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PENINSULA TOWNSHIP 
13235 Center Road, Traverse City MI 49686 

www.peninsulatownship.com 

TOWNSHIP BOARD SPECIAL INFORMATIONAL MEETING MINUTES 
October 6, 2021, 7:00 p.m. 

St. Joseph Catholic Church Conference Room 
12675 Center Road, Traverse City, MI 

 
Additional correspondence received prior to the start of the meeting added to the end of minutes and 

to the meeting packet.  
 

1. Call to Order: 7:10 p.m. by Manigold 
2. Pledge 
3. Roll Call: Present: Sanger, Bickle, Manigold, Chown, Achorn, Wahl, Wunsch 
4. Approve Agenda: No motion was made 
5. Conflict of Interest: 
6. Consent Agenda: 

A. Minutes from September 14, 2021, regular township board meeting 
B. Correspondence  

 1. Fred Glass 
Moved by Bickle to approve the [consent] agenda as presented, seconded by Wahl.    
Roll call:          passed unan 

 
7. Business: 
1. Presentation on the amended complaint brought by the Wineries of Old Mission Peninsula (WOMP) 
against Peninsula Township 
Greg Meihn: introduced Attorney Joseph Enfante, WOMP’s counsel. Gave a PowerPoint presentation 
summarizing and explaining each count of the amended complaint. Gave a timeline of the legal events 
associated with the lawsuit filed on 10/21/2020. Explained that the plaintiffs have filed for summary 
judgment, the township has asked for summary judgment, and a decision has not yet been made. 
Protect the Peninsula has filed two motions: to intervene in the lawsuit (this likewise has not been 
decided) and to have the state claims removed to the Grand Traverse County Circuit Court and leave the 
federal claims in federal court. Said the ongoing discussions/facilitation are covered by the 408 rule and 
cannot be discussed by board members. Said the plaintiffs filed an early motion consisting of a 
preliminary injunction against enforcing the zoning ordinances and the court ruled there was not 
enough evidence. Explained damages and summarized the process of facilitation/mediation; said the 
parties have engaged vigorously in mediation. Said that, moving forward, updates will be provided 
monthly at Peninsula Township board meetings. 
 
2. Citizen comments (comments will be limited to three minutes each) 
Joseph Enfante, the attorney representing the wineries: has read the letters and e-mails from the 
public. Said the wineries are not looking for nightclubs, bars, or liquor licenses. Said the wineries want to 
use Old Mission Peninsula fruit and are not asking for five-acre wineries. There have been approximately 
twenty-five hours of mediation to date. Has a settlement agreement signed by WOMP and is ready to 
move forward. 
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Pier Cohl, 9466 Rolling Ridge, Peninsula Township: is concerned about the legal procedures. The 
lawsuit tries to modify the winery and zoning ordinances. Some of the complaints sound reasonable but 
is concerned about the heart of the proposed changes; believes there is a need to adhere to the statuary 
requirements to amend the ordinances. Since the court has not ruled on the summary judgment motion 
or on Protect the Peninsula’s motion to intervene, urges the township to wait and not sign the 
settlement agreement.  
 
Jim Grove, 15919 Upper Birch, Peninsula Township: it is important to avoid second-guessing what the 
attorneys have already accomplished. The town board and wineries have participated in mediation. The 
people have entrusted the town board to listen to their attorney just as the wineries have listened to 
their attorney. 
 
Susan Linden, 4918 Forest Avenue, Peninsula Township: how much will taxes increase in response to 
the additional services that will result from an increase in events? Second, how much will traffic 
increase? Can an unbiased assessment and figure be provided? 
 
Emily Gest, 1443 Linwood Ave, Peninsula Township: Protect the Peninsula does not want to shut down 
or undermine the wineries; it is concerned about the process that occurs when zoning changes are 
made. The wineries knew the rules from the beginning. Summarized the differences between the 
wineries in Leelanau County and Peninsula Township in terms of restaurants, catering, events, hours, 
and the number of wineries (wineries are allowed in only two of 11 townships in Leelanau Co.). Feels it 
will be a disaster to our quality of life if WOMP prevails. 
 
Monnie Peters, 1425 Neatawanta Road, Peninsula Township: the township board has a draft of the 
master plan that contains a description of the peninsula as an island and a bridge. Spoke about the 
traffic problem. In addition to the number of houses, the township has to look at commercial activity 
with an understanding of the traffic issue. 
 
Tom Delluge, 18654 Center Road, Peninsula Township: spoke about a friend who opened a winery in 
California and the problems that Pasa Robles, California, has encountered. Today, Pasa Robles has 350 
wineries. Summarizes how the wine groups in California push for the wineries. Asked that Peninsula 
Township and the wineries draft an agreement that precludes any future lawsuits. Suggested 
implementing a per drink or corkage fee to supplement the PDR program. 
 
