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  PENINSULA TOWNSHIP 
13235 Center Road, Traverse City 

MI 49686 

www.peninsulatownship.com 

Township Board Special Meeting 
November 6, 2025, 3:00 p.m. 

Township Hall 
Minutes 

 
1. Call to Order by Sanders at 3:00 p.m. 

2. Pledge  

3. Roll Call  

Present: Sanders, Clark, Milliken, Clark, Wunsch, Sanger, Chown 

4. Brief Citizen Comments (for agenda items only):  

Rudy Rudolph, 4784 Forest Ave: thank you for being here representing the citizens of the township. 

It is appreciated. I know from firsthand knowledge how difficult it sometimes is to sit up here and 

take the bows and arrows. Thank you for the response you made to the wineries’ recent proposal, 

that any further negotiations, mediations, have to be done in public. Anything that happens between 

the township and the wineries directly affects the citizens of the township. We deserve and need to 

know what is going on. Thank you. 

Mike Dettmer, 7003 Leorie Drive: on behalf of Protect the Peninsula, thank you for your service to 

the community. You didn't cause this lawsuit, but you're our elected township representatives who 

now have the challenge of trying to resolve it in the community's best interests. It's been five years 

since WOMP [Wineries of Old Mission] sued the residents of the township. [There have been] a lot 

of closed-door negotiations, but our community deserves to know what's being negotiated because 

it will impact everyone in the community. PTP intends to be public in this process.  

As you look at your position and your response to WOMP in this closed session, consider a winery-

by-winery resolution. There are 11 wineries under three different ordinances. The township [has] 

already repealed everything the court found problematic. There's no need to amend the zoning 

ordinance to resolve this case.  

We also ask you to stand strong that no damages be collected from taxpayers. Our damages appeal 

is strong; we can overturn that. Was a crazy award.  

On July 22 of 2022, the Sixth Circuit granted Protect the Peninsula's right to intervene as a full party. 

I reread that intervening opinion by the Sixth Circuit last night. It is strong. It said to the court and to 

WOMP that Protect the Peninsula is here to represent the residents and the taxpayers and the 

property owners in this township. We intend to do that, supporting you when we can, and making 

suggestions along the way. [three minutes reached]  

Lola Jackson, 11376 South View Place: I appreciate your strength, your wisdom, and your fortitude 

in saving this place. I moved here from Malibu, California, because I fell in love with this place 10 

years ago. Everybody goes, “How could you move?” I say, “Come here; spend even a winter here. It's 

wonderful.” You are working to keep that for generations. When people say, “It's not about the 
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money,” it's always about the money. [Consider] if somebody sent me a bill, and the work they did 

was wrong, and they say, “Pay us and then we'll figure it out.” You're being asked to pay and then 

you'll figure it out. As a consumer, I'm not going to pay anybody for something I don't owe them. You 

don't owe them, and I don't owe them anything.  

I read Jim Raphael's letter about how these damages were awarded. The difference between gross 

and net is huge. It didn't take me long to find out that the average winery earns between five and 15 

percent net. Read the way they figured this out because it's so wrong. And that you never knew the 

financials of [the 11 wineries]…I find that strange. I think you are all incredibly brave. 

Greg Moxness, 3884 Smokey Ridge Road: it’s clear that everybody has strong opinions regardless of 

what side they're on. I have respect for those of you who are stuck in the middle of a difficult 

situation. We have to look to the future, not just the past. Driving with the rear-view mirror as to 

how things were will not benefit the peninsula. Whether we agree with everything or not, you are 

still our elected representatives. I spent more than 30 years in federal regulation, reading court 

decisions, preparing rules and regulations that worked with the courts. Those who have been 

involved with courts know there's little predictability one way or the other. I would ask everybody 

who enters into this process to have open minds about the future and less about the past. Things 

like this can turn into zero sum games where everybody loses. Look for things that work for all the 

parties concerned. Getting those on the table before reaching a conclusion usually leads to 

permanent solutions. I also recognize that your culture has changed. All of the economy changes, 

and you have to prepare for the future. There’s no going back. I say that as someone who's been 

working a long time in economics and economic regulation. Thank you. 

Deb Larimer, 3802 Blue Water Road: I've been a resident of Old Mission Peninsula since 1990. 

Previous to that, I worked as a college student at the Gleason and Company fruit receiving station. I 

was a teacher at Old Mission Peninsula School for 18 years. I served as the planning commission 

recording secretary when this WOMP confusion started. I want to thank the board, also Protect the 

Peninsula, and every community member who supports our Peninsula Township board. You are 

fighting the good fight, the right fight, for our community. I appreciate your energy, your dedication, 

your commitment, and perseverance. There is historical evidence that proves the Old Mission 

residents spoke of what was good for our community when they shared their ideas for the master 

plan, including what the Old Mission Peninsula is and needs to stay. That started back when the first 

plan was written in 1968 and in subsequent updates. All speak of what is good for our community, 

and they were written by the people. Thank you, board, for following our master plan, for requesting 

transparency regarding the settlement discussions, and for standing strong against this WOMP 

challenge. I support you and your efforts. Thank you. 

