax payers want? Leak said 

the Planning Commission has to look at want is best for the community.  The Township Board is the 

political body.  

   

     

OLD BUSINESS 

None 

 

TOWNSHIP BOARD REPORT  

Report submitted and available in the Planning Commission Packet 

 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS REPORT 

Report submitted and available in the Planning Commission Packet 

 

HERITAGE ROAD COMMITTEE REPORT 

Rosi was out of town at time of meeting 

 

TC/TALUS REPORT 

Report submitted and available in the Planning Commission Packet 

 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

Hosmer said please watch out for cyclists.  



 
 

 

MOTION: Hosmer/Serocki to adjourn the meeting at 9:25 p.m.   

MOTION PASSED 

 

 

PENINSULA TOWNSHIP PARK COMMISSION 

SPECIAL MEETING 

May 19, 2014 

 

1. Event Application 

 Holy Angels 1
st
 Grade Picnic 

 MOTION: Love/ Griffiths to approve Holy Angels event application. 

  

        MOTION PASSED 

      

2. Motion to accept Commissioner Goode’s resignation 

 

MOTION: Andrus/Love to accept Jon Goode’s resignation. 

 

MOTION PASSED 

 

3. Public Comment 

    None 

 

4. Park Commission Adjournment at 9:27 p.m. 

 

Respectfully Submitted, 

 

 

Deb Hamilton, Recording Secretary 

 

These minutes stand to be approved at the next meeting scheduled for June 16, 2014. 


