City of East Grand Rapids
Regular City Commission Meeting
Agenda

October 21, 2019 – 6:00 p.m.

(EGR Community Center – 750 Lakeside Drive)

1.

Call to Order.

2.

Public Comment by persons in attendance.

3.

Report of Mayor and City Commissioners.

Regular Agenda Items
4.

Final Reading of an ordinance to amend Article I of Chapter 83 of Title VIII of the City Code regarding general fence
requirements (approval requested).

5.

Final Reading of an ordinance to amend Section 3.38 of Chapter 32 of Title III of the City Code pertaining private trees
and shrubs (approval requested).

6.

Public Hearing on proposed Community Park, Recreation, Open Space and Greenway Plan (no action requested).
Link to document: https://www.eastgr.org/DocumentCenter/View/2086/Community-Park-Recreation-Open-Spaceand-Greenway-Plan---Final-Draft-2019

7.

Resolution adopting the Community Park, Recreation, Open Space and Greenway Plan (action requested).

Consent Agenda – Approval Requested Unless Noted
8.

Receipt of communications.

9.

Minutes of the regular meeting held October 7, 2019.

10. Report of Finance Committee on disbursement of funds: payroll disbursements of $230,038.14; county and school
disbursements of $53,587.52, and total remaining disbursements of $457,669.97.
11. Resolution electing to comply with the provisions of Public Act 152 of 2011 by exercising the city’s right to exempt
itself from the requirements of the Act.
12. Resolution adopting budget amendments for the period ending June 30, 2019.
13. Contracts for employee health care plan administration.
14. Purchase of firefighting gear for the Public Safety Department.
15. Purchase of live streaming equipment for the commission chamber.
16. Placement of radar speed feedback signs.
17. Purchase of tires for city vehicles as provided in city budget.
18. Purchase of replacement blades for snowplowing vehicles as provided in city budget.
19. Preliminary minutes of the Planning Commission meeting held September 10, 2019 (no action requested).
*

*

*

The City will provide reasonable auxiliary aids for individuals requiring them for effective communication in programs and services of the City.
Notice must be made to the City five (5) days prior to the program or service requesting the specific auxiliary aid.

CITY OF

EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE • EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49506
(616) 949-2110
www.eastgr.org
ALEKSANDER P. MIZIKAR
ZONING ADMINISTRATOR

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Mayor and City Commission
Alek Mizikar, Zoning Administrator
October 8, 2019

RE:

Chapter 83 Fence Ordinance and Section 3.38 Clear Vision Amendments

Action Requested:
That the City Commission holds a public hearing and votes on amendments to the fence ordinance
and Section 3.38 of Chapter 32 in regard to clear vision areas along driveways.
Background:
At the September 3rd City Commission meeting, the City Commission decided to table a public
hearing on amendments to the fence ordinance (Chapter 83) and the clear vision section in Chapter
32. These amendments were requested to go back to the Infrastructure Committee for one more look
before being brought back to the City Commission for a public hearing and final decision. The
attached amendment changes are in red. Below is a summary of the current proposed amendments.
There are no changes to these amendments since the September 3rd meeting.
• Section 8.61.A
o Language was added to clarify that a fence is to be measured from the bottom of the
fence to the top of the panels in between support posts. A gap of no more than 6 inches
between the bottom of the fence posts and the ground below would be allowable for
uneven grades. A 12-inch encroachment was added for decorative elements on
fence/wall posts/pillars.
• Section 8.61.B
o The height of a fence in the front yard and street side of a corner lot was changed from
3 feet to 4 feet. This change was made to bring the height minimum more in line with
requirements for pools and standard sizing at fence wholesalers.
• Section 8.61.C
o Opaqueness requirements changed from “see-through” to “50%” for inside of the clear
vision areas. The clear vision area at the base of a driveway was changed from
20’x20’ to 10’x10’.
• Section 8.61.D.3
o Language was added to define what “repair and maintenance” is. The committee
decided that replacing 25% of a non-conforming section of fencing within a 12-month
span would be considered “repair and maintenance”.
• Section 8.61.L and Sections 8.62.A and 8.62.B
o Whereas before, sub-section L referenced the zoning ordinance for the variance and
appeal process for fences. Now, language has been added to create the process for

•

variances and appeals for fences with the fence ordinance chapter itself. This is similar
to what is done in the sign ordinance.
Chapter 32, Section 3.38
o Changing the clear vision area at the base of a driveway from 20’x20’ to 10’x10’ to
align with the 10’ setback in the street side yard of corner lots.

Below is a list of concerns that were brought up during discussion at the September 3rd City
Commission by both Commissioners and attending citizens. Discussion from the October 1st
Infrastructure Committee are listed under each bullet point:
•

•

•

•

•

•

A commissioner brought up the addition of a notice to be sent to an adjacent property owner
when someone wishes to construct a “shared fence” along the property line.
o It was discussed that technically there is no such thing as a “shared fence” and that it
legally belongs to one neighbor or the other. These are civil disputes that are typically
resolved with a property boundary survey. The adoption of a “courtesy notice” may
give neighbors the false impression that they would have any say with respect to a
conforming fence being installed within the regulations of the ordinance. If a fence
variance is required, then notices are sent with respect to public comments. Similar to
building permit applications staff advises that neighbors communicate with one
another in advance of projects as a courtesy.
A commissioner brought up the addition of a “grandfathering” clause for existing nonconforming fences.
o It was discussed that the inclusion of the 25% maintenance allowance per 12-month
cycle adequately addresses any resident who wishes to keep a “grandfathered” or a
non-conforming fence. While this provision allows for continued non-conforming
maintenance, if someone does not maintain a fence appropriately and repairs cannot be
completed as permitted, then a replacement may require relocation to be conforming
with the ordinance or a variance must be sought.
The mayor asked about a possible the reduction of the 10’ setback requirement for fences over
3’ in the street side yard of a corner lot.
o It was discussed that the 10’ setback in the street side yard of a corner lot was
adequate and that there should be no change. The discussion also noted the variance
process is in place for fences outside of the regulation to be considered.
The mayor raised concerns about changing the maximum height allowed in a front yard from
3’ to 4’.
o It was discussed that the increase to allowing 4’ fences in the front yard should stay
due to reasons discussed previously of:
 4’ is a standard size to buy pre-manufactured fences at big-box stores.
 4’ is a cited size in the building code as being adequate for keeping
animals/small children in or out of an area (which is a common request over
the 3’ requirement).
 50% opacity will still apply for fences in front yards to address openness or
vision concerns.
A citizen brought up wanting to add a provision for non-conforming fences destroyed by
natural disasters.
o It was discussed that there should not be a provision for natural disasters, but instead
to use the variance process for these one-off instances or that depending on damage in
this scenario, the 25% repair section in a 12 month period may address such damage.
A citizen brought up concerns regarding fences on through-lots.
o It was discussed that no new section should be made to address rare instances such as
through-lots. The purpose of ordinances is to look at a regulation from a citywide

•

perspective. Instead, the variance process or 25% repair section within a 12 month
period or the existing requirements provide for options for addressing this situation.
A citizen asked about non-conforming clear vision status.
o As was noted during the City Commission meeting and as was discussed at the
Infrastructure meeting, any property that would not be conforming under the proposed
10’ by 10’ already would not be in compliance with the existing regulation, which is
20’ by 20’.
o Non-conforming vegetation does not require full removal, only that material in excess
of 36” in the 10’x10’ clear vision area would need to be trimmed.
o The 10’x10’ clear vision triangle aligns with the street side yard setback which is also
10’.
o Depiction of 10’x10’ clear vision noted below.

___________________________________
Doug LaFave, Interim City Manager

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND ARTICLE I OF CHAPTER 83 OF TITLE VIII
OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS ORDAINS:
Section 1.
Article I of Chapter 83 of Title VIII of the Code of the City of East Grand
Rapids is hereby amended in its entirety to read as follows:
ARTICLE I
GENERAL FENCE REQUIREMENTS
The intent of this ordinance is to create openness and clear vision within the City's
neighborhoods so that pedestrians and vehicles can safely proceed on sidewalks and
streets without views of other pedestrians and vehicles being blocked by a fence.
8.61

Requirements and restrictions.
A.

Fences or walls located in a side or rear yard shall not exceed six (6) feet
in height, measured from the bottom of the fence or wall to the uppermost
portion of the sections in-between the support posts or pillars natural grade
to the uppermost portion of the fence or wall. A gap no larger than 6 inches
is allowed between the natural grade and the bottom of the fence to allow
for uneven grade. Support posts and pillars are allowed a twelve (12) inch
height encroachment for decorative elements.

B.

Fences or walls erected in any front yard, including both street sides of a
through lot, shall not exceed thirty-six (36) forty eight (48) inches in height,
measured from the bottom of the fence or wall to the uppermost portion of
the sections in-between the support posts or pillars the natural grade to the
uppermost portion of the fence or wall, and shall be no more than fifty
percent (50%) opaque for the sections of fence or wall in-between support
posts or pillars. A gap no larger than 6 inches is allowed between the natural
grade and the bottom of the fence to allow for uneven grade. Support posts
and pillars are allowed a twelve (12) inch height encroachment for
decorative elements.

C.

A fence or wall up to six (6) feet in height shall be at least ten (10) feet off
of the street right-of-way line on the street side yard of a corner lot, or must
be in alignment with the current house setback, whichever is less. Any
fence or wall within that ten (10) foot setback, or closer than the established
side yard setback of the house, shall not exceed thirty-six (36) forty eight
(48) inches in height, measured from the bottom of the fence or wall to the
uppermost portion of the sections in-between the support posts or pillars
the natural grade to the uppermost portion of the fence or wall, or shall have
clear visibility through it (such as a chain link fence or a metal rod fence)

and be set back at least one (1) foot from the right-of-way line. In addition,
no fence or wall taller than 3 feet in height may be located in the clear vision
area required by Section 3.38 of the City Code unless it has clear visibility
through it is no more than fifty (50%) opaque.
D.

A fence or wall lawfully in existence as of the adoption of subsections B and
C above that does not conform to the requirements of subsections B and C
(a "preexisting fence or wall") may be continued so long as it remains
otherwise lawful, subject to the following provisions:
1.

No preexisting fence or wall may be enlarged or altered in a way
which increases its nonconformity.

2.

If a preexisting fence or wall is moved for any reason, it shall
thereafter conform to the regulations of subsections B and C.

3.

Repair and maintenance work may be performed on a preexisting
fence or wall provided that its nonconformity as it existed at the time
this section was adopted is not increased. Repair and maintenance
are defined as replacing no more than 25% of a section of nonconforming fence within a 12-month timeframe.

4.

Nothing in this section shall be deemed to prevent the strengthening
or restoring to a safe condition of a preexisting fence or wall or part
thereof declared to be unsafe by any official charged with protecting
the public safety, upon order of such official.

E.

Fences and walls shall be constructed and maintained vertical to the
contour of the adjoining land. All fences constructed or reconstructed
following the adoption of this section shall have the finished side facing
neighboring property. The back side of a fence shall face the owner's
property and shall contain the fence posts and bracing.

F.

There shall not be attached, affixed, or placed on any fence or wall any
spike, nail, barb (including barbwire), or other pointed instrument, and all
cleaved selvages and sharp points on wire fences shall be removed or bent
to eliminate any sharp extrusions.

G.

No fence or wall shall be constructed or maintained which is charged or
connected with an electrical current.

H.

Temporary construction fences or fences for protection around excavations
shall comply with all requirements of the National Building Code. Such
fences shall not be maintained for a period greater than a year without
approval of the Zoning Board of Appeals.
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8.62

I.

Fences enclosing tennis courts shall not exceed twelve (12) feet in height
and shall be of a standard open wire-mesh type and if in excess of six (6)
feet in height shall not encroach upon the side yard required to be
maintained under the provisions of Chapter 50, Zoning, of this Code without
the prior approval of the City Commission. The City Commission, in
considering applications to construct such fences, shall give consideration
to the character of the neighborhood and the preservation of property values
and may attach to its approval such conditions regarding the location,
character, landscaping, or treatment thereof as it may deem to be
reasonably necessary for the protection of the neighbors and for the
furtherance of the intent of this chapter.

J.

No fence or wall shall be erected within one (1) foot of any lot line abutting
a street right-of-way line.

K.

Provisions of the City Code in Title VIII dealing with fencing requirements
for swimming pools may in some instances be inconsistent with the
requirements of this section. Any such inconsistencies shall be addressed
by filing for an exception as provided in subsection L below.

L.

The City Commission may, for good cause, authorize exceptions from the
strict requirements of this chapter upon written application and following a
public hearing. The procedure for such application and hearing shall be as
set forth in Sections 8.62.A and 8.62.B of this chapter. (Put in New
Sections.)

M.

Prior to installing or having a fence installed upon a parcel of property, the
owner of the property or the owner's contractor must obtain a fence permit
from the City. The procedure for obtaining this permit will be set forth in the
Fee Resolution adopted by the City from time-to-time for other required
permits.

Maintenance of fences.
A.

All fences shall be protected from deterioration with properly applied paint,
stain, or other protective coating, with the exception of metal fences,
redwood and cedar fences, or fences constructed with pressure-treated
lumber which are of a type not customarily intended to be so painted,
stained or coated, but such fences shall be properly maintained to prevent
deterioration.

B.

Fences shall be maintained to retain their original appearance, shape and
configuration. Elements of the fence that are missing, damaged, destroyed
or deteriorated shall be replaced and repaired to maintain conformity with
the original fence design.
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C.

8.62.A

Any fence which because of a failure to comply with the provisions of this
chapter becomes unsafe so as to create possibility of bodily injury or
becomes unsightly to neighbors or the general public is hereby declared a
nuisance. The building inspector shall serve the owner, agent or person in
control of the property upon which such fence is located, a written notice
describing the unsafe or unsightly condition and specifying the required
repairs or modifications to be made or requiring the fence or any portion
thereof to be removed, and shall provide a time limit for such repair,
modification or removal. Any person failing to comply with such notice
within the time limited therefor shall be guilty of a violation of this Code.
(Ord., 11-4-84)
Appeals, Interpretations, and Variances

A.

Board of Appeals. The City Commission shall act as the Board of Appeals
for these regulations. The City Commission shall have the authority to
interpret, consider appeals of administrator decisions, and consider request
for variances; provided, the City Commission shall have no authority to hear
an appeal, interpret provisions or consider a variance from any matter that
relates to the construction or design specifications established by the City
Building Code. Such decisions shall be the sole province of the Construction
Board of Appeals.

B.

Appeals. Any person aggrieved by any decision or order of the Director of
Public Works or Zoning Administrator in connection with any provisions of
these regulations may appeal to the City of East Grand Rapids City
Commission within thirty (30) days of the decision or order.

C.

Interpretation. The City Commission may interpret any aspect of the
regulations of this Chapter. Such interpretation may be required by an
application, business owner, property owner, City official, the Zoning
Administrator, or the Director of Public Works.

D.

Variances
1. The City Commission shall hear variance requests on all applications
that do not conform to the provisions of these regulations, relating to
location, height, maintenance, and opaqueness.
2. The City Commission shall use the following standards to determine if a
variance is warranted. All of the following standards shall be satisfied,
as applicable.
a. The applicant has demonstrated a variance is needed due to a
practical difficulty on the site or unique condition that is more than
mere inconvenience.
-4-

b. A variance is warranted due to circumstances exceptional and
peculiar to the property for which the variance is requested, and
those conditions do not exist generally throughout the City.
c. The variance will not be a hazard to either clear vision or overall
safety, and will be harmonious with the surrounding environment.
d. If applicable, a variance would significantly bring a
nonconforming fence closer to conformity with this chapter.
e. The variance will not be contrary to the purpose and intent of the
regulation(s) being considered for the variance.
8.62.B

City Commission Hearings and Decisions
A.

Notice regarding a proposed appeal, interpretation (if applicable to a
specific property) or variance shall be sent by mail at least fifteen (15) days
prior to the City Commission meeting at which the request will be
considered, to all property owners of records within three hundred (300) feet
of the property in question. The notice shall contain a brief description of the
request, the time and place of the City Commission meeting, the hours and
location where the application may be inspected, and the address to which
written comments may be sent.

B.

Meetings to hear appeals, interpretations, or variance may be held the same
evening as the regularly scheduled City Commission meeting, unless a
special meeting is called.

C.

Decisions required under this section shall be by majority vote of the full
membership of the City Commission, not just a majority of those present.

D.

The City Commission may affirm, annul, or modify the order or action of the
Department of Public Works or applicable portion of the regulations of this
chapter.

E.

All decisions are final and may not be appealed, except as may be provided
by law.

F.

In its capacity as appellate board, the City Commission shall either:
1. Approve the application as presented upon a finding, point by point, that
all the criteria in Section _________ are met;
2. Subject the approval to certain changes or conditions, such as, but not
limited to, changes to fence height, location, material, or opaqueness.;
or
3. Deny the application.
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G.

Section 2.