Michael Dettmer, South Mathison Road, Peninsula Township: serves on the Protect the Peninsula 
board. Commented on the settlement process and the role of judges. The mediator should not ask that 
the meeting be held confidentially. A public board should not be put in this position. Summarized rule 
408. Protect the Peninsula wants to be part of creating a successful settlement. This matter should move 
forward in a public process. 
 
Mark Santucci, 11789 Center Road, Peninsula Township: believes the peninsula has become a wealthy 
retirement community and that cherry farms will continue to decline. Vineyards have replaced cherry 
farms. Wineries do not make as much money as people think. The future of the peninsula is agro-
tourism. Developments might expand if agro-tourism does not expand. 
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Jim Floraday, 13517 Bluff Road, Peninsula Township: spoke about the hours wineries are open. It is 
fortunate we do not have more accidents with intoxicated drivers. His best friend, his brother, who was 
killed by a drunk driver. Shared statistics from a graph. 
 
Eric Dreier, 12434 Peninsula Drive, Peninsula Township: the decision before the board is pivotal and 
will change the township forever. Briefly reviewed the PDR ordinance supported by the township 
citizens to tax themselves to preserve agriculture and preserve open space. Urged the board to preserve 
the township as it is. 
 
David Taft, 952 Neahtawanta Road, Peninsula Township: the residents have said no to the WOMP 
lawsuit. The citizens have the right to govern themselves. The wineries accepted the terms of their SUPs 
when they applied for them. Asked that the mediation be opened up to the citizens. Spoke about the 
PDR program. Emphasized that residents want a rural agricultural community. 
 
Mark Nadolski, 10 W. McKinley Road, Peninsula Township: is president of Protect the Peninsula. Gave 
a brief history of Protect the Peninsula and Peninsula Township’s quest to preserve agricultural 
properties. Protect the Peninsula does not want commercial property to eat up agricultural lands. 
Changing the character of the peninsula is not what the citizens want, and they rely on the township 
government to maintain that character. 
 
Jo Westphal, 12414 Center Road, Peninsula Township: showed the new Oxford World Atlas with a 
photo of the Grand Traverse region and specifically Old Mission Peninsula on the cover. This photo 
should remind the citizens of what is at stake and the fate of the peninsula. Our future needs citizens to 
protect the quality of life and the resource base. Commented on the attributes of good governing bodies 
and active citizens in discussing issues. 
 
Wendy O’Brian, 10783 Woodview Terrace, Peninsula Township: winery patrons will stay longer if the 
wineries serve food. The Jolly Pumpkin is an example of a wedding venue, restaurant, and tasting room. 
Does not feel winery expansion will disturb our quality of life. 
 
Brit Eaton, 1465 Neahtawanta Road, Peninsula Township: is disappointed by the overreaching 
demands of WOMP, which circumvented the zoning process with a lawsuit. The agricultural, residential, 
and township board should be in on the decision. Gave an example of activity with wineries in Sonoma 
County, California. A set of guidelines were developed with a citizen advisory committee. In any 
negotiation settlement, the township should hold out until WOMP agrees to a citizen advisory 
committee. Through this, the township residents can be involved. 
 
Jeremy Day, 13286 Center Road, Peninsula Township: his farm revenue is very low. He is a farmer and 
would like restrictions loosened for all farmers, not just the wineries. His farm may fail due to all the 
rules. If it does, he says his farm will become houses. 
 
Jim Curruthers, 14114 Bayview, Peninsula Township: the increased traffic is a bottleneck by Garfield. 
Traverse City cannot do anything about the traffic. The city will slow the traffic speeds in the prime 
neighborhood at the base of the peninsula. Spoke about the regional drinking problem; said our region 
needs to decide how much alcohol is too much. 
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Grant Parsons, 6936 Mission Ridge, Peninsula Township: spoke about the unique balance between 
agriculture, residents, and the best quality of life. Asked that the process and mediation be made public. 
The process should be delayed and opened up; asked the township to not respond to threats. 
 
Lou Santucci, 12602 Center Road, Peninsula Township: does not agree with the views of Protect the 
Peninsula. Residents use cars that add to traffic. He has not heard noise from the wineries; instead, 
rumble strips make noise. Wineries should provide food and an education; dinner is not the answer. 
 
Tim Prescott, 515 S. Lynn, Champaign, IL, owns property in Peninsula Township: spoke about the 
special nature of the peninsula. The use of the word “government,” to him, refers to we the people. He 
wants to protect the peninsula. 
 