Ray Weigel, 19135 Whispering Trail: I was chairman of Traverse City State Bank. I've been on nine 

loan boards. I financed six wineries. I was on the Michigan Securities Commission, was used to court 

cases, for seven years. Thank you for your hard work. Keep an open mind on these things. Don't 

create walls when you go into loans, when you work with customers, banks, whatever. If they come 

and say, “We have to have this; we have to have that,” don't make it be a wall. There may be ways to 

get around it. We have to see all the stuff, have it all public. Maybe not. Maybe part of it, maybe all 

of it. There are things in court cases that you really shouldn't [expose]. I'm also an attorney. Keep 

looking at it. Don't build walls; build foundations. Figuring out the financial aspect of this thing, that 

isn't difficult. I financed three of these wineries so I can't get into it. It isn't difficult to figure out. If 
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you have Chat GPT, ask it, “What does the winery make on average?” It's all there. Thank you and 

keep an open mind. 

Katie Goudreault, 12393 Bluff Road: thank you for the work that you do. I support you. You have the 

peninsula and the residents’ interests in mind. I do feel there is room for negotiations; I encourage 

you to be open minded about that. But you're on the right path. You're in a difficult position, not a 

popular one to be in. You're brave to be here, and I commend you for that. 

Curt Peterson, 1356 Buchan Drive: thank you. You have an opportunity here. The Wineries of Old 

Mission Peninsula have taken a first step at negotiation. We should reciprocate with negotiation. 

Perhaps some of the items they have presented to the board they want to remain private, but 

there's nothing wrong with this board going back with a counter proposal that is open and 

transparent so the rest of us citizens can see what we would offer them in return. Some of the 

suggestions in the MLive article in terms of what they would like to have happen seem reasonable, 

and I don't think they hurt or harm our rural character or our environment or our water. Please take 

the first step and negotiate something back with them. The negotiations can be in the open, and 

they can say yes or no, but you don't have to accept their behind-the-scenes items. Thank you and 

good luck with negotiation.  

5. Governmental Updates: none 

6. Approve Agenda  

Sanger moved to approve the agenda as presented with a second by Alexander.    Motion passed 

by consensus 

7. Conflict of Interest: none 

8. Consent Agenda:   

A. Correspondence 

1. Tom Ackles 

2. Ron Lawrence 

3. John Jacob’s 

4. Jim Raphael 

Chown moved to approve the consent agenda with a second by Wunsch.  

8. Business:   

A. Enter closed session under MCL 15.268(1)(e) and (h) to consult the Township attorneys 

regarding Wineries of the Old Mission Peninsula Association v. Peninsula Township and Protect 

the Peninsula, Case No. 1:20-cv-1008 to discuss litigation and settlement strategy because doing 

so in an open meeting would have a detrimental financial effect on the litigating and settlement 

position of the Township. 

Sanders reviewed the paperwork she’s taking into closed session for consideration: the original 

proposed ordinance language sent by attorney Joseph Infante on behalf of the wineries in 2020 

shortly after the lawsuit was filed numerating 11 points [on the township website homepage under 

WOMP Lawsuit Filings] and a copy of the recent settlement proposal, which is 14 pages long and 

contains 42 demands, of which only four were highlighted in the MLive article released by WOMP. 

She’s also taking other historical documents under attorney client privilege since 2020.  

Sanders addressed citizens who anonymously submitted written comments supporting the 

township board and asking it to stand firm against WOMP’s demands. She explained that 
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anonymous comments do not go into the published packet but the township board appreciates the 

support.  

Wunsch moved to enter closed session at 3:25 p.m. under MCL 15.268(1)(e) and (h) to consult the 

township attorneys regarding Wineries of the Old Mission Peninsula Association v. Peninsula 

Township and Protect the Peninsula, Case No. 1:20-cv-1008 to discuss litigation and settlement 

strategy because doing so in an open meeting would have a detrimental financial effect on the 

litigating and settlement position of the Township with a second by Alexander. 

Roll call vote: yes – Clark, Milliken, Alexander, Wunsch, Sanger, Chown, Sanders  Passed unan  

Wunsch moved to return from closed session at 5:45 p.m. with a second by Chown. 

Roll call vote: yes – Milliken, Alexander, Wunsch, Chown, Sanders, Clark [Sanger excused absent] 

Sanders: legal counsel will be following up with WOMP and PTP regarding formal mediation. The 

town board does not want to risk the public's rights. We're willing to engage and provide as much 

transparency along the way as we can. 

9. Citizen Comments: none 

10. Board Comments: none 

11. Adjournment  

Wunsch moved to adjourn at 5:46 p.m. with a second by Alexander.  Motion passed by consensus. 

 