Any decision shall be in writing and the applicant shall be provided a written
explanation of the reasons for the decision and any conditions to an
approval.
This Ordinance shall be effective on _____________.

Section 3.
Notice of adoption of this Ordinance shall be published within ten days of
its enactment by a publication of a digest, summary, or statement of purpose of the
Ordinance as provided by Chapter VII, Section 7.5 of the Charter of the City of East Grand
Rapids.
NOTICE OF ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE BY THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS:
Notice is hereby given that on ______________, the City Commission of the City of East
Grand Rapids adopted an ordinance restating Article I of Chapter 83 of Title VIII of the
City Code. The purpose of this ordinance is to regulate fences within the City. The
ordinance requires that a permit be acquired before installing a fence and contains
placement restrictions on the location of fences and height restrictions also based upon
the location of fences. The full text of the ordinance is available for inspection by and
distribution to the public at the office of the City Clerk. No further or additional publication
of this ordinance is required or contemplated.
City of East Grand Rapids

By
13970884
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Karen K. Brower
City Clerk

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND SECTION 3.38 OF CHAPTER 32
OF TITLE III OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS ORDAINS:
Section 1.
Section 3.38 of Chapter 32 of Title III of the Code of the City of East Grand Rapids
is amended in its entirety to read as follows:
3.38. Private trees and shrubs-Obstructing public ways or clear vision areas.
A.
The owner of any tree on private property overhanging any street or right-of-way shall
trim the branches so that such branches shall not obstruct the light from any street light or
obstruct the view of any street intersection and so that there shall be a clear space of ten (10)
feet above the top of the curb at the street level over the street or sidewalk (see illustration A0). The city shall have the right to trim any tree or shrub on private property when it interferes
with pedestrian or vehicular traffic, or with the proper spread of light along the street from a
street light, or interferes with visibility of any traffic-control device or sign, such trimming to
be confined to the area immediately above the right-of-way. This ordinance does not apply to
trees or shrubs in the right-of-way of adjacent jurisdictions as determined by public act 51 or
intergovernmental agreements for right-of-way or street responsibility.

ILLUSTRATION A0 (Above)

B.
For purposes of this section trees shall mean trees, and shrubs shall include bushes,
woody vegetation and plantings. Shrubs on private property located within a clear vision area,
as described below, shall not be permitted to extend or grow to a height of more than thirty
(36) inches above the top of the curb at the street level in order that the view of a pedestrian
or driver of a vehicle approaching a driveway or street intersection shall not be obstructed.
Trees may be planted and maintained on private property in a clear vision area so long as all
branches are trimmed to maintain a clear vision for a vertical height of ten (10) feet above the
street level. A clear vision area shall be measured as follows:
1.
A clear vision area for a driveway means a triangular area formed by the
intersection of a street right of way line and a driveway line and extending ten (10)
feet from the intersection of the lines, or in the case of a rounded line from the
intersection of the line extended (see following illustration A-1).

2.
A clear vision area for a corner lot means a triangular area formed by the
intersection of two (2) street right of way lines and extending twenty (20) feet from
the intersection of the lines, or in the case of a rounded line from the intersection of
the line extended (see following illustration A-1).

C.
Any property owner failing to trim or maintain any trees or shrubs in conformity with
this chapter shall be notified by the director of city public works or his/her designee.. Such
notice shall require trimming or maintenance in conformity with this chapter within ten (10)
days after service of such notice. Upon the expiration of such period, the director of public
works may cause the trimming or maintenance to be done and the cost thereof may be
collected from the owner of said property as a single lot assessment in accordance with section
1.306 of this code.
Section 2.

This ordinance shall be effective on August _______, 2019.

Section 3.
Notice of adoption of this ordinance shall be published within 10 days of its enactment
by publication of a digest, summary, or statement of purpose of the ordinance as provided by Chapter
VII, Section 7.5 of the Charter of the City of East Grand Rapids.
NOTICE OF ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE BY THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS:
Notice is hereby given that on August ___, 2018, the City Commission of the City of East Grand
Rapids adopted an ordinance amending Section 3.38 of Chapter 32 of Title III of the City Code. This
ordinance deals with a clear vision setback area for driveways and intersections with regard to the
location of trees, shrubs, and plants. The full text of the ordinance is available for inspection by and
distribution to the public at the office of the City Clerk. No further or additional publication of this
ordinance is required or contemplated.
City of East Grand Rapids

By

15116515_1.docx

Karen K. Brower
City Clerk.

CITY OF

EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE • EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49506
(616) 949-2110
www.eastgr.org
FRED BUNN
PARKS & RECREATION DIRECTOR

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Mayor and City Commissioners
Fred Bunn, Director of Parks & Recreation
October 14, 2019

RE:

Community Park, Recreation, Open Space and Greenway Plan Public Hearing

Action Requested: The City Commission hold a public hearing for the five-year Community Park,
Recreation, Open Space and Greenway Plan.
Background: As mandated by the Department of Natural Resources a public hearing shall occur prior
to the resolution for adoption. The public must be given the opportunity to provide comments prior to
passing a resolution to adopt the plan.
_________________________________
Doug La Fave, Acting City Manager

CITY OF

EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE • EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49506
(616) 949-2110
www.eastgr.org
FRED BUNN
PARKS & RECREATION DIRECTOR

MEMORANDUM
To:
Honorable Mayor and City Commissioners
From: Fred Bunn, Director of Parks and Recreation
Date: October 14, 2019
RE:

Resolution Adoption of Community Park, Recreation, Open Space and Greenway Plan

Action Requested: The City Commission adopt a resolution approving the five-year Community
Park, Recreation, Open Space and Greenway Plan as a guideline for improving recreation and natural
resources conservation for the residents of the City of East Grand Rapids.
Background: The Parks and Recreation Commission, MCSA Landscape Architects and Architects
along with citizen input from our community have helped develop a final draft of the five-year
Community Park, Recreation, Open Space and Greenway Plan. The process over the past seven
months has included a community wide survey with 536 responses, two community input meetings
and a 30-day plan review by the public. Every step of the process has offered community members
the opportunity to give input and provide comments.
Several of the proposed concept plans have not changed from the 2012 master plan and have been
moved forward into the current proposed plan. Concept plans provide a visual starting point for
possible development of recreation opportunities in our community. Any development project listed
in the master plan would be eligible to apply for grants through the Department of Natural Resources.
All development projects would be subject to any deed restrictions associated with said property.
On August 12, 2019 the Parks and Recreation Commission approved the final draft of the
Community Park, Recreation, Open Space and Greenway Plan and adopted a resolution by a vote of
8-0 with one commissioner absent. They recommend approval of the plan by the City Commission
and the adoption of the enclosed resolution.
Once adopted by the City Commission the plan will be placed on file with the Department of Natural
Resources for a period of five years from 2020 through 2024.

_________________________________
Doug La Fave, Acting City Manager
Enclosures

Community Park, Recreation, Open Space and Greenway Plan
For City Commission of the City of East Grand Rapids
Resolution of Adoption
WHEREAS, the City of East Grand Rapids has undertaken a planning process to determine the recreation
and natural resource conservation needs and desires of its residents during a five-year period covering
the years 2020 through 2024, and
WHEREAS, the City Commission is made up of representatives from the City of East Grand Rapids, and
WHEREAS, the City of East Grand Rapids began the process of developing a community park, recreation,
open space and greenway plan in accordance with the most recent guidelines developed by the
Department of Natural Resources and made available to local communities, and
WHEREAS, residents of the City of East Grand Rapids were provided with a well-advertised opportunity
during the development of the draft plan to express opinions, ask questions, and discuss all aspects of
the community park, recreation, open space and greenway plan, and
WHEREAS, the public was given a well-advertised opportunity and reasonable accommodations to
review the final draft plan / plan amendment for a period of at least 30 days for plan / two weeks for
amendments, and
WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on October 21, 2019 at the East Grand Rapids Community Center
located at 750 Lakeside Dr. SE to provide an opportunity for all residents of the planning area to express
opinions, ask questions, and discuss all aspects of the Community Park, Recreation, Open Space and
Greenway Plan, and
WHEREAS, the Parks and Recreation Commission has developed the plan as a guideline for improving
recreation and enhancing natural resource conservation for the City of East Grand Rapids, and
WHEREAS, after the public hearing, the City Commission voted to adopt said community park,
recreation, open space and greenway plan.
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED the City Commission hereby adopts the community park, recreation,
open space and greenway plan.
Yeas:
Nays:
Absent:
I, Karen Brower, City Clerk, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and original copy of a resolution
adopted by the City Commission at a regular meeting thereof held on the 21st day of October 2019.
______________________________________________
Karen Brower, City Clerk

The Manhattan Park area neighbors listed below are in favor of limiting the impact to our natural environment by:
•
•

Preserving the current natural and wooded areas at Manhattan Park
Keeping, maintaining and improving the current facilitates

We are concerned about the impacts proposed additions (i.e. multiple splash pads, "destination" playground, mountain biking trails)
will have on our neighborhood, specifically with increase in traffic on Manhattan Rd., as well as impact on surrounding natural areas.
Address
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EGR Community Meeting
Monday, July 8, 2019
NOTES

• Preserve underdeveloped wildlife and natural habitat
• Not every green space has to be developed, trailed, etc. It destroys the habitat
and Lake Ecosystems
• Better utilize parking at existing City maintenance building and Middle School
and provide signage
• Like double exit of Waterfront Additional Parking at Waterfront Trail Phase II
• Add park signage, benches and shelter to San Lu Rae Triangle Park
• Maximize tree plantings on improvements at parks
• Do not add parking at Waterfront Phase II
• Add recycling around lake for proper disposal of single use plastics and other
plastics
• Do not remove Trees
• Use Pavers whenever possible recycles materials to protect land breathability
• No more playgrounds
• Have City buy wetland acreage around Reeds lake near the East Beltline
(outside of City limits) and Preserve as natural and wildlife habitat and
prevent development
• Presentation by WMMBA to partner with City at Manhattan Park to build 5k
of Multi-Use Trails on Southeast side of Manhattan Park
• Add Spur Trails for Wetland Education
• Proposed Restroom Building at Manhattan Park shall be Family Style to all for
changing
• Less trees and more structure around play area to reduce maintenance.

EGR Community Meeting
Monday, June 10, 2019
NOTES

• Property emphasis on passive parks welcoming and sensitive to the
environmental needs of the lake and its wildlife
• No development/access to nesting areas. Promote tree growth and save old
trees and vegetation
• Recycling bins everywhere – for single use plastics, etc.
• Greenspace in EGR does not all have to be a playground or sports park
• Interpretive Garden Park with wildflower native plants at Schroeder Park
• Futsal/Street Soccer on tennis courts
• Storage of kayaks and canoes – rental of space or free
• Improve San Lu Rae / Utilize
• Splash pad at Manhattan
• Reeds Lake Blvd – Bathroom Availability advertised
• Hodenpyl Woods Trails – board and woodchip – make usable all year
• Schroeder Park should be the community garden (used by schools as well) or
natural prairie for bees, wildlife
• Manhattan softball upgrade – drainage
• Compost
• Offerings: youth sports and exercises classes, winter indoor soccer, trails
• Maintenance: Goose droppings, bigger budget, canapé improving, soccer field
at Manhattan, picnic area, trash bins and recycle bins
• Funding should be for new opportunities such as softball; not fancier
buildings
• Ice Skating was favored highly
• Wi-fi throughout Gaslight
• Shade Shelters
• Splash Pad
• Mountain Bike Trails
• Dog Parks
• Disc Golf
• Skate Park
• Monitor Fishing Parking – possible time limits
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SurveyMonkey

Q1 Do you live in East Grand Rapids?
Answered: 531

Skipped: 5

Yes, I am a
full-time...

No, I am not a
resident

I am a
property own...

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Yes, I am a full-time resident

86.06%

457

No, I am not a resident

13.56%

72

I am a property owner but do not reside here

0.38%

2

TOTAL

531
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Q2 Are You:
Answered: 530

Skipped: 6

Male

Female
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80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Male

48.11%

255

Female

52.26%

277

Total Respondents: 530
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Q3 How many people currently live in your household?
Answered: 527

Skipped: 9

1

2-3

4-5

6-7

8+
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90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

1

3.23%

2-3

39.47%

208

4-5

52.37%

276

6-7

4.93%

26

8+

0.00%

0

TOTAL

17

527
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Q4 How many people in your household are:
Answered: 529

Skipped: 7

Less than 6
years old

6-17 years old

18-24 years old

25-44 years old

45-64 years old

Greater than
65 years old
0

ANSWER CHOICES

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

AVERAGE NUMBER

1.4

1.6

1.8

2

TOTAL NUMBER

RESPONSES

Less than 6 years old

1

248

242

6-17 years old

2

506

316

18-24 years old

1

115

155

25-44 years old

2

571

346

45-64 years old

1

381

276

Greater than 65 years old

1

73

123

Total Respondents: 529
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Q5 Which of the City's parks and facilities have you or members of your
household utilized in the last 12 months?
Answered: 527

Skipped: 9

Waterfront Park

Manhattan
Recreation Area
John Collins
Park
Remington
Park/Hodenpy...
Schroeder
Property
San Lu Rae
Triangle
Griffith Park
(paved trail)

Steketee Woods
0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Waterfront Park

71.16%

375

Manhattan Recreation Area

75.33%

397

John Collins Park

84.44%

445

Remington Park/Hodenpyl Woods

41.75%

220

Schroeder Property

7.21%

San Lu Rae Triangle

23.34%

123

Griffith Park (paved trail)

24.86%

131

Steketee Woods

10.06%

53

Total Respondents: 527
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Q6 Check any of these Parks and Recreation Facilities you or members
of your household have utilized in the last 12 months.
Answered: 514

Skipped: 22

Douglas Walker
County Park

Kent County
Parks and...

East Grand
Rapids Publi...

Ottawa County
Parks
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10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Douglas Walker County Park

6.03%

Kent County Parks and Trails

70.23%

361

East Grand Rapids Public School Facilities after school hours (playgrounds, track, ball fields)

81.52%

419

Ottawa County Parks

31.71%

163

Total Respondents: 514
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Q7 Please rank the City's facilities you would like to see improved or
expanded. 1=High Priority, 8=Low Priority
Answered: 495

Skipped: 41

Waterfront
Park: 2205...
Manhattan
Recreation...
John Collins
Park: 650...
Remington
Park/Hodenpy...
Schroeder
Property: 26...
San Lu Rae
Triangle: 19...
Griffiths Park
(paved trail...
Steketee
Woods: 2748...
0

1

2

3

4

5

6

5

7

9

1

2

3

4

7

Waterfront Park: 2205 Reeds
Lake Blvd.

21.52%
82

28.08%
107

19.95%
76

11.29%
43

5.51%
21

3.94%
15

5.77%
22

Manhattan Recreation Area:
3180 Cascade Rd.

39.31%
171

21.38%
93

17.47%
76

6.44%
28

4.14%
18

2.99%
13

John Collins Park: 650
Lakeside Dr.

27.27%
114

21.77%
91

22.73%
95

11.48%
48

5.02%
21

Remington Park/Hodenpyl
Woods: 2500 Robinson Rd.

12.04%
46

14.14%
54

13.09%
50

35.86%
137

Schroeder Property: 2618
Reeds Lake Blvd.

0.28%
1

3.10%
11

8.73%
31

San Lu Rae Triangle: 1900
San Lu Rae Dr.

8.42%
32

5.53%
21

Griffiths Park (paved trail):
2816 Reeds Lake Blvd.

2.77%
10

Steketee Woods: 2748
Reeds Lake Blvd.

3.77%
14

10

TOTAL

SCORE

3.94%
15

381

5.94

3.22%
14

5.06%
22

435

6.38

4.31%
18

4.31%
18

3.11%
13

418

6.09

11.78%
45

5.76%
22

4.97%
19

2.36%
9

382

5.30

11.55%
41

36.06%
128

21.69%
77

12.96%
46

5.63%
20

355

3.75

6.32%
24

8.95%
34

9.74%
37

25.79%
98

10.00%
38

25.26%
96

380

3.50

9.70%
35

7.76%
28

8.31%
30

14.13%
51

16.07%
58

33.24%
120

8.03%
29

361

3.57

4.04%
15

6.20%
23

7.55%
28

8.63%
32

12.13%
45

17.52%
65

40.16%
149

371

2.80
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SurveyMonkey

Q8 What additional types of new parks would you most like to see in
the City?
Answered: 444

Skipped: 92

Neighborhood
Park

Natural Area

Sports Complex

None, we have
enough
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10%

20%
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40%
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70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Neighborhood Park

33.56%

149

Natural Area

33.78%

150

Sports Complex

20.05%

89

None, we have enough

12.61%

56

TOTAL

444
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SurveyMonkey

Q9 Which of the following activities/facilities would you most like to see
expanded or added in the City?
Answered: 528

Walking Trails

Biking on
Paved or...