Paul Conlen, 2381 Carrol Road, Peninsula Township: lives close to Peninsula Cellars; has not had issues. 
Is opposed to the establishment of more commercial activity.  
 
Bob Calt, 6269 Summit Court, Peninsula Township: moved here for the quality of life. Feels it has been 
maintained and credits the PDR program. Wineries are corporations; they are good at not paying taxes 
or taking responsibility for their acts and omissions. The town board has the responsibility to let the 
citizens know what its members are negotiating. 
 
John Wunsch, 17881 Center Road, Peninsula Township: supports farm processing and the fair balance 
the current ordinances allow. Believes there is room to negotiate. Wineries diversify the crop base and 
expand farm labor. Wants the matter and process to come back to the public. 
 
Jill Terralavoro, 1317 Veterans Drive, Traverse City: is a current winery employee. Working at a winery 
is not dreamy; it is hard work. The wineries are family-owned small businesses. She sees potential for 
the Traverse City area. The wineries want to provide career opportunities for the employees. 
 
Anna A., 3347 Swaney Road, Peninsula Township: works as a farmer on the peninsula. Sees 
gatekeeping and not a lot of young people in the audience. Feels progress needs to be allowed. Says 
wineries do not want to throw parties. 
 
Elise Holman, 4309 Grant Street, Traverse City: a lot of people do not know what goes into an 
agricultural operation. Often farmers have to have second jobs. There needs to be room for agricultural 
properties to stay alive and make revenue. Farmers need the same rights the wineries are pursuing. 
 
John Jacobs, 5290 Forest Avenue, Peninsula Township: is a Protect the Peninsula board member. Is 
concerned that the peninsula will be altered forever. Noise travels on the peninsula; he often hears 
noise from the two wineries near his home. Is concerned that the peace and quiet will be taken away. 
 
Harold David Edmondson, 12414 Center Road, Peninsula Township: participated in meetings with the 
planning commission and the wineries and feels nothing was accomplished; feels that is the reason for 
the lawsuit. Says things are not getting done in the township and blames lack of leadership. Cited a 
Networks Northwest study. Talked about the PDR program. 
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Robin Dailey, 13914 Bayview Avenue, Peninsula Township: commented on the noise issue. It is a 
problem because sound travels over water and can be very bothersome. The wineries understood the 
rules by which they were to operate when they began. 
 
Jaime L. Hall, 4872 Center Road, Peninsula Township: is not against the wineries, but Center Road is 
only one road. Traffic has grown; how much can the road handle? Commented on tourism and the Pure 
Michigan culture that is advertised. Has had seven auto accidents in her front yard including one death. 
 
T.J. Andrews, 619 Webster Street, Traverse City: is the attorney representing Protect the Peninsula. 
Commented on precedents in the winery lawsuit. Since 1935, the law has changed; townships routinely 
set hours. The wineries want to write the zoning ordinances outside the zoning process and have sued 
the township; they want to rewrite zoning under private mediation and this is dangerous. WOMP’s 
attorney has threated to sue individual board members. Is trying to bully the township. Asked the town 
board to share the agreement with the public and embrace a public process. 

 
3. Closed session per MCL 15.268(e) to discuss the proposed settlement agreement that was created as 
a result of numerous meetings between a representative from WOMP and Peninsula Township and to 
review written document prepared by the attorney 

Moved by Wahl to go into closed session to discuss the proposed settlement agreement that was 
created as a result of numerous meetings between representatives from WOMP and Peninsula 
Township and to review the written document prepared by the township attorney, seconded by 
Bickle. 
Roll call:         passed unan 

 
4. Return to open session per MCL 15.261 to vote on the settlement agreement  

Moved by Bickle to return to open session, seconded by Chown. 
Roll call:         passed unan 

 
Moved by Bickle to reject the settlement proposal as presented due to the fact it is an all or 
nothing proposal. Further directs the negotiating committee to approach the plaintiffs to form a 
citizens’ committee to work through the issues raised by WOMP in a public process that will end 
the lawsuit as a community decision, seconded by Wunsch. 
Roll call:          passed unan 

   
8. Citizen Comments: 

Lew Siebold, 3195 Cherry Hill Road, Peninsula Township: grows cherries, blueberries, and cut 
flowers. Wishes the discussion could be reset and framed another way. This generation and the 
future generation need to preserve a working landscape. If we don’t retain a working landscape, we 
will become an agricultural theme park. Special regulations should not be carved out for the 
wineries. All forms of agriculture should have the same regulations in the same zone. 

 
9. Adjournment: 

Moved by Bickle to adjourn, seconded by Wahl.    passed unan 
Adjournment at 9:45 p.m. 
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