Dog Park

Swimming
(outdoor lake)
Mountain Bike
Trails
Ice Skating
(outdoor)
Natural
Areas/Open...
Water Spray
Parks
Community
Garden

Playgrounds
Cross Country
Skiiing
Pickelball
Courts
Picnic
Facilities
Shade Shelter
in Parks
W-Fi
Connection i...
Benches and
Seating Areas

Fishing Access

Workout
Stations
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SurveyMonkey

Disc Golf
Course
Basketball
Courts...

Skateboard Park

Soccer Fields

Sand Volleyball

Shuffleboard
Courts

Tennis Courts

Horseshoe Pits
Baseball and
Softball Fields

Football Fields
0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Walking Trails

49.24%

260

Biking on Paved or Pathways

42.80%

226

Dog Park

41.10%

217

Swimming (outdoor lake)

37.69%

199

Mountain Bike Trails

35.80%

189

Ice Skating (outdoor)

33.33%

176

Natural Areas/Open Space

32.77%

173

Water Spray Parks

27.46%

145

Community Garden

27.27%

144

Playgrounds

26.89%

142

Cross Country Skiiing

25.38%

134

Pickelball Courts

21.59%

114

Picnic Facilities

20.64%

109

Shade Shelter in Parks

20.64%

109

W-Fi Connection in Parks

17.80%

94
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Benches and Seating Areas

16.10%

85

Fishing Access

14.96%

79

Workout Stations

14.39%

76

Disc Golf Course

13.07%

69

Basketball Courts (outdoor)

12.31%

65

Skateboard Park

11.17%

59

Soccer Fields

9.09%

48

Sand Volleyball

8.33%

44

Shuffleboard Courts

6.82%

36

Tennis Courts

6.25%

33

Horseshoe Pits

4.55%

24

Baseball and Softball Fields

4.36%

23

Football Fields

1.33%

7

Total Respondents: 528
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SurveyMonkey

Q10 How many times have you or members of your household visited the
Community Center in the past year?If you answered "none" please
proceed to question 11
Answered: 459

Skipped: 77

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Adults

99.13%

455

Children

72.33%

332
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Q11 Please indicate which facilities you or members of your household
have used or visited:
Answered: 502

Skipped: 34

Parks and
Recreation...

Multi-Purpose
Room (for...

Room Rental at
Community...

Private Party
at Community...

Library
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10%
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40%
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70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Parks and Recreation Department

67.13%

337

Multi-Purpose Room (for classes)

31.27%

157

Room Rental at Community Center

7.77%

39

Private Party at Community Center

12.15%

61

Library

92.03%

462

Total Respondents: 502
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Q12 In what recreation programming offered by The City of East Grand
Rapids have you or your family participated in the last year?
Answered: 524

Skipped: 12

None

Youth

Adult

Older Adult

Special Event

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

None

29.39%

154

Youth

56.11%

294

Adult

19.85%

104

Older Adult

1.15%

6

Special Event

18.13%

95

Total Respondents: 524
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SurveyMonkey

Q13 If you answered "none" to Question 12 above, please indicate your
reason for non-participation.
Answered: 170

Skipped: 366

Not interested
in programs...
Use
alternative...
Registration
is difficult
Time of
program is...
Not enough
time for...
Fees are too
costly
Location of
program is n...
Not aware of
programs...
Prefer more
competitive...

Transportation
Lack of child
care
0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Not interested in programs offered

30.59%

52

Use alternative recreational programming

18.24%

31

Registration is difficult

0.00%

0

Time of program is inconvenient

18.24%

31

Not enough time for participation

22.94%

39

Fees are too costly

6.47%

11

Location of program is not convenient

6.47%

11

Not aware of programs offered

19.41%

33

Prefer more competitive sport leagues for my child

4.12%

7
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Transportation

0.00%

0

Lack of child care

8.24%

14

Total Respondents: 170
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Q14 How would you rate the maintenance of East Grand Rapids Parks
you have visited?
Answered: 517

Skipped: 19

Waterfront Park

Manhattan
Recreation Area

John Collins
Park

Remington
Park/Hodenpy...

Schroeder
Property
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Property

San Lu Rae
Triangle

Griffiths Park
(paved trail)

Steketee Woods

0%

10%

Excellent

20%

30%

Good
EXCELLENT

Waterfront Park
Manhattan Recreation Area
John Collins Park
Remington Park/Hodenpyl Woods
Schroeder Property

40%

Fair

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Poor

GOOD

FAIR

POOR

TOTAL

WEIGHTED AVERAGE

42.08%
194

53.58%
247

4.12%
19

0.22%
1

461

1.62

24.84%
117

54.99%
259

17.62%
83

2.55%
12

471

1.98

45.27%
220

48.56%
236

5.76%
28

0.41%
2

486

1.61

21.33%
74

50.72%
176

23.63%
82

4.32%
15

347

2.11

23.27%
57

54.29%
133

21.63%
53

0.82%
2

245

2.00
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San Lu Rae Triangle
Griffiths Park (paved trail)
Steketee Woods

SurveyMonkey

27.07%
85

49.68%
156

20.38%
64

2.87%
9

314

1.99

27.86%
78

58.21%
163

13.93%
39

0.00%
0

280

1.86

23.08%
57

55.47%
137

19.84%
49

1.62%
4

247

2.00
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Q15 Please indicate which green initiatives you think would be most
effective.
Answered: 490

Skipped: 46

Reduce
mown/irrigat...
Increase
native tree ...
Increase
wildflower...
Energy saving
techniques...
Promote
non-motorize...
Use of
recycled...
Recycle bins
in parks
Increase use
of porous pa...
Remove
non-native...
0%
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30%

40%
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70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Reduce mown/irrigated lawn areas

24.29%

119

Increase native tree and shrub planting

53.67%

263

Increase wildflower areas

50.20%

246

Energy saving techniques (solar power, LED lights, timers, etc)

47.14%

231

Promote non-motorized transportation to parks

38.37%

188

Use of recycled products and materials

43.47%

213

Recycle bins in parks

60.20%

295

Increase use of porous paved surfaces for natural drainage (parking areas)

40.00%

196

Remove non-native plants from our natural areas located in our parks

38.57%

189

Total Respondents: 490
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Q16 Please rate, in order of priority, how you feel park and recreation
funding should be spent.
Answered: 515

Skipped: 21

Upgrade and/or
improve...

Purchase land
for new...

Expand trails

Maintain
existing par...
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Develop
currently ow...

0%

Low

10%

20%

30%

Medium Low

40%

Medium
LOW

Upgrade and/or improve existing park facilities
Purchase land for new parks/open space when available
Expand trails
Maintain existing park facilities
Develop currently owned city park natural areas with
trails

50%

60%

70%

Medium High

80%

90% 100%

High

MEDIUM LOW

MEDIUM

MEDIUM HIGH

2.77%
14

9.90%
50

26.93%
136

33.47%
169

26.93%
136

505

21.21%
105

18.59%
92

21.82%
108

20.00%
99

18.38%
91

495

6.16%
31

12.13%
61

23.46%
118

26.44%
133

31.81%
160

503

1.98%
10

3.95%
20

22.13%
112

33.60%
170

38.34%
194

506

6.00%
30

10.00%
50

21.80%
109

28.80%
144

33.40%
167

500
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Q17 The City will continue to solicit state and federal grant funding and
private donations/fund raising for recreation facility development
and improvements. What other funding options should be considered?
Answered: 408

Skipped: 128

Increased
portion of E...

Increased park
user fees...

Increased
programming...

Park and
recreation...

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Increased portion of East Grand Rapids general tax dollars

46.08%

188

Increased park user fees (rental facilities, etc.)

38.73%

158

Increased programming fees

19.61%

80

Park and recreation mileage

50.98%

208

Total Respondents: 408
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Q18 Check all of the organizations that you or members of your
household have used for indoor and outdoor recreation activities during
the last 12 months.
Answered: 518

Skipped: 18

Public Schools

Churches
Private Youth
Sports Teams

YMCA

Private Clubs

East Grand
Rapids Parks...
Neighboring
Cities and...
Michigan State
Parks

County Parks

National Parks
0%
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40%
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60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Public Schools

71.24%

369

Churches

30.50%

158

Private Youth Sports Teams

30.12%

156

YMCA

27.99%

145

Private Clubs

39.00%

202

East Grand Rapids Parks and Recreation

79.15%

410

Neighboring Cities and Townships

44.59%

231

Michigan State Parks

75.10%

389

County Parks

63.32%

328

National Parks

50.58%

262
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Q19 Please indicate activities you and/or members of your household
enjoy:
Answered: 526

Skipped: 10
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Visiting
playgrounds

Visiting parks

Pickleball

Road Cycling

Mountain Biking

Walking

Dog Walking

Running/Jogging

Fishing

Tennis

Picnicking

Birding
Active Sports
(Baseball,...
Nature Trail
Walks
Attending
Special Even...

Lake Swimming

Boating

Canoeing,
Kayaking and...
0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Visiting playgrounds

54.37%
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Visiting parks

76.81%

404

Pickleball

13.88%

73

Road Cycling

41.06%

216

Mountain Biking

38.40%

202

Walking

81.18%

427

Dog Walking

54.94%

289

Running/Jogging

55.51%

292

Fishing

33.65%

177

Tennis

31.37%

165

Picnicking

36.69%

193

Birding

11.03%

58

Active Sports (Baseball, Softball, Basketball, Soccer, Football, etc.)

43.35%

228

Nature Trail Walks

69.96%

368

Attending Special Events (concerts and movies, etc.)

58.37%

307

Lake Swimming

47.53%

250

Boating

36.31%

191

Canoeing, Kayaking and Stand-Up Paddle Boarding

64.83%

341

Total Respondents: 526
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Q20 How important is it to have the following in The City of East Grand
Rapids:
Answered: 515

Skipped: 21

Sports Parks

Community Parks

Neighborhood
Parks

Inclusive
Programs

Historical/Cult
ural Programs

0%

10%

20%

Very Important

30%

40%

Important

VERY IMPORTANT

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Not Important

IMPORTANT
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NOT IMPORTANT

TOTAL

WEIGHTED AVERAGE
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Sports Parks
Community Parks
Neighborhood Parks

Inclusive Programs
Historical/Cultural Programs

SurveyMonkey

37.82%
191

46.34%
234

15.84%
80

505

1.78

82.19%
420

16.63%
85

1.17%
6

511

1.19

67.51%
345

27.59%
141

4.89%
25

511

1.37

53.99%
264

35.38%
173

10.63%
52

489

1.57

24.80%
122

50.81%
250

24.39%
120

492

2.00
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Q21 There is a need for more programs for the following ages:
Answered: 490

Skipped: 46

Youth 2-8
years old

Youth 9-12
years old

Teen

Young Adult
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Adult

Senior

0%

10%

20%

Strongly Agree

30%

40%

Agree

50%

60%

Disagree

70%

80%

90% 100%

Strongly Disagree

Don't Know
STRONGLY
AGREE

AGREE

DISAGREE

STRONGLY
DISAGREE

DON'T
KNOW

TOTAL

WEIGHTED
AVERAGE

Youth 2-8 years
old

12.47%
57

22.54%
103

23.85%
109

4.16%
19

36.98%
169

457

3.31

Youth 9-12 years
old

9.76%
45

25.60%
118

19.52%
90

3.04%
14

42.08%
194

461

3.42

17.35%
80

25.81%
119

13.45%
62

1.74%
8

41.65%
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3.25
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46

26.50%
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Q22 How would you rate the overall Parks and Recreation Facilities
provided by The City of East Grand Rapids?
Answered: 520

Skipped: 16
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Q23 To what degree do you think Parks and Recreation contribute
to East Grand Rapids being....
Answered: 511

Skipped: 25
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A community with a high quality of
life
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suggestions please feel free to use the space below.
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Skipped: 394
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Q24 Thank you for your participation. If you have additional comments or
suggestions please feel free to use the space below.
Answered: 142

Skipped: 394

#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

Futsal fields would be an excellent addition for young and not so old. Low maintenance, take up
minimal space and could be source of revenue via leagues

6/12/2019 4:33 PM

2

There is currently an effort to promote the construction of a Futsal field within the EGR parks
umbrella. I support that effort as the parent of a soccer player who knows it would be used by my
child and many of his friends.

6/11/2019 10:08 PM

3

I'd love to see a couple of futsal courts. There are many boys from different soccer clubs who
gather in EGR to play pick up soccer. I think that the same would happen with futsal if there were
courts available. Thanks!

6/11/2019 8:54 PM

4

Please consider modifying existing court space into. Futsol court

6/11/2019 8:01 PM

5

Please consider small improvements and multi-use options to increase use of facilities without
breaking the bank. 1) We don't need another big sports complex development, but a few small
playgrounds within shorter distance of the homes would be nice. The school playgrounds are
insufficient for children up to age 5 and there are many of them. Little kids love splash pads in the
summer. 2) Re-purpose school tennis court(s) to multi-use courts. Remove one of 2-4 tennis nets
in an existing court, add (shallow) goal posts on the edge of the court, and there you have a Futsal
court already. Paint a few lines and you're done. 3) Cull geese eggs to reduce the feces in the
parks. On a process note, this survey seems written by someone who likes trails and pickle ball.
Nothing wrong perse, but I'm concerned that you only get (and measure) what you ask for, and not
what people might propose without prompting limited options. Thank you so much for doing this
survey.

6/11/2019 2:20 PM

6

We need futsal courts, preferably somewhere where kids can and will easily walk or bike to them.
Manhattan is too far.

6/11/2019 11:40 AM

7

1. We love John Collins Park. It's always filled with people and visually supports that EGR is an
active, vibrant and welcoming city. Sue and I would love to see the addition of "rings" and "pull up"
bars in John Collins park. Santa Monica beach has a lot these features and it is amazing how
many people use them. Others watch the expert athletes perform on them and also cheer on the
newbies. These features are static AND quiet in operation and require little ongoing maintenance,
yet deliver so much attention. The surface below the area could be astro turf to maintain the green
space. Link to Santa Monica: https://antranik.org/a-typical-sunday-at-the-santa-monica-rings-anadults-playground/ 2. Another area at Marina Green in San Francisco is interesting to consider.
See link below. This is another low maintenance and quiet installation that promotes community
fitness. We loved working out in this area and testing ourselves. Again, it was highly used by both
seasoned athletes and newcomers. The cool thing is that this was right off the running trail so
runners could could stop to increase strength while on their running runs. Link to Marina Green
https://hoodline.com/2016/05/marina-green-free-al-fresco-workouts 3. As an avid mountain biker, it
would be really cool to lace together a trail system in EGR using Hodenpyl Woods, Steketee
Woods and Manhattan Trails. The mountain bike community (WMMBA) is famous for supporting
trail maintenance and managing their community. They are also famous for hoisting a few beers
after a ride which would really support our local businesses. This is probably a stretch, but I
thought I would mention it.

6/5/2019 11:08 AM

8

Consider security cameras at Manhattan Reduce use of pesticides/herbicides and reduce mowed
lawn areas Parks and rec staff could improve interaction skills Trash overflows following sporting
events: increase trash containers, empty more often, add recycling options for waste

6/5/2019 10:58 AM

9

The city should start redistributing some of the tax dollars to areas other than San Lu Rae or
around Reeds Lake. There have been countless times the streets on San Lu Rae have been
repaved over and over again, but other streets and areas in lesser known EGR neighborhoods are
neglected. It's a good thing the EGR school system is what brings in new families to live here and
pay the high taxes. If not for that, EGR wouldn't be what it is today...start spreading the wealth
around the lesser known areas around the EGR border and not always by the super wealthy...

5/31/2019 3:41 PM
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10

Please update or remodel Manhattan park. We have so many new young families moving in this
area. The park is a dump compared to others.

5/31/2019 8:58 AM

11

More classes for younger kids after work hours 5/6. All the young classes are mid day and for
working moms- we can’t partake.

5/31/2019 8:41 AM

12

This survey was a little long. If you get a low response it might be because of the length of the
survey. I recommend no more than ten questions.

5/30/2019 7:24 AM

13

I would like you to revisit charging more for non-residents to participate in middle school sports. It
doesn’t impact me personally, but I think it sends a bad message to students who are here
thorough the schools of choice program.

5/28/2019 11:33 AM

14

We live just outside of East. Thank you for the programs offered and the great community
neighbors.

5/27/2019 9:31 AM

15

Better lacrosse classes for our younger girls, longer seasons and more games.

5/24/2019 9:23 PM

16

I have lived in cities of all sizes throughout the United States. East Grand Rapids is the most
active neighborhood I have ever lived in. I believe developing protected bike paths (ex:
https://peopleforbikes.org/green-lane-project/protected-bike-lanes-101/) on high traffic routes (to
access the High School/Middle School, Gas Light Village) can better protect the safety of the
countless kids that ride bikes to school and also encourage more adults to choose alternative
methods of transportation (biking) vs mindlessly jumping in a car for a short trip to a store. One of
the most interesting things about East Grand Rapids is that the biking culture is nearly opposite
from the larger cities I have lived in (Portland, Oregon and Denver, Colorado)... a lot of kids bike in
order to get to school and activities, but very few adults utilize bikes as a method of transport to
access stores/shops in the neighborhood. Now - I don't have any statistical evidence other than
my observations - but I frequently ride to work (Blodgett Hospital) and to stores and shopping
centers (Gaslight and Breton Village). I would be excited to see safe bike lanes/paths!

5/24/2019 9:20 PM

17

Provide bike lanes and educate the adult bikers that if they are biking without young children that
they should be in the roads and not on the sidewalks. Remind bikers in the roads that they are a
vehicle and must therefore follow the same rules as automobiles and offer the same courtesy to
automobile drivers that they want the automobile drivers to extend to the bikers. The same should
apply also to those running in the streets.

5/24/2019 11:24 AM

18

One of the things that drew my family to EGR was the large amount of green space & trails. We
frequently walk around the lake and have picnics at Manhattan Park with our 2yo daughter. Would
absolutely love to have a splash pad added somewhere in the community!

5/24/2019 8:48 AM

19

Please explore options for blue zone community More advertising the commitment to principles
that mimic these blue zone communities

5/24/2019 7:37 AM

20

My only suggestion would be with respect to pools. I understand that the City pays for Wealthy
pool and about have of the high school pool. For programming the schools are a barrier to
community use, they do not want that community to be a part of using facilities as they do not
allow for any reasonable use times. As a community that works together, the schools should be
more cooperative back with the parks department. We have to use other pools like the Kroc Center
or YMCA because the availability of times for pools we pay for through city and school taxes are
not available for anyone unless you are a high school student. I thought the pools and how we
fund them were for the community as a whole?

5/21/2019 12:22 PM

21

I noticed that there is a trash can for recycling at John Collins Park then there is not a trash can for
non recycled trash so people just put everything in the recycling can. Also, I love that there is a
special needs swing at the Woodcliff playground but would love to see a similar swing at other
playgrounds. We have a teen with disabilities who loves to swing and we always have to go there.
We have a dog. Many people have dogs. It would be nice to have a dog park. Cascade Township
park has one and it's great but such a long drive.

5/12/2019 8:40 PM

22

would not encourage lake swimming would remove public access to reeds lake

5/7/2019 2:08 PM

23

Mountain biking improves community health and has a higher probability of being mor people from
near by communities to EGR and thus help local business.

5/6/2019 9:56 PM

24

We need a nice playground with a splash pad. The playgrounds are depressing!

5/6/2019 6:42 PM

25

Parks and Rec staff need to be friendlier, they seem to have an a chip on their shoulders

5/2/2019 7:53 PM

26

More benches, please!!

5/2/2019 4:03 PM
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27

I couldn’t answer question 7, since the only option was to ask fo improvements.

5/2/2019 3:06 PM

28

We love East with the walk ability, unique shops and restaurants, amazing schools and safety!
Would love to add sidewalks to the roads without like cascade for an example, add mountain biking
trails and Frisbee golf

5/2/2019 2:56 PM

29

People are using the school playgrounds as unofficial "dog parks". It would be nice to provide a
better area for such use. San Lu Rae and Mary Avenue Triangles seem like good locations.
Neither is utilized to it's potential.

5/2/2019 2:32 PM

30

Overall, we have been very happy with the parks and programs offered through the Parks & Rec. I
was surprised by some of the high costs for youth summer sports camps this year. They did not
seem to be in-line with the costs at YMCA, Calvin, or Aquinas.

5/2/2019 1:48 PM

31

We have noticed consistently that general maintenance of the parks could be kept up better.
Emptying trash bins, un-mowed lawn, etc.

5/1/2019 9:54 AM

32

EGR parks are great! Mountain biking trails and adult volleyball would be awesome additions.
Thanks!

4/30/2019 5:48 PM

33

A mountain bike tail and adult volleyball would be great additions to already awesome parks!
Thanks for your great work

4/30/2019 5:47 PM

34

Thank you!

4/30/2019 5:38 PM

35

Make more use of volunteer programs

4/30/2019 2:12 PM

36

East Grand Rapids needs a skatepark. There are almost no skateparks in the city of grand rapids.
The ones that are available are old, worn out or in a bad location of town. A simple park with
concrete grinding ledges, grinding rail and mini ramp would fulfill the need of any skateboarder
especially children. The city has a huge skateboard community yet there is almost no parks. If you
were to drive past any skatepark they are almost always being used. They wouldn't sit empty like
another tennis court or basketball court would

4/30/2019 1:59 PM

37

This is a moonshot, but I would love to see a long, continuous section of waterfront be dedicated to
a public park. (Like Lincoln Park in Chicago). In EGR, this could extend from Gilmore park to the
Middle School.

4/30/2019 12:19 PM

38

I would like to see mountain bike trails in development.

4/30/2019 12:01 PM

39

As a mountain trail biker, I often have to drive to a trail system out of town like Luton park, Merrell
trail or cannonburg ski. It would be amazing if there was a small dirt bike trail somewhere in
Manhatten park or near reeds lake that people could easily bike to and especially ride with kids.

4/29/2019 10:32 PM

40

Our family would be very interested in expanding trails at Manhattan park for mountain biking.

4/29/2019 10:31 PM

41

I think hiking/ mountain bike trails could improve the city and things it has to offer the community

4/29/2019 7:36 PM

42

Make use of Manhattan wilderness area with “designed” mountain biking and hiking trails.

4/29/2019 7:11 PM

43

1) Waterfront park should be open for swimming 2) Trails that are prone to flooding/mud in
Hodenpyl woods should be rerouted to higher elevation. Currently not very sustainable long term
3) Would love to see trails for mountain biking on EGR. Manhattan Park may offer opportunity. 4)
coordinate with transportation/bike masterplans of neighboring cities to improve non-car access.
For example, San Luis Rae could easily support fully protected bike lanes, but is instead terrifying
to bike on with my 5 yr old due to cars traveling the super wide road at excessively high speed

4/29/2019 7:09 PM

44

Add mountain bike trails!

4/29/2019 6:43 PM

45

I would really like to see a mountain bike trail system developed

4/29/2019 5:52 PM

46

Mountain Bike Trails - XC Ski Trails Maybe a major corporate sponsor would partner like the
Merrell Mountain Bike Trail in Rockford.

4/29/2019 5:50 PM

47

Ok

4/29/2019 5:10 PM

48

Would love to see some natural surface/mountain biking trails at Manhattan Park.

4/29/2019 4:51 PM

49

I'd love to be contacted about adding dog sport options to get dogs practice. It would be great to
get some outdoor equipment for agility and some space to get coaches to train! I would much
rather take these classes through EGR to support the community, and I know EGR is a huge dog
community! traxlera@outlook.com is my email

4/29/2019 12:29 PM
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50

Mixed recycling needs to be implemented at the school sporting events (football, basketball, etc)
as well at every park.

4/29/2019 8:33 AM

51

Too many dogs off leash on sidewalks, and in parks, playgrounds. Need a place for them to run.
Also, way too much pet waste left on sidewalks (bagged and not bagged). It’s a problem that
devalues our city, it’s disgusting, disrespectful of neighbors, environmentally damaging and
unhealthy. When people from outside EGR hear about the frequency of bagged pet waste left
behind, they’re shocked. Please work to address this.

4/29/2019 5:39 AM

52

Another pavilion at Manhattan Park would be nice. It is very popular with youth sport teams at the
end of the season and it would be helpful to have another covered area with seating.

4/28/2019 3:04 PM

53

Hodenpyl Woods seems under-maintained. We use that area quite a bit and would love to see
some improvements on trails. More parking for trail users would also be appreciated...perhaps
toward back of lot away from the ball field.

4/28/2019 12:14 PM

54

I’d love to see Mtn bike trails and a dog park.

4/27/2019 11:51 AM

55

I really think our community would benefit from a dog park; I realize that would require a fair
amount of space, but it would hopefully reduce the number of people with loose dogs at our other
public parks / school yards.

4/27/2019 10:36 AM

56

It would be nice if Reeds Lake Trail was an actual paved trail and not just sidewalk for the majority
of it. It would be nice to have public swimming/beach access instead of just at the yacht club. It
would be nice to figure out how to make Bonnell Park a public park.

4/27/2019 10:18 AM

57

I would love to see something happen with the space behind the Wealthy D&W...great spot for a
dog park!!

4/26/2019 9:32 PM

58

I feel that Manhattan Park is really the main community park for the city with sports fields,
playground equipment and a picnic shelter. No other parks offer those base park amenities.
Therefore, investments should be make in that park. A splash of would be great and some more
shade. Maybe a splash pad with a shade structure would be ideal. Oh and beer and wine permits
should be tied to picnic shelter rentals. The city of GR does that and it is nice to have for park
rentals.

4/26/2019 8:09 PM

59

Adding a safe navigable cross country course at Manhattan Park for the future!

4/26/2019 5:40 PM

60

Please put in a splash pad or community outdoor pool!!

4/26/2019 4:24 PM

61

A Dog Park would be a great asset to the community. Hoedenpyl Woods should be left as rustic
as possible while maintaining access to passable trails (not in good condition now)

4/26/2019 4:08 PM

62

I don't want to pay more taxes. I like the parks the way they are. I would like to see a dog park,
and less goose poop in Collins Park.

4/26/2019 3:07 PM

63

Improve Manhattan Park. Better fields, splash-pad, trails, playground, etc.

4/26/2019 2:28 PM

64

Add shade in John Collins park

4/24/2019 6:02 PM

65

Thanks for asking our opinions! We look forward to new changes!

4/24/2019 4:35 PM

66

A splash pad please!!!

4/24/2019 10:39 AM

67

Please consider expanding and opening more opportunities for public open water swimming.

4/22/2019 9:22 PM

68

Would love to see splash pad at a park like manhattan park, or some type of activity area in
SanLue Rae park

4/22/2019 3:04 PM

69

Water fountains for existing loop around the lake

4/22/2019 1:40 PM

70

I think we should have a skate park.

4/20/2019 11:09 PM

71

I firmly believe the existing parks should be enhanced prior to considering new ones. The
Hodenpyl and Manhattan woods trails for example have incredible potential and they are
underutilized at best and neglected at worst. Examples: Manhattan's trails would be much more
useful with appropriate signage giving trail directions. The Hodenpyl trails are barely maintained,
and are sunk in mud most of the time due to a poor effort of wood chipping. Most concerning to me
walking Hodenpyl north of the lake, south of Reeds LB, there has been a quite large "widowmaker"
fallen tree wedged over the path for months. Do Parks staff check these trails? What a liability for
the city! There are certainly minimal cost, high impact projects like these that should be pursued
long before the idea of new parks.

4/20/2019 3:27 PM
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72

It would be so wonderful to have a public beach on reeds lake!! I would also love to see a park for
kids and picnic area on the Schroeder property. If you could find a way to expand the sidewalks
around the lake where the trail goes, it would help a lot with strollers, bikes, etc. I would also like to
see more bike lanes, a repair station, bike racks, and facilities for cyclists. Thank you for asking for
input!

4/20/2019 9:52 AM

73

Making Robinson safe for non-motorized traffic should be a high priority, as it could provide an
additional loop or connection to the Reeds Lake Trail. The old bridge between Plymouth and
Lakeside is particularly stressful. I would also love to see bike lanes on Lake Drive and Robinson.

4/20/2019 6:54 AM

74

Playground and swimming at Collin park would be perfect specially with kids. At the moment you
are only allowed to swim at Reeds Lake when you’re a member of the yacht club.

4/20/2019 6:36 AM

75

I am appalled at the way Remington park has been maintained by the city. When visitors pull into
the city parking lot they see trash, it smells awful. With all of the attention paid to the other athletic
facilities it is a shame that that area can’t be cleaned up/contained/ managed better. It has
improved but is still an embarrassment compared to our other facilities. Parking is also an issue and now made worse that we have to pay to park in the parking structure/ have lost spots to
spectrum. You can not host an event in the community center when there is no parking; you can’t
visit the library during the day as there often is no parking available. What little green space that is
left should be maintained, not sold off to build more ugly huge houses.

4/19/2019 9:17 PM

76

Our family just moved to EGR about 6 months ago and absolutely love it. The reason we chose
this area was the walkability and how beautifully maintained everything appeared. We have
remarked several times, however, that it is strange, with how centrally located everything is around
the Gaslight Village and given how many young families there are in the area, that there is not a
centralized playground park for the community (like in the John Collins area). Also, we were a bit
surprised this winter, given how active the community is even in unfavorable conditions, that the
paved trails around Reed’s Lake were not better cleared of snow for those wishing to get out and
exercise. But all in all, you all are doing an amazing job, and we appreciate what you do so much!

4/19/2019 5:25 PM

77

I have lived here for 11 years and was unaware of some of the parks/community areas mentioned.
Perhaps better sharing of information.

4/19/2019 4:54 PM

78

Overall you're doing an awesome job and this is a great place to live because of the parks and rec
programs, maintenance, and continued improvements. As humans, we always wish for more :)

4/19/2019 3:22 PM

79

As I mentioned above- EGRA Waves is actively researching programming and design of a 2535,000 square foot indoor pool facility with 1 competitive pool and 1 programming pool. We should
coordinate. board@egrawaves.com

4/19/2019 1:48 PM

80

I strongly feel we need a dog park (see above comment) and way more use of recycling
containers,

4/19/2019 1:11 PM

81

I think EGR does a good job and the shape of the community shows it. Pickleball is a hot sport for
seniors....especially former tennis players like myself. I know it irritates a tennis community and I
understand that. But a lot of these courts sit empty and I travel a fair amount to play PB and it is a
great way to show off a community that has it together....like this one does

4/19/2019 11:45 AM

82

It seems there may be a software "glitch" in question #7....it wouldn't "hold" my answers.

4/19/2019 11:29 AM

83

Provide more activities for older community members like those offered at the Wyoming Senior
Center.

4/19/2019 11:09 AM

84

Winter Plowing of the existing trails is abysmal. A trail around Reeds lake that is maintained would
great.

4/19/2019 10:01 AM

85

Our family is consistently thrilled with the offerings from EGR Parks and Recs. Their staff is helpful
and accommodating. The activities are excellent and reasonably priced. EGR Parks and Recs is a
cornerstone of our community. It provides a way for us to connect, stay active and enjoy the
beautiful communal spaces.

4/19/2019 9:45 AM

86

please train park and recreation employees re: interactional skills with community residents

4/19/2019 9:10 AM

87

Please add mountain bike trails in Manhattan. I love biking and I know a lot of my friends and
family love it too. It would be very good for everyone who loves biking and for people to try
something new. It would also provide sort of a home base for my mountain bike team that is set
here.

4/19/2019 7:21 AM

88

Please add Mountain Bike trails to Manhattan park.

4/19/2019 7:20 AM
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89

More Bike lanes in the road would be nice to get to parks. More recycling containers all over the
city. Mountain biking trails. Concert stage for concerts. Food truck area in summer. Winter
activities like outdoor skating. Ice sculptures. Igloos with heat and seating along the lake. Public
bonfires on the lake under the stars.

4/19/2019 6:46 AM

90

Add mountain bike trails or youth biking activities similar to GR bike park

4/18/2019 10:36 PM

91

Very happy resident here - would love to see a splash pad at Manhattan or Collins Park and what
a dream to have a public access small beach area on the Lake. Thanks for allowing some input!

4/18/2019 10:14 PM

92

We love biking, outdoor music, natural adventures. It might be good to share more information,
maps, etc about some of the lesser known parks. Steketee for example was a new one for me.
Thank you

4/18/2019 10:07 PM

93

Beechwood park does not seem like much of a park, it’s more a road that disappears underwater
in the spring. It needs to be developed.

4/18/2019 9:53 PM

94

We are so fortunate to live in East Grand Rapids, with such great support for parks and recreation.
I thank the city for providing us with a robust parks and recreation department theater goes out of
its way to keep up and strives to improve the facilities and programs for residents of all ages.

4/18/2019 9:24 PM

95

Need to park illegally, repeatedly, after driving around for 15 minutes because there are no other
places to park during PAID youth activities at the community center. Will not be signing up for any
more classes!

4/18/2019 9:11 PM

96

As a teacher in the district, I think a partnership with EGRPS students would be extremely
beneficial. I would love to welcome city employees to speak in our classroom and/or participate in
programs, such as parks clean up, invasive species clean up, recycling/trash awareness
programs, trail building, watershed research, etc. It would be great to have a liaison that could
work with the schools to partner up students with our community.

4/18/2019 9:08 PM

97

You guys do a great job! Thank you for your hard work, for soliciting community input, and for the
thought you have put into previous projects. We should all be proud of what we already have. I'm
excited to see what the future brings!

4/18/2019 9:05 PM

98

Support local businesses. The vast majority of your programs are bringing in people who don’t live
or work here. So many wonderful businesses right here in EGR. #supportlocal and give back to
your community that supports the residents.

4/18/2019 8:21 PM

99

I've lived here 15 years and I have never heard of some of the 'parks' listed in this survey that are
in East. Quite a few of those listed I have never heard of!!

4/18/2019 8:10 PM

100

Not at to time

4/18/2019 7:04 PM

101

I would really like to see swimming from Collins park legalized

4/18/2019 5:15 PM

102

Manhattan park has overgrown trails, outdated exercise stations along trails, beer bottles and
glass throughout the woods, dog poop and cigarette butts. My house adjoins Manhattan Park and
this is the worst shape I have seen it in the 15 years I have lived next to it. It is the largest park
with the least amount of funding put towards improvements and maintenance.

4/18/2019 4:00 PM

103

Keep up the great work! Your staff is excellent and so kind. Please add or upgrade more
playgrounds! And we'd love to swim in Reeds Lake!!!

4/18/2019 3:57 PM

104

I think there need to be public waste bins for dog waste on the main washing routes. I don’t have
or walk a dog, but see so much waster (poop and discarded poop bags). It’s a huge problem often
discussed in the EGR FB Page. No mention of street parties or community events like art shows,
concerts etc. I think there should be more of these.

4/18/2019 3:56 PM

105

I have brought up to commissioners and the park and rec staff, I have been bothered by the
exgtreme mud on the trail at Hodenply woods and therefor it is almost not useable for about 9 out
of 10 days -- only when the weather has been very dry or the ground is frozen can you go on the
trail without sinking 5 inches into deep mud. If there can be some way to plank small portions(like
huff or blandford parks in GR) and woodchip the rest this gem could be utilized. I don't want to see
the natural beauty or route changed, but just something to make the walk useable without deep
mud. Also the other parks mentioned -- Steketee woods, etc I don't think access or signage or
knowledge of these are dispensed well -- I have lived here 14 years and don't know where they
are or who to access. I wasn't sure San Lu Rae had a park. Could we possible sign the access
points better so that all residents and visitors know it is public land and accessible to all? That
would be lovely. Thank you for your work and time and consideration of my thoughts.

4/18/2019 3:35 PM

6/8

East Grand Rapids Community Parks and Recreation Survey

SurveyMonkey

106

Manhattan park is in need of upgrades.

4/18/2019 3:31 PM

107

The fire hydrant near the volleyball courts at Manhattan park looks like an accident waiting to
happen. Also, when we rented the pavilion we were disappointed there wasn't a hose bib.
Hodenpyl Woods on the Remington Park side gets overgrown to the point of unusable in the
summer. Some trail trimming would be nice. I saw the entry being trimmed last summer but I don't
think the rest of the trail was?

4/18/2019 3:18 PM

108

More playground areas for toddler/preschool age children would be wonderful.

4/18/2019 3:13 PM

109

Manhattan Park becomes and stays very soggy after even a small amount of precipitation. Better
water control needs to be explored there.

4/18/2019 3:08 PM

110

I’d like to see splash pads installed - whether that be on elementary schools playgrounds or in
public parks. Consider something that could be convertible to an ice skating rink in the winter? The
list of adult leagues is poor. Softball and soccer isn’t inclusive. The opportunity for a couple to sign
up to join a sport - such as doubles tennis - would be appreciated. Facilities aren’t lacking. The city
being a coordinator and proponent is missing.

4/18/2019 3:03 PM

111

N/a

4/18/2019 3:00 PM

112

The neighborhood 'parks' of San Lu Rae, Mary Ave and Beachwood feel, and are treated as,
extensions of private property. They need to be utilized as public places or made private. The
Gillmore, Beachwood and Mary Ave Triangle parks were shown on the map but not even listed in
the questions.

4/18/2019 2:52 PM

113

parks and rec does an excellent job and always has.

4/18/2019 2:52 PM

114

Small dog stations with disposal and bags available throughout areas of the entire city for dog
waste, the school's end up getting the majority of the waste and many leave dog waste in people's
yards.

4/18/2019 2:50 PM

115

Development of the Schroder Property is a misuse of funds. Funds overall should be better spent
on law enforcement and making EGR a more peaceful place to live. There are too many loud,
cars, mortorcycles that make walking around the lake unpleasurable. Our police officers should be
ticketing cars with loud or no mufflers, but this isn't and hasn't happened for a long time. We live
right off hodenpyle woods and all the speeding cars are a danger to pedestrians. Please consider
the safety and peace of EGR's residents over frivolous spending on things like turning a property
into a parking lot. We pay a lot in taxes here. We deserve to have peace, not additional taxes for
projects that will bring more noise and disruptions.

4/18/2019 2:42 PM

116

Outdoor stage/music venue would also be wonderful!

4/18/2019 2:38 PM

117

Would love to see 2-3 Pickleball courts added

4/18/2019 2:12 PM

118

We really need a public beach!!

4/18/2019 12:29 PM

119

Would like to see improvements in grading/drainage of triangle park on Bonnell.

4/18/2019 12:11 PM

120

Stop catering to non-residents who drive into EGR, take parking spaces, and contribute to
dangerous traffic conditions on Lake Dr. Children’s lives are at stake as they go to/from school in
our “Walkable Community“.

4/18/2019 12:08 PM

121

Better quality in youth swim lessons. Poor instructors for the fee.

4/18/2019 11:53 AM

122

Needing an outdoor amphitheater for small gatherings for outdoor movies, concerts, plays, etc.

4/18/2019 11:29 AM

123

More neighborhood activities should be promoted.

4/18/2019 11:13 AM

124

Midland Michigan has a beautiful skateboard park.

4/18/2019 11:04 AM

125

The biggest thing I would think would be hiking trails in some of the under utilized natural areas.

4/18/2019 10:59 AM

126

First class dog park is needed. Dog people are clean, friendly, and spend money

4/18/2019 10:53 AM

127

would love swimming access to Reed's Lake, as an open water swimmer, this would be a great
benefit to the community

4/18/2019 10:42 AM

128

Would love splash pad in EGR for young kids. Particularly manhattan park perhaps? Also beach
access for swimming

4/18/2019 10:37 AM

129

Mountain bike trail at Manhattan Park. Reeds lake limit to non motorized boats or only EGR
residents with motorized boats but they will pay extra tax. Use fallen trees for winter firewood for
residents. They can purchase chords and this money will go directly back to the park programs.

4/18/2019 10:34 AM
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130

The EGR middle school has only 3 tennis courts. This year there are 60 7th & 8th grade kids
playing and Canepa is unavailable. Additional courts at the MS should be a priority.

4/18/2019 10:33 AM

131

Nearly all summer programming is scheduled in the morning, leaving afternoons for kids 9-15
open. Would be nice to have some activities scheduled in the afternoons for that age group.

4/18/2019 10:32 AM

132

adult sport leagues might be fun (soccer, softball, etc). Also- honestly I had never heard of some
of the parks above, so I didn't answer them. Is nice to leave some things just as trees without
development

4/18/2019 10:31 AM

133

Reeds lake is becoming too crowded. Would be a great detriment to have swimming area. Lake
public access should be removed.

4/18/2019 10:16 AM

134

A small public beach access would/could be nice. Without parking to encourage walking/ biking for
city residents.

4/18/2019 10:01 AM

135

We use Manhattan for our kids to play and participate in soccer. We also have had friends join
from outside communities the soccer program this year. We were embarrassed by the state of that
park this year. I know it was a cold winter and maybe some equipment just needs repairs but
overall the poor layout and run down feeling of that park is really starting to show. We don’t need
all the sand volleyball pits no one uses. We do need more bathrooms, newer playground
equipment, a splash pad, and better soccer / baseball fields. Most of the fields fill up with water
and mud with the slightest rain. However these volleyball courts no one uses sit higher and stay
dry. As a family we find ourselves only using that park when absolutely necessary we would rather
go into GR where they have updated all their parks with new equipment and splash pads for kids
or head to the lake shore.

4/18/2019 10:00 AM

136

If you could address the area of the trail near the “rock” for its cycling versus car safety, that would
be great. I’m always afraid cyclists will be cruising around that stretch and there’s not very much
room for both them and cars there.

4/18/2019 9:56 AM

137

I love EGR but I really wish it had a destination playground. I think Manhattan is the best spot build
one. The playground there is depressing.

4/18/2019 9:44 AM

138

Please make the trail at Hodenpyl woods one that can be used during and after the rainy season.
It exists but is horrible to use most of the time. It's one of the few, if only, places of natural solitude,
please allow us to use it more.

4/18/2019 9:37 AM

139

boat/trailer parking at the launch is terrible; sad to see the historic/vintage homes near Roses' be
torn down presumably to put up newer monster homes or structures, limited views and enjoyment
of the drive/walk through there.

4/18/2019 9:33 AM

140

Please remove all pricker-bushes from bike-lock stations and take a hard look at the landscaper
who suggested planting those at the bike stations. It makes no f'n sense. Kids and bikers don't
need to be pricked by thorns when they are tying their bikes up. No? No wi-fi at parks. Unless you
are not concerned with health, disturbing humans and nature with wi-fi is counterintuitive when
they are trying to seek peace. Get rid of the massive tower above the high school football field. Did
anyone research the effects of 5G? Entire towns are rejecting this technology for safety concerns.
It was reported 4 kids from one school got cancer following the installation of these towers. Who is
selling the community out? Safety/health > Profit. Keep this in mind when planning a sustainable
community.

4/18/2019 9:33 AM

141

Most likely this is not a park and Rec item, but the undeveloped land behind the D&W is an
eyesore and is a missed opportunity for the community to quality green space, or expand Gaslight
for retail, living, and restaurants.

4/18/2019 9:30 AM

142

When planning activities for young children 0-4, please keep in mind that you do have non-stay at
home moms in the community. It is extremely difficult to find classes here for a toddler in the late
afternoon/early evenings.

4/18/2019 9:23 AM
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EAST GRAND RAPIDS
PARKS & RECREATION COMMISSION MEETING
EGR COMMUNITY CENTER
COMMISSION CHAMBERS
6:00 PM
MONDAY, AUGUST 12, 2019
The regular meeting of the Parks and Recreation Commission was held in the City Commission
Chambers in the East Grand Rapids Community Center.
Carol Campbell called the meeting to order at 6:00 pm.
PRESENT:

Nick Abraham, Brad Andrzejewski, Carol Campbell, Katie Favale, Liz Mitchell, Adam
Rogalski, Aaron Smith and Rick Sprague
ABSENT:
Mark Hessler
STAFF:
Fred Bunn and Diane Ritzke
Also Present: Tiffany Smith, MCSA Group
Report of Commissioners:
Nick Abraham – None
Katie Favale – None
Brad Andrzejewski – None
Aaron Smith – None
Rick Sprague – None
Carol Campbell - None
Minutes for the July 8, 2019 Parks and Recreation Commission meeting were presented for approval.
A motion was made to approve the minutes for the July 8, 2019 Parks and Recreation Commission
meeting.
MOTION:
Katie Favale
SUPPORT:
Rick Sprague
YES: Abraham, Andrzejewski, Campbell, Favale, Smith and Sprague (6)
NO: (0)

Community Park, Recreation, Open Space and Greenway Plan
The Parks and Recreation Commission was asked to review the Community Park, Recreation,
Open Space and Greenway Plan and approve a resolution adopting the Plan and recommend
adoption by the City Commission.
Fred Bunn, Director of Parks of Recreation, informed the Commissioners he had provided them an
updated resolution to approve as the dates of the plan had been updated to covering the period of
years from 2020-2024. This is now the official copy of the resolution to approve.
Fred Bunn and Tiffany Smith from MCSA Group introduced the Plan and reviewed the process
and plan.
Fred explained the process began earlier this year with a community wide survey resulting in 536
responses and two well publicized public workshops which were held in June and July, both very
well attended providing valuable input.
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The Plan commonly known as the Five Year Recreation Plan includes all the elements required by
the DNR guidelines. The final draft of the plan was placed on the City’s Website for review by
the Commission. The 225-page document was also available in a printed form to review.
Fred reviewed the concept plans verbally with the Commission:
The concept plans from the 2012 Five Year Recreation Plan which have not changed and are
moving forward into the 2020 Plan are:
1. Schroeder Property
2. Remington/Hodenpyl Woods
3. Steketee Woods
One concept plan in the 2012 Plan but not being brought forward was Griffiths Lake Park. After
reviewing comments and talking with the consultants Fred felt this property had very little
recreational value as it is only approximately 4.5 acres. In the spring and fall this area is
extremely wet. It has a pedestrian trail and some benches. Fred felt this property is an area that
did not need to be developed but should be left and preserved in its natural state. Fred reminded
the Commission they could add this concept plan back in if they did not agree.
Mary Triangle and the Beechwood Property are two locations that do not have concept and will be
left as they are.
The concept plans from the 2012 plan being brought forward with changes are:
1. Manhattan Park
2. Waterfront Park Phase II
One new concept plan not in the 2012 plan but will be added to the 2020 plan will be the San Lu
Rae Triangle Park.
Fred reported after tonight’s meeting the plan will be updated with any changes then will be
available for public review for no less than 30 days. The plan will be made available for review
electronically as well in print copy. Comment cards will be available. After the public review it
will go to the City Commission for approval and adoption. If adopted the plan will be submitted to
the DNR in January 2020 and will be on file for five years. Once the plan is on file the City can
apply for grants from the Michigan Natural Resource Trust Fund, Land Water Conservation Fund
and the Access Passport Grant Fund as well.
Fred asked if there were any questions for him before Tiffany Smith from MCSA went over the
Capital Improvement Schedule
Elizabeth Mitchell inquired if when applying for grants can they be applied to all the projects or
just certain projects? Fred and Tiffany responded that different grants apply to different type of
projects. The Michigan Natural Resource Trust Fund projects are for more natural projects such
as wetlands, The Land Water Conservation Fund is more for active parks such as Manhattan Park
and the Access Passport Grants which are not high dollar grants are for smaller items like picnic
shelters or an addition to an existing park. When applying for a grant you are applying for a
specific project and have monies budgeted or funded for the remaining costs of the project.
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Elizabeth Mitchell also asked who decides what grants are applied for? Fred responded staff
would make a recommendation to the City Commission what grants to apply for. Depending on
what project the City is applying for would determine what grants would match up best for a
certain project.
Nicholas Abraham asked whether projects that are selected in a given year to receive grant monies
are they not eligible for a grant in the next year? Fred and Tiffany explained that if you apply for
a grant and the grant is awarded that the organization receiving the grant is responsible for
matching funds and any additional costs of the projects, you would not go back the next year for
an additional grant for the same project. Fred and Tiffany also explained that it is very rare to
receive a grant and not go forward with the project.
Adam Rogalski asked if the entities making grant applications are they all state based
organizations that are funded by the state or are some of these non-profits that are supported by
philanthropic dollars? Does staff ever look into philanthropic dollars from family foundations or
other private funding? Fred responded that staff does look at other funding possibilities than just
state or federal grants but have done so with limited success.
Aaron Smith commented in the survey results it seemed like there was support to pursue a millage
for Parks and Recreation and asked for a comment on this. Fred responded there are various
communities in the state that have done this. This would be something the City might want to
consider, the City Commission would decide whether they would pursue a Parks and Recreation
millage.
Tiffany Smith from MCSA Group reviewed the Capital Improvement Schedule. The first two
pages were listed as priority projects in the order preference as a result from the survey and
workshops. The third page on the Capital Improvement Schedule listing was not in any order of
preference but were desired items from the community members and staff. Tiffany reviewed
estimated costs of the projects.
Public Comment
Chris Muller – 1950 Robinson Rd. SE, East Grand Rapids, MI
Wanted to voice his support for the Mountain Biking Trail addition to the Park Plan. He is an avid
outdoorsman and thinks mountain biking is really going to hit the triple bottom line for East Grand
Rapids by being environmentally friendly, making sure it doesn’t go against preservation of green
space and would be economically beneficial to Gaslight Village merchants by continuing to bring
people to the area both residents and non-residents of East Grand Rapids. Socially he thinks it is
something great for the constituents of East Grand Rapids. He thinks it is great for kids as his kids
mountain bike and East does not have a kids mountain biking program. He feels these trails could
be multi use as the trails could be used for Cross Country as well as mountain biking. Regarding
funding, he mentioned as a side job he is co-founder of Grand Rapids Whitewater and has gotten
pretty good at raising money and feels that having that public/private component to it really makes
people get behind it and support it which in his experience make it a really great stewardship effort
ethic toward what is put in place. He feels there is the ability to match funds with private or
unique foundational support if there is a contribution by the City.
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Public Comment was closed.
A motion was made that the Parks and Recreation Commission approve a resolution adopting the
Community Park, Recreation, Open Space and Greenway Plan and recommend adoption by the
City Commission.
MOTION:
Aaron Smith
SUPPORT: Katie Favale
Discussion followed by the Parks and Recreation Commissioners
Katie Favale asked if it would make sense to combine the Manhattan Recreation Area Splash and
Playground Project and the Manhattan Recreation Area Multi-Use Trails Project? Fred Bunn and
Tiffany Smith responded saying this could be done and the scoring component might be higher for
the project with the two projects combined but it would also delay the projects by a year as the
grant process takes about a year to complete.
Aaron Smith with respect to the Manhattan Recreation Multi-Use Trails mountain bike trails,
asked if there has been any discussion expanding the single-track trails to expanding that to
include a pump track for both kids and adults. Fred responded that yes when final plans are put
together that would be the time to include the specifics of the trails, it does not have to be included
in the concept plans.
Fred reminded the Commission that this is their opportunity to make any amendments to the plan.
If anyone wanted to make any changes to the Action Plan, Goals and Objectives and Capital
Improvement Schedule they should do that at this time.
Carol Campbell inquired about the list of projects on page three in the Capital Improvement
section, since these items are not in order of preference, does that mean they will be done in that
order? Fred and Tiffany replied that the projects can be done in any order.
Liz Mitchell inquired about the Futsol courts and what to tell people that were interested in this
about when they might be done? Fred reported that he will probably bring it up to the Jt. Facilities
Committee and it is a possibility that the funding might come from that budget.
Katie Favale asked about Mary Triangle, Beechwood Property and Griffiths Lake Park and
inquired whether any of these properties were brought up in the workshops or survey as she did
not remember any conversations on these properties. Fred responded she was correct that no one
had brought up these properties and the plan now is to leave them in their current natural state.
Katie Favale commented the Commission is asked to approve the order of the Capital
Improvement Schedule and wanted to verify the order. Fred responded that the first two pages of
the Schedule is in order of preference from the feedback from the Community Survey and
Workshops, the third page of the schedule is in no particular order. Fred and Tiffany reiterated
the projects do not have to be completed in this order.
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A vote was taken on the above motion:
YES: Abraham, Andrzejewski, Campbell, Favale, Mitchell, Rogalski, Smith and Sprague (8)
NO: (0)
Fred again reminded the Commission after this meeting the draft plan will be on file for public review
for at least 30 days and then will go to the City Commission for approval.
Katie Favale reported she was having trouble reviewing the electronic version of the plan. Other
Commissioners reported they were able to review it. Fred reported staff had tested the electronic link
and it had worked for them.
The Special Event Calendar was reviewed.
The following Special Event Permit applications were presented for approval:
A. Kisscross Cyclocross Bicycle Race – October 27, 2019
B. Tree Lighting Celebration – November 29, 2019
C. 55th Reeds Lake Art Festival – June 20, 2020
D. Reeds Lake Run – June 27, 2020
Fred Bunn reviewed the events. Discussion followed.
A motion was made to approve the Special Event Permits for the following events
A. Kisscross Cyclocross Bicycle Race – October 27, 2019
B. Tree Lighting Celebration – November 29, 2019
C. 55th Reeds Lake Art Festival – June 20, 2020
D. Reeds Lake Run – June 27, 2020
MOTION:
Nick Abraham
SUPPORT:
Katie Favale
YES: Abraham, Andrzejewski, Campbell, Favale, Mitchell, Rogalski, Smith and Sprague (8)
NO: (0)
Report of Director
Director Fred Bunn reported on the following:
• High School Sports started practice today.
• The Taste of East event will be held on Thursday, August 15, 2019.
• The final Movie in the Park will be held this Friday, August 16, 2019.
The meeting was adjourned at 6:55pm.
8/21/19

PROCEEDINGS OF THE CITY COMMISSION
CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
Regular Meeting Held October 7, 2019

Mayor Seibold called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. in the City Commission Chambers at the East Grand Rapids
Community Center and led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Present:

Commissioners Duncan, Favale, Hamrick, Miller, Walters, Zagel and Mayor Seibold

Absent:

None

Also Present:

City Attorney Huff; Interim City Manager LaFave; Finance Director Mushong; City Clerk Brower; Public
Safety Director Herald; Zoning Administrator Mizikar; Sgt. DeJonge

2019-153.

No public comment was received.

2019-154.

Mayor Seibold asked everyone to work together on city business matters without politicizing the issues or
putting staff in the middle of campaign issues. She also asked the Infrastructure Committee to schedule another
meeting as soon as possible to address a traffic safety proposal so that it can be placed on the October 21
agenda.
Commissioner Favale congratulated the EGR Schools Foundation on their recent endowment campaign that
raised $2.4 million from 900 families for school-related projects.
Commissioner Zagel reported the Coldwell Banker ribbon cutting was well attended. He announced Bowdie’s
Steakhouse would be opening in Gaslight Village soon and that there will be a new concept in the former
Rose’s Express location. He also thanked the recreation staff for organizing the Stonyfield event to showcase
the environmental benefits of using organic fertilizers.
Commissioner Duncan noted that she would be happy to schedule another Infrastructure meeting to discuss the
newest proposal as the last meeting had run over the time allotted and there was not time to address this matter.
Commissioner Miller thanked the Public Works employees for all their work with storm cleanup and street
flooding issues over the last two weeks.
Interim City Manager LaFave reported there had been over 8” of rain in the last two weeks, causing high lake
levels and saturated lawns. He reported the public works crews work to clean out culverts, drains and catch
basins regularly to make sure water drains as efficiently as possible. He noted that the weir at Aquinas College
could not be adjusted because it would cause flooding downstream.
Mayor Seibold also congratulated the EGR Schools Foundation on their successful fundraising campaign and
reported the Stonyfield organic products efforts were well received.
Interim City Manager LaFave reported the final changes to the fence ordinance would be discussed at the
October 21 meeting because of the timing of the last Infrastructure Committee meeting.

2019-155.

Mayor Seibold announced that the zoning variance hearing at the request of Tanya VandenBosch of 947
Lakeside had been postponed at the request of the applicant. However, because the notice of hearing had
already been published, the hearing would be held tonight, and any comments received would be noted when
the request is rescheduled.
Mayor Seibold opened a public hearing. No public comment was received. Mayor Seibold closed the public
hearing.
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2019-156.

Introduction of an ordinance to amend 5.75(E) of Chapter 50 of Title V of the City Code pertaining to small cell
wireless facilities.
Interim City Manager LaFave reported that Federal and State laws regarding small cell wireless towers have
pre-empted local government’s ability to limit, prohibit and regulate most aspects of the placement of these
towers. He noted that there are some that health and safety concerns about the radiation from these antennas.
Mr. LaFave stated the proposed ordinance had been developed to exert as much control as allowed by the
preemptions and noted that not adopting any rules would allow cell companies to place these antennas wherever
they want without any local permitting or guidance.
Assistant City Attorney Lundgren reported the City of Grand Rapids had recently received public input and
researched the options available to local municipalities before adopting a similar ordinance to the one proposed.
He noted that these proposed ordinances would establish a permit process and regulate the placement, height
and aesthetics to the fullest degree allowed by the state. Mr. Lundgren noted the city could amend their
ordinances if future court decisions allow more local control.
Mayor Seibold opened a public hearing. The following people were present to express their opinions:
- Lisa Tiedt, 1131 Pinecrest

Listed the side effects and studies relating to RF radiation.
Stated the World Health Organization is urging the
implementation of 5G be halted until it is proven safe.
Requested the vote be tabled until this is proven safe and the
court cases are resolved. Offered her team’s resources and
assistance to the city for additional discussion.

- Maija Hahn, 2091 Cory Dr, Hudsonville

Associated with SafeTech Community; submitted a book of
information and offered to do presentations on this topic.
Requested EGR join their organization and other cities trying
to stop the roll out of 5G. Made suggestions for changes to the
ordinance and requested EGR adopt moratorium on antennas
until they are proven safe.

- Theresa Emshwiller, 1426 College, GR

Stated FCC standards are 20 years old and not applicable to
today’s technology. Asked EGR to do more research. Avoids
EGR because of cell tower at the high school.

No other public comment was received. Mayor Seibold closed the public hearing.
Interim City Manager LaFave noted a consortium of communities had developed this ordinance and had worked
with the attorneys and organizations mentioned to draft the proposed regulations. He stated that while there are
certainly questions and concerns to be addressed, he felt East Grand Rapids should have something in place to
address any applications to place towers here.
2019-156-A.

Walters-Miller. That an ordinance to amend 5.75(E) of Chapter 50 of Title V of the City Code pertaining
to small cell wireless facilities be introduced as set forth in Exhibit “A” attached hereto.

City Attorney Huff noted there were two ordinances, one zoning related and one regulatory. He reported the
Planning Commission reviewed the zoning ordinance and recommends approval. He agreed additional research
and discussion could take place and the ordinances could updated if it is found there is additional language that
could be added without running afoul of the Federal and State mandates.
Commissioner Walters noted he shared some of the concerns mentioned by citizens and was interested in
learning more; however, he felt it was in the best interest of the city to preserve any local control allowed by
adopted the proposed ordinances at this time. Commissioner Zagel agreed.
Commissioner Favale reported she had read about some of the health concerns, but agreed we need to adopt the
regulations we are allowed.
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Mayor Seibold stated it was frustrating to have so little control, but agreed the proposed ordinance was
preferable to having nothing in place.
Yeas:
Nays:
2019-157.

Introduction of an ordinance amendment to add Chapter 79 D to Title VII of the City Code to regulate small
wireless communication facilities.

2019-157-A.

Miller-Duncan. That an ordinance amendment to add Chapter 79 D to Title VII of the City Code to
regulate small wireless communication facilities be introduced as set forth in Exhibit “A” attached hereto.

Yeas:
Nays:
2019-158.

Duncan, Favale, Hamrick, Miller, Walters, Zagel and Seibold – 7
-0-

Duncan, Favale, Hamrick, Miller, Walters, Zagel and Seibold – 7
-0-

Final Reading of an ordinance to amend Chapter 62 of Title VI of the City Code pertaining to drug-related
paraphernalia.
City Attorney Huff explained that since medical and recreational marijuana are now allowed in Michigan, our
ordinances need to be updated to remove related offenses and penalties.

2019-158-A.

Duncan-Hamrick. That an ordinance to amend Chapter 62 of Title VI of the City Code pertaining to drugrelated paraphernalia be adopted as set forth in Exhibit “C” attached hereto.

Yeas:
Nays:
2019-159.

Duncan, Favale, Hamrick, Miller, Walters, Zagel and Seibold – 7
-0-

Final Reading of an ordinance to amend Sections 9.51, 9.56 and 9.65 of Chapter 93 of Title IX of the City Code
pertaining to definition, prohibitions and penalties for alcohol and drug offenses.

2019-159-A.

Zagel-Duncan. That an ordinance to amend Sections 9.51, 9.56 and 9.65 of Chapter 93 of Title IX of the
City Code pertaining to definition, prohibitions and penalties for alcohol and drug offenses be adopted as
set forth in Exhibit “D” attached hereto.

Yeas:
Nays:

Duncan, Favale, Hamrick, Miller, Walters, Zagel and Seibold – 7
-0-

Commissioner Duncan departed.
2019-160.

Liquor license application for Gaslight Kitchen Asian Cuisine.
Interim City Manager LaFave explained the applicants would like to add a liquor license to the existing
restaurant. He noted that while formal local approval is not required for this type of transfer, the city could
submit objections to the issuance of a license if there was reason to do so.
Commissioner Zagel expressed his gratitude for this new business in Gaslight Village and supported their
efforts to add this service for their customers.

2019-160-A.

Zagel-Hamrick. To support the application of Gaslight Kitchen Asian Cuisine to add a Class C liquor
license to their existing restaurant by offering no objections to the issuance of the license.

Yeas:
Nays:

Favale, Hamrick, Miller, Walters, Zagel and Seibold – 6
-0-

Proceedings of the East Grand Rapids City Commission
Regular Meeting Held October 7, 2019
Page 4
2019-161.

Zagel-Miller. To approve the consent agenda as follows:

2019-161-A.

Minutes of the regular meeting held September 16, 2019.

2019-161-B.

Payroll disbursements of $237,765.12; county and school disbursements of $140,858.13, and total
remaining disbursements of $4,602,317.87.

2019-161-C.

The quarterly financial reports for the period ended June 30, 2019.

2019-161-D.

The purchase of winter road salt at a cost of $79.38 per ton, and contracts for catch basin cleaning in the
amount of $75 per structure through Kent County Road Commission contracts up to the budgeted amounts
for FY 2019-20.

Yeas:
Nays:
2019-161-E.

Favale, Hamrick, Miller, Walters, Zagel and Seibold – 6
-0-

Zagel-Miller. To enter into an executive session to discuss the acquisition of real estate in accordance with
Section 8(d) of the Open Meetings Act. A roll call vote was taken.

Yeas:
Nays:

Favale, Hamrick, Miller, Walters, Zagel and Seibold – 6
-0-

The meeting adjourned at 6:55 p.m. to conduct the executive session. The meeting reconvened at 7:20 p.m.
2019-162.

Authorization to negotiate for the acquisition of property.

2019-162-A.

Walters-Favale. That the Interim City Manager be authorized to negotiate with the sellers of the property
located at 4100 Reeds Lake Blvd subject to sufficient funds being raised through the East Grand Rapids
Community Foundation.

Yeas:
Nays:

Favale, Hamrick, Miller, Walters, Zagel and Seibold – 6
-0-

The meeting adjourned at 7:23 p.m., subject to the call of the Mayor until October 21, 2019.
____________________________________
Karen K. Brower, City Clerk
Attachments:

A
B
C
D

–
–
–
–

Ordinance amending Section 5.75 (E) pertaining to small cell wireless facilities
Ordinance amendment adding Chapter 79D regulating small wireless communications
Ordinance amending Chapter 62 regarding drug related paraphernalia
Ordinance amending Sections 9.51, 9.56 and 9.65 regarding drug and alcohol offenses

Attachments listed above are available for inspection at the office of the City Clerk.
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AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE CODE OF THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
BY ADDING A NEW SUBSECTION E TO SECTION 5.75 OF CHAPTER 50 OF
TITLE V OF THE CITY CODE TO REGULATE ZONING REVIEW AND APPROVAL
OF SMALL CELL WIRELESS FACILITIES AND WIRELESS SUPPORT
STRUCTURES
THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS ORDAINS:
Section 1.
Chapter 50 of Title V of the Code of the City of East Grand Rapids is amended by
adding a new Subsection E to Section 5.75 to read in its entirety as follows:
E.

Small Cell Wireless Facilities.

1.

General

The collocation of a small cell wireless facility and associated support structure within a
public right of way ("ROW") is not subject to zoning reviews or approvals under this ordinance
to the extent exempt from such reviews under Act 365 of 2018, as amended ("Act 365"), and
Act 366 of 2018, as amended ("Act 366"). In such case, a utility pole in the ROW may not
exceed 40 feet above ground level without special land use approval (pursuant to Section
5.75(E)(5) hereof) and a small cell wireless facility in the ROW shall not extend more than 5 feet
above a utility pole or wireless support structure on which the small cell wireless facility is
collocated.
Collocation of a small cell wireless facility or installation of an associated support
structure shall require that the wireless provider apply for and obtain a permit from the City
consistent with the City Code.
Small cell wireless facilities (as defined below) and associated wireless support structures
not exempt from zoning reviews are only permitted in accordance with the provisions of this
zoning ordinance and Act 365, and upon application for and receipt from the City of a permit
consistent with the City Code.
2.

Definitions

"Wireless Communications Equipment": the set of equipment and network components
used in the provision of wireless communication services, including, but not limited to, antennas,
transmitters, receivers, base stations, equipment shelters, cabinets, emergency generators, power
supply cables, coaxial and fiber optic cables, but excluding wireless communications support
structures.
"Wireless Communications Support Structure": a structure that is designed to support, or
is capable of supporting, wireless communications equipment. A wireless communications
support structure may include a monopole, lattice tower, guyed tower, water tower, utility pole or
building.
1
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"Small Cell Wireless Facility": a wireless facility that meets both of the following
requirements:
(i) Each antenna is located inside an enclosure of not more than 6 cubic feet in volume or,
in the case of an antenna that has exposed elements, the antenna and all of its exposed elements
would fit within an imaginary enclosure of not more than 6 cubic feet.
(ii) All other wireless equipment associated with the facility is cumulatively not more
than 25 cubic feet in volume. The following types of associated ancillary equipment are not
included in the calculation of equipment volume: electric meters, concealment elements,
telecommunications demarcation boxes, grounding equipment, power transfer switches, cut-off
switches, and vertical cable runs for the connection of power and other services.
"Wireless Support Structure" means a freestanding structure designed to support or
capable of supporting small cell wireless facilities. Wireless support structure does not include a
utility pole (as defined in Act 365).
3.

Wireless Communications Equipment

Wireless communications equipment (but not a wireless communications support
structure) is a permitted use and allowed in all zoning districts. Wireless communications
equipment does not have to be related to the principal use of the site. Wireless communications
equipment is not subject to zoning review and special land use approval if all of the following
requirements are met:
(a) The wireless communications equipment will be collocated on an
existing wireless communications support structure or in an existing equipment
compound.
(b) The existing wireless communications support structure or existing
equipment compound is in compliance with the City's zoning ordinance or was
approved by the City Commission.
(c) The proposed collocation will not do any of the following:
(i) Increase the overall height of the wireless communications
support structure by more than 20 feet or 10% of its original height, whichever is
greater.
(ii) Increase the width of the wireless communications support
structure by more than the minimum necessary to permit collocation.
(iii) Increase the area of the existing equipment compound to
greater than 2,500 square feet.
(d) The proposed collocation complies with the terms and conditions of
any previous final approval of the wireless communications support structure or
equipment compound by the City Commission.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, wireless communications equipment otherwise exempt
hereunder must still comply with all other applicable City Codes, including a determination by
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the building inspection that the collocation will not adversely impact the structure to which it is
attached.
A collocation that meets the requirements of subsections (a) and (b), above, but which
does not meet subsections (c) or (d), is subject to special land use review by the City
Commission in accordance with the provisions hereof, Section 5.75(D) and Article 11 of this
zoning ordinance, and Section 514 of Act 366, MCL 125.3514(2)-(6). Any equipment placed in a
residential district shall not be erected at a height that requires lighting. Any equipment placed
adjacent to a residential district or use that requires lighting shall be a continuous red beacon at
night.
4.

Special Land Use Standards – Wireless Communications Equipment and Wireless
Communications Support Structures

A. A wireless communications support structure must be installed on a lawful lot for the
zoning district in which it is located, either as a principal use, or as an accessory use related to
the principal use.
B. Wireless communication equipment that is not attached to an existing structure (thus
requiring the installation of a new wireless communications support structure) or that is not
exempt under Section 5.75(E)(3) hereof, is subject to special land use review consistent with
Section 5.75(D) and Article 11 of this zoning ordinance; provided, however, that in the event of
conflict between these provisions and Act 366, the provisions of Act 366 shall control.
Processing of a special land use application is subject to the following requirements:
(i) Within 14 business days after receiving an application under this Section, the
City Commission shall notify the applicant in writing whether the application is
complete. The notice tolls the running of the 14-business-day period.
(ii) The running of the time period tolled under subdivision (i) resumes when the
applicant makes a supplemental submission in response to the City Commission's notice
of incompleteness.
(iii) If the application is for a collocation of wireless communications equipment
that satisfies the requirements of Section 5.75(E)(3)(a) and (b) hereof, but does not satisfy
the requirements of (c) and (d) hereof, then the City Commission shall approve or deny
the application and notify the applicant in writing within 60 days after an application is
deemed complete by the City Commission.
(iv) If the application is for a new wireless communications support structure and
accompanying wireless communications equipment, then the City Commission shall
approve or deny the application and notify the applicant in writing within 90 days after an
application is deemed complete by the City Commission.
(v) The fee for zoning review of a special land use and associated site plan shall
be as established by the City Commission by resolution from time to time, but shall not
3
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exceed the lesser of (a) the City Commission's actual, reasonable costs to review and
process the special land use application, or (b) $1,000.00.
C. Small cell wireless facilities and wireless support structures not exempt under Act 365
shall be subject to special land use approval pursuant to Section 5.75(E)(5) hereof.
5.

Special Land Use Standards for Non-Exempt Small Cell Wireless Facilities

The modification of existing or installation of new small cell wireless facilities or the
modification of existing or installation of new wireless support structures used for such small cell
wireless facilities that are not exempt from zoning review in accordance with the Act 365 shall
be subject to special land use review and approval in accordance with the following procedures
and standards:
A. The processing of a special land use application is subject to all of the following
requirements:
(i) Within 30 days after receiving an application under this Section, the City
Commission shall notify the applicant in writing whether the application is complete. The
notice tolls the running of the 30-day period.
(ii) The running of the time period tolled under subdivision (i) resumes when the
applicant makes a supplemental submission in response to the City Commission's notice
of incompleteness.
(iii) The City Commission shall approve or deny the application and notify the
applicant in writing within 90 days after an application for a modification of a wireless
support structure or installation of a small cell wireless facility is received or 150 days
after an application for a new wireless support structure is received. The time period for
approval may be extended by mutual agreement between the applicant and the City
Commission.
B.
The City Commission shall base its review of the special land use request on the
standards contained in Section 5.94 and Article 11 of this zoning ordinance; provided, however,
that a denial shall comply with all of the following:
(i) The denial is supported by substantial evidence contained in a written record
that is publicly released contemporaneously.
(ii) There is a reasonable basis for the denial.
(iii) The denial would not discriminate against the applicant with respect to the
placement of the facilities of other wireless providers.
C.
In addition to the provisions set forth in Section 5.94 and Article 11 of this zoning
ordinance, in the City Commission's review:
4
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(i) An applicant's business decision on the type and location of small cell wireless
facilities, wireless support structures, or technology to be used is presumed to be
reasonable. This presumption does not apply with respect to the height of wireless
facilities or wireless support structures.
(ii) An applicant shall not be required to submit information about its business
decisions with respect to any of the following:
(a) The need for a wireless support structure or small cell wireless facilities.
(b) The applicant's service, customer demand for the service, or the quality of
service.
(iii) The City Commission may impose reasonable requirements regarding the appearance
of facilities, including those relating to materials used or arranging, screening, or landscaping.
(iv) The City Commission may impose spacing, setback, and fall zone requirements
substantially similar to spacing, setback, and fall zone requirements imposed on other types of
commercial structures of a similar height in a similar location.
D.
The fee for zoning review of a special land use and associated site plan shall be as
established by the City Commission by resolution from time to time, but shall not exceed (i)
$500.00 for a new small cell wireless facility or modification to an existing small cell wireless
facility, and (ii) $1,000.00 for a new wireless support structure or a modification to an existing
wireless support structure.
E.
Within 1 year after a zoning approval is granted, a small cell wireless provider
shall commence construction of the approved structure or facilities that are to be operational for
use by a wireless services provider, unless the City Commission and the applicant agree to
extend this period or the delay is caused by a lack of commercial power or communications
facilities at the site. If the wireless provider fails to commence the construction of the approved
structure or facilities within the time required the zoning approval is void.
Section 2.

This ordinance shall be effective on _______________, 2019.

Section 3.
Notice of adoption of this Ordinance shall be published within ten (10) days of its
enactment by publication of a digest, summary, or statement of purpose of the Ordinance as
provided by Chapter VII, Section 7.5 of the Charter of the City of East Grand Rapids.
NOTICE OF ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE BY THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS:
Notice is hereby given that on
, 2019, the City Commission of the
City of East Grand Rapids adopted an Ordinance adding a new Subsection E to Section 5.75 of
Chapter 50 of Title V of the City Code. The purpose of this Subsection is to regulate zoning
review and approval of small cell wireless facilities and wireless support structures. Certain
small cell wireless facilities and wireless support structures are subject to zoning reviews and are
5
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permitted only in accordance with the provisions of this Ordinance. The full text of the
Ordinance is available for inspection by and distribution to the public at the office of the City
Clerk. No further publication of this Ordinance is required or contemplated.
CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS

By:
14781461
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AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE CODE OF THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
BY ADDING A NEW CHAPTER 79D TO TITLE VII OF THE CODE OF THE
CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS TO REGULATE SMALL WIRELESS
COMMUNICATION FACILITIES IN THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS ORDAINS:
A new "Chapter 79D is added to Title VII of the Code of the City of East Grand
Section 1.
Rapids to read in its entirety as follows:
Chapter 79D. Small Cell Wireless Facilities.
Section 1.60 Definitions. For purposes of this Ordinance, the following words, terms and
phrases shall be defined as follows:
(a)
Act shall mean Public Act 365 of 2018, as amended, the Small Wireless Communications
Facilities Deployment Act
(b)
Co-locate means to install, mount, maintain, modify, operate, or replace wireless
facilities on or adjacent to a wireless support structure or utility pole. "Co-location" has a
corresponding meaning. Co-locate does not include make-ready work or the installation of a new
utility pole or new wireless support structure.
(c)
Public right-of-way or ROW means the area on, below, or above a public roadway,
highway, street, alley, bridge, sidewalk, or utility easement dedicated for compatible uses. Public
right-of-way does not include any of the following:
(i) A private right-of-way.
(ii) A limited access highway.
(iii) Land owned or controlled by a railroad as defined in section 109 of the railroad code
of 1993, 1993 PA 354, MCL 462.109.
(iv) Railroad infrastructure.
(d)
Small cell wireless facility means a wireless facility that meets both of the following
requirements:
(i) Each antenna is located inside an enclosure of not more than 6 cubic feet in volume or,
in the case of an antenna that has exposed elements, the antenna and all of its exposed elements
would fit within an imaginary enclosure of not more than 6 cubic feet.
(ii) All other wireless equipment associated with the facility is cumulatively not more
than 25 cubic feet in volume. The following types of associated ancillary equipment are not
included in the calculation of equipment volume: electric meters, concealment elements,
1
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telecommunications demarcation boxes, grounding equipment, power transfer switches, cut-off
switches, and vertical cable runs for the connection of power and other services.
(e)
Utility pole means a pole or similar structure that is or may be used in whole or in part for
cable or wireline communications service, electric distribution, lighting, traffic control, signage,
or a similar function, or a pole or similar structure that does not exceed 40 feet above ground
level unless a taller height is agreed to by the City, and is designed to support small cell wireless
facilities. Utility pole does not include a sign pole less than 15 feet in height above ground.
(f)
Wireless facility means equipment at a fixed location that enables the provision of
wireless services between user equipment and a communications network, including, but not
limited to, radio transceivers, antennas, coaxial or fiber-optic cable, regular and backup power
supplies, and comparable equipment, regardless of technological configuration. Wireless facility
includes a small cell wireless facility. Wireless facility does not include any of the following:
(i) The structure or improvements on, under, or within which the equipment is co-located.
(ii) A wireline backhaul facility.
(iii) Coaxial or fiber-optic cable between utility poles or wireless support structures or
that otherwise is not immediately adjacent to or directly associated with a particular antenna.
(g)
Wireless infrastructure provider means any person, including a person authorized to
provide telecommunications services in this state but not including a wireless services provider,
that builds or installs wireless communication transmission equipment, wireless facilities, or
wireless support structures and who, when filing an application with the City under this section,
provides written authorization to perform the work on behalf of a wireless services provider.
(h)
Wireless provider means a wireless infrastructure provider or a wireless services
provider. Wireless provider does not include an investor-owned utility whose rates are regulated
by the MPSC.
(i)
Wireless services means any services, provided using permitted or unpermitted spectrum,
including the use of Wi-Fi, whether at a fixed location or mobile.
(j)

Wireless services provider means a person that provides wireless services.

(k)
Wireless support structure means a freestanding structure designed to support or capable
of supporting small cell wireless facilities. Wireless support structure does not include a utility
pole.
All other terms and phrases used herein shall be defined consistent with the Act.
Section 7.161 Permit Required. A wireless provider may not co-locate a small cell wireless
facility or install, modify, or replace a utility pole or wireless support structure on which a small
cell wireless facility will be co-located within the public right-of-way without first applying for
2
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and receiving a small cell wireless permit from the City in a form and subject to such terms
and conditions as are acceptable to the City.
Section 7.162 Permitting Process. The processing of an application for a permit under this
section is subject to all of the following:
(a)
An application in such form as prepared by the City shall be completed and submitted as
set forth in this section.
(b)
The City may require an applicant to provide information and documentation to enable
the City to make a compliance determination with regard to the criteria in this section involving,
without limitation, subsection 7.163(c). The City may also require a certificate of compliance
with FCC rules related to radio frequency emissions from a small cell wireless facility.
(c)
The City may require proof of other necessary permits, permit applications, or easements
to ensure all necessary permissions for the proposed activity are obtained.
(d)
The City may require an applicant to attest that the small cell wireless facilities will be
operational for use by a wireless services provider within 1 year after the permit issuance date,
unless the City and the applicant agree to extend this period or delay is caused by lack of
commercial power or communications transport facilities to the site.
(e)
An applicant may, at the applicant's discretion, file a consolidated application and receive
a single permit for the co-location of up to 20 small cell wireless facilities within the City. The
small cell wireless facilities within a consolidated application must consist of substantially
similar equipment and be placed on similar types of utility poles or wireless support structures.
The City may approve a permit for 1 or more small cell wireless facilities included in a
consolidated application and deny a permit for the remaining small cell facilities.
(f)
The application for a permit under this section shall be accompanied by an application fee
as set by resolution of the City from time to time.
(g)
The permit application shall be accompanied by a map(s) for any proposed small cell
wireless facilities which shall be legible, to scale, labeled with streets, and contain sufficient
detail to precisely identify the proposed small cell wireless facilities' locations and
surroundings. Where applicable, the required map(s) shall include and identify any requested
pole height(s), all attachments and detailed drawings of any attachment.
(h)
The permittee shall field-stake all proposed locations for small cell wireless facilities
which shall be subject to the advance approval of the City, Kent County Road Commission
and/or the Michigan Department of Transportation as applicable. All approved small cell
wireless facilities' locations shall be on a per pole/equipment/other basis.
(i)
Once precise locations have been approved, the permittee shall provide latitude and
longitude coordinates for the small cell wireless facilities' locations to the City's engineering
department as well as detailed as-built drawings within 90 days of the completion of
installation.
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Section 7.163 Determination.
(a)
Within 25 days after receiving an application, the City shall notify the applicant in
writing whether the application is complete. If the application is incomplete, the notice shall
clearly and specifically identify all missing documents or information.
(b)
Upon receipt of a complete application, the City shall approve or deny the application
and notify the applicant in writing within the following period of time after the completed
application is received:
(i) For an application for the co-location of small cell wireless facilities on a utility pole,
60 days, subject to the following adjustments:
(1) Add 15 days if an application from another wireless provider was received
within 1 week of the application in question.
(2) Add 15 days if, before the otherwise applicable 60-day or 75-day time period
elapses, the City notifies the applicant in writing that an extension is needed and the reasons for
the extension.
(ii) For an application for a new or replacement utility pole that meets the height
requirements of this Chapter, and for an associated small cell facility, 90 days, subject to the
following adjustments:
(1) Add 15 days if an application from another wireless provider was received
within 1 week of the application in question.
(2) Add 15 days if, before the otherwise applicable 90-day or 105-day time period
elapses, the City notifies the applicant in writing that an extension is needed and the reasons for
the extension.
If the City fails to comply with this subsection, an application otherwise complete is considered
to be approved subject to the condition that the applicant provide the City not less than 7 days'
advance written notice that the applicant will be proceeding with the work pursuant to this
automatic approval and the applicant shall be responsible to comply with all provisions of this
Chapter and the Act.
The City and an applicant may extend a time period under this subsection by mutual agreement.
(c)
The City may deny a completed application for a proposed co-location of a small cell
wireless facility or installation, modification, or replacement of a utility pole that meets the
height requirements of this Chapter if the proposed activity would do any of the following:
(i) Materially interfere with the safe operation of traffic control equipment.
(ii) Materially interfere with sight lines or clear zones for transportation or pedestrians.
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(iii) Materially interfere with compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act of
1990, Public Law 101-336, or similar federal, state, or local standards regarding pedestrian
access or movement.
(iv) Materially interfere with maintenance or full unobstructed use of public utility
infrastructure under the jurisdiction of the City.
(v) With respect to drainage infrastructure under the jurisdiction of the City, either of the
following:
(1) Materially interfere with maintenance or full unobstructed use of the drainage
infrastructure as it was originally designed.
(2) Not be located a reasonable distance from the drainage infrastructure to ensure
maintenance under the Drain Code of 1956, 1956 PA 40, MCL 280.1 to 280.630, and access to
the drainage infrastructure.
(vi) Fail to comply with reasonable, nondiscriminatory, written spacing requirements of
general applicability adopted by the City by ordinance or otherwise that apply to the location of
ground-mounted equipment and new utility poles and that do not prevent a wireless provider
from serving any location. The City's design criteria for small cell facilities, support structures,
and poles can be found on the City's website.
(vii) Fail to comply with applicable codes.
(viii) Fail to comply with the design parameters of this Chapter.
(ix) Fail to meet reasonable, objective, written stealth or concealment criteria for small
cell wireless facilities applicable in a historic district or other designated area, as specified in an
ordinance or otherwise and nondiscriminatorily applied to all other occupants of the ROW,
including electric utilities, incumbent or competitive local exchange carriers, fiber providers,
cable television operators, and the City.
(d)
Within 1 year after a permit is granted, a wireless provider shall complete co-location of a
small cell wireless facility that is to be operational for use by a wireless services provider, unless
the City and the applicant agree to extend this period or the delay is caused by the lack of
commercial power or communications facilities at the site. If the wireless provider fails to
complete the co-location within the applicable time, the permit is void, and the wireless provider
may reapply for a permit.
(e) Approval of an application authorizes the wireless provider to do both of the following:
(i) Undertake the installation or co-location.
(ii) Subject to relocation requirements that apply to similarly situated users of the ROW
and the applicant's right to terminate at any time, maintain the small cell wireless facilities and
5
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any associated utility poles or wireless support structures covered by the permit for so long as the
site is in use and in compliance with the initial permit under this Chapter.
(f)
The City may propose an alternate location within the ROW or on property or structures
owned or controlled by the City within 75 feet of the proposed location to either place the new
utility pole or co-locate on an existing structure. The applicant shall use the alternate location if,
as determined by the applicant, the applicant has the right to do so on reasonable terms and
conditions and the alternate location does not impose unreasonable technical limits or significant
additional costs. The City may request written confirmation of any decision rendered by the
applicant under this subsection and the specific basis for the same.
(g)
Nothing herein shall prohibit the City from requiring a separate ROW access permit for
work that will unreasonably affect traffic patterns or obstruct vehicular or pedestrian traffic in the
ROW.
(h)
As a condition of the issuance of a permit, the applicant shall obtain and maintain a bond,
in the amount of $1,000.00 per small cell wireless facility, in a form reasonably satisfactory to
the City, for the small cell wireless facilities as applicable to similarly situated users of the ROW
for one or more of the following purposes:
(i) To provide for the removal of abandoned or improperly maintained small cell wireless
facilities, including those that an authority determines should be removed to protect public
health, safety, or welfare.
(ii) To repair the ROW as provided under the Act.
(iii) To recoup rates or fees that have not been paid by a wireless provider in more than
12 months, if the wireless provider has received 60-day advance notice from the authority of the
noncompliance.
(i)

It is a condition of any permit issued under this section that:

(i) A wireless provider, with respect to a small cell wireless facility, a wireless support
structure, or a utility pole, shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the City and its officers,
agents, and employees against any claims, demands, damages, lawsuits, judgments, costs, liens,
losses, expenses, and attorney fees resulting from the installation, construction, repair,
replacement, operation, or maintenance of any wireless facilities, wireless support structures, or
utility poles to the extent caused by the applicant, its contractors, its subcontractors, and the
officers, employees, or agents of any of these. A wireless provider has no obligation to defend,
indemnify, or hold harmless the City, or the officers, agents, or employees of the City or
governing body against any liabilities or losses due to or caused by the sole negligence of the
City or the City or its officers, agents, or employees.
(ii)
A wireless provider, with respect to a small cell wireless facility, a wireless
support structure, or a utility pole, shall obtain insurance, in an amount and of a type reasonably
satisfactory to the City, naming the City and its officers, agents, and employees as additional
6
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insureds against any claims, demands, damages, lawsuits, judgments, costs, liens, losses,
expenses, and attorney fees. A wireless provider may meet all or a portion of the City's insurance
coverage and limit requirements by self-insurance. To the extent it self-insures, a wireless
provider is not required to name additional insureds under this subsection. To the extent a
wireless provider elects to self-insure, the wireless provider shall provide to the City evidence
demonstrating, to the City's satisfaction, the wireless provider's financial ability to meet the
City's insurance coverage and limit requirements.
It is the policy of the City to encourage the co-location of small cell wireless facilities first,
outside of public rights-of-way and, secondarily, within the public rights-of-way. The colocation of uses shall be a condition of approval of any permit granted for a new wireless
support structure or utility pole in the public right-of-way; provided, however, that the colocation requirement may be waived if the pole or support structure is disguised or stealthed so
as to blend with the immediate environment (e.g., streetlights, power poles, etc.).
Section 7.164 METRO Act permit. No person shall install or operate "telecommunications
facilities," as defined in the Metropolitan Extension Telecommunications Rights-Of-Way
Oversight Act, Act No. 48 of the Public Acts of 2002, as amended without first obtaining a
permit in accordance with that act from the City, including any part of a small cell wireless
facility, utility pole, or wireless support structure constituting telecommunication facilities.
Section 7.165 Design parameters. The following minimal design parameters shall apply to
small cell wireless facilities, utility poles and wireless support structures in the City’s public
rights-of-way:
(a)
A wireless provider may, subject to approval by the City under this section, co-locate
small cell wireless facilities and construct, maintain, modify, operate, or replace utility poles in,
along, across, upon, and under the ROW consistent with the following:
(i) A utility pole in the ROW installed or modified on or after the effective date of the Act
shall not exceed 40 feet above ground level, unless a taller height is agreed to by the City
consistent with all applicable laws.
(ii) A small cell wireless facility in the ROW installed or modified after the effective date
of the Act shall not extend more than 5 feet above a utility pole or wireless support structure on
which the small cell wireless facility is co-located.
(b)
Such structures and facilities shall be constructed and maintained so as not to obstruct or
hinder the usual travel or public safety on the ROW or obstruct the legal use of the City's ROW
or uses of the ROW by other utilities and communications service providers.
(c)
A wireless provider may co-locate a small cell wireless facility or install, construct,
maintain, modify, operate, or replace a utility pole, or a wireless support structure, in, along,
across, upon, and under the ROW only upon issuance of a permit in accordance with this
Chapter.

7
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(d)
The following design and concealment measures shall apply to the co-location of any
small cell wireless facility or utility pole in an historic, residential, or downtown district:
(i)
Equipment on a supporting structure may not exceed an aggregate width of four
feet (centered on pole) and shall be secured a minimum of ten feet from the ground surface or
18 feet where equipment may overhang the back of curb line. Ground level equipment or
shelters are not permitted.
(ii)
Small cell wireless facilities shall be located no closer than 18 inches from an
existing sidewalk/face of curb or 18 inches from a proposed future sidewalk/face of curb
location.
(iii)
driveway.

Small cell wireless facilities shall be located no closer than ten feet from any

(iv)
Small cell wireless facilities shall be located in line with a side lot line and not
in front of a residence.
(v)
Unless otherwise required by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC),
the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), or applicable codes, poles shall either maintain a
galvanized silver, gray or concrete finish or, subject to any applicable standards of the FAA,
FCC or such codes, be painted a neutral color so as to reduce visual obtrusiveness.
(vi)
At all pole sites related equipment shall use materials, colors, textures,
screening, and landscaping that will blend the facilities to the natural setting and environment
to the extent reasonably practical.
(vii) All poles shall be of monopole design and construction unless the ______
approves an alternate design. Disguising or stealthing poles is encouraged.
Any such requirements shall not have the effect of prohibiting any wireless provider's
technology.
(e)
A wireless provider shall comply with any prohibition on communications service
providers from installing structures on or above ground in the ROW in an area designated solely
for underground or buried cable and utility facilities if each of the following apply:
(i) The City has required all cable and utility facilities, other than City poles, along with
any attachments, or poles used for street lights, traffic signals, or other attachments necessary for
public safety, to be placed underground by a date that is not less than 90 days before the
submission of the wireless provider’s application.
(ii) The City does not prohibit the replacement of City poles by a wireless provider in the
designated area.
Section 7.166 Modification of design parameters. Upon the written request of an applicant for
a permit, the City's Department of Public Works may modify or waive the design parameters of
8
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subsection 7.165(d) and (e) in its discretion following a hearing and based on its review of
factors affecting the public health, safety and welfare including, but not limited to, the
following: the presence of existing poles or other structures or equipment in the immediate
vicinity; the ability to reasonably comply with the design parameters set forth in subsection
7.165 (d) and (e); the visual and aesthetic impact of the proposed pole, antenna or facilities on
the adjacent area; the existing and planned character of the adjacent area; public comment; the
scale and scope of the poles, antennas or facilities relative to the existing character of the area;
whether granting the modification will adversely impact public safety; and the
recommendations of City department heads (if any). Following its review, the City's
Department of Public Works may grant, deny or grant with conditions a request to modify or
waive the design parameters and shall provide its decision and the basis for the same to the
applicant in writing. All applications for a waiver or modification of the design parameters as
set forth herein shall be addressed in a uniform and nondiscriminatory manner. The applicant
shall be responsible to pay all costs of the City associated with the request to modify or waive
the design parameters.
Section 7.167 Repair of ROW. As a condition to the issuance of a permit under this section, a
wireless provider is required to repair all damage to the ROW directly caused by the activities of
the wireless provider while occupying, constructing, installing, mounting, maintaining,
modifying, operating, or replacing small cell wireless facilities, utility poles, or wireless support
structures in the ROW and to return the ROW to its functional equivalent before the damage. If
the wireless provider fails to make the repairs required by the City within 60 days after written
notice, the City may make those repairs and charge the wireless provider the reasonable,
documented cost of the repairs
Section 7.168 Discontinuance of Use. Before discontinuing its use of a small cell wireless
facility, utility pole, or wireless support structure, a wireless provider shall notify the City in
writing. The notice shall specify when and how the wireless provider intends to remove the small
cell wireless facility, utility pole, or wireless support structure. The City may impose reasonable
and nondiscriminatory requirements and specifications for the wireless provider to return the
property to its pre-installation condition. If the wireless provider does not complete the removal
within 45 days after the discontinuance of use, the City may complete the removal and assess the
costs of removal against the wireless provider. A permit under this section for a small cell
wireless facility expires upon removal of the small cell wireless facility.
Section 7.169 Revocation of Permit. The City may revoke a permit, upon 30 days' notice and an
opportunity to cure, if the permitted small cell wireless facilities and any associated utility pole
fail to meet the requirements of subsection 7.163(c).
Section 7.169 Compliance with applicable law. The permittee shall be responsible to comply
with all applicable legal requirements and to obtain any permits or approvals otherwise
required by law relative to the installation or operation of small cell wireless facilities in the
City's public rights-of-way (e.g., electrical permits). The City, in reviewing and authorizing a
permit under the act and/or a permit referred to in this section, and the permittee, in the
establishment and operation of any small cell wireless facilities, shall comply with all
applicable federal and state laws.
9
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Section 7.170 Fees. Fees for the permits as authorized under the Act shall be as provided for in
the Act or those documents and as periodically authorized by resolution of the City; provided,
however, that for installations of utility poles designed to support small cell wireless facilities or
co-locations of small cell wireless facilities installed and operational in the ROW before the
effective date of the Act, the fees, rates, and terms of an agreement or ordinance for use of the
ROW remain in effect subject to the termination provisions contained in the agreement or
ordinance.
Section 2.

This Ordinance shall be effective on

, 2019.

Section 3.
Notice of adoption of this Ordinance shall be published within ten (10) days of its
enactment by publication of a digest, summary, or statement of purpose of the Ordinance as
provided by Chapter VII, Section 7.5 of the Charter of the City of East Grand Rapids.
NOTICE OF ADOPTION ORDINANCE BY THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS:
Notice is hereby given that on
, 2019, the City Commission of the
City of East Grand Rapids adopted a new Chapter 79 D dealing with small cell wireless
facilities. This Chapter provides a procedure and establishes a permit process for the location of
small cell wireless facilities within the City. The full text of the Ordinance is available for
inspection by and distribution to the public at the office of the City Clerk. No further or
additional publication of this Ordinance is required or contemplated.

CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS

By:

14786958_2.docx
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Karen K. Brower, City Clerk
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AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 62
OF TITLE VI OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS ORDAINS:
Section 1.
Chapter 62 of Title VI of the Code of the City of East Grand Rapids is amended
in its entirety to read as follows:
CHAPTER 62
SALE OF DRUG RELATED PARAPHERNALIA
Section:
6.21. Definitions
6.22. Possession or delivery of drug paraphernalia
6.23. Penalties and remedies
6.24. Evidentiary rules
6.21

Definitions.

CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE shall mean that term as defined in Section 7104 of the Public
Health Code, MCL 333.7104, as amended. 1
DELIVER or DELIVERY means the actual or constructive transfer from one (1) person to
another of drug paraphernalia, whether or not there is an agency relationship. For purposes of
this chapter, it also includes an offer to sell drug paraphernalia. Proof of an offer to sell must be
corroborated by a person other than the offeree or by evidence other than a statement of the
offeree.
DRUG PARAPHERNALIA means that term as defined in Section 7451 of the Public Health
Code, MCL 333.7451, as amended.
MMMA means the Michigan Medical Marihuana Act, 2008 IL 1, MCL 333.26421, et. seq., as
amended.
MRTMA means the Michigan Regulation and Taxation of Marihuana Act, 2018 IL 1, MCL
333.27951, et. seq., as amended.
6.22.

Possession or delivery of drug paraphernalia.

A.
No person shall knowingly or intentionally use or possess with intent to use drug
paraphernalia, to plant, propagate, cultivate, grow, harvest, manufacture, compound, convert,
produce, process, prepare, test, analyze, pack, repack, store, contain or conceal a controlled
substance in violation of the Public Health Code, MCL 333.7401, et seq., as amended, or to
1

See Section 9.56 of this Code for use or possession of marihuana.
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inject, ingest, inhale, or otherwise introduce into the human body a controlled substance in
violation of the Public Health Code, Section 333.7401, et. seq., as amended.
B.
No person shall knowingly or intentionally deliver, possess with intent to deliver,
or manufacture with intent to deliver drug paraphernalia knowing that the person who receives or
who is intended to receive the drug paraphernalia intends that it be used to plant, propagate,
cultivate, grow, harvest, manufacture, compound, convert, produce, process, prepare, test,
analyze, pack, repack, store, contain, or conceal a controlled substance in violation of the Public
Health Code, MCL 333.7401, et seq., as amended, or to inject, ingest, inhale or otherwise
introduce into the human body a controlled substance in violation of the Public Health Code,
MCL 333.7401, et. seq., as amended.
C.

This chapter does not apply to:

1.
Persons licensed or permitted to manufacture, distribute, prescribe or
dispense controlled substances in accordance with Section 7303 of the Public Health
Code, MCL 333.7303, as amended. (Ord., 10-4-82)
2.
The possession, use, manufacture, sale, or delivery of marihuana
accessories by a person 21 years of age or older in connection with the recreational use of
marihuana who is acting in strict compliance with the MRTMA, as amended.
3.
The possession, use, manufacture, or delivery of drug paraphernalia in
connection with the medical use of marihuana by a person acting in strict compliance
with the MMMA, as amended.
6.23.

Penalties and remedies.

A.
Every person convicted of a violation of this chapter shall be subject to fine
and/or imprisonment as provided in section 1.13 of this Code.
B.
Any drug paraphernalia used or possessed in violation of this chapter shall be
seized and forfeited to the city. (Ord., 10-4-82)
6.24.

Evidentiary rules.

In considering whether an item is drug paraphernalia under this chapter, a court or other
authority shall consider in addition to all other logically relevant factors, but subject to current
rules or evidence:
A.

Statements by an owner or by anyone in control of an object concerning its use;

B.

The existence of any residue of controlled substance on the object;

C.
Direct or circumstantial evidence of the intent of an owner or of anyone in control
of the object to deliver it to persons whom he knows or should reasonably know intend to use the
object to facilitate a violation of this chapter (the innocence of an owner or of anyone in control
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of the object as to a direct violation of this chapter does not prevent a finding that the object is
intended for use or designed for use as drug paraphernalia);
D.

Instructions, oral or written, provided with the object concerning its use;

E.

Descriptive materials accompanying the object which explain or depict its use;

F.

The manner in which the object is displayed for sale;

G.
Whether the owner or anyone in control of the object is a supplier of similar or
related items to the community, such as a licensed distributor or dealer of tobacco products;
H.
Direct or circumstantial evidence of the ratio of sales of the object to the total
sales of the business enterprise;
I.

The existence of scope of uses for the object in the community;

J.

The physical design characteristics of the item;

K.

Expert testimony concerning its use. (Ord., 10-4-82)

Section 2.

This Ordinance shall be effective on

, 2019.

Section 3.
Notice of adoption of this Ordinance shall be published within ten (10) days of its
enactment by publication of a digest, summary, or statement of purpose of the Ordinance as
provided by Chapter VII, Section 7.5, of the Charter of the City of East Grand Rapids.
NOTICE OF ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE BY THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS:
Notice is hereby given that on September , 2019, the City Commission of the City of
East Grand Rapids adopted an Ordinance restating Chapter 62 or Title VI of the City Code. This
Chapter deals with the sale of drug paraphernalia and prohibits such sales except as specifically
allowed by the Ordinance. The full text of the Ordinance is available for inspection by and
distribution to the public at the Office of the City Clerk. No further or additional publication of
this Ordinance is required or contemplated.
CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
By:

15292977_1.docx

Karen K. Brower
City Clerk
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AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CODE SECTIONS 9.51, 9.56, AND 9.65 OF CHAPTER 93
OF TITLE IX OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS ORDAINS:
Section 1.
Section 9.51 of Chapter 93 of Title IX of the Code of the City of East Grand
Rapids is amended in its entirety to read as follows:
9.51. Definitions. When used in this chapter, the following terms shall have the following

meanings:

ADDRESS OF RECORD shall mean the address that appears on the check or the
last known address of record with the secretary of state at the time the check was
presented for payment of goods and services.
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE shall mean any spirituous, vinous, malt, fermented liquor,
beer, wine, spirits, alcoholic liquids and compounds whether or not medicated,
proprietary, patented, and by whatever name called, containing one-half (1/2) of one (1)
percent or more of alcohol by volume.
CHECK shall mean any check, draft, or order for the payment of money, to apply on
account or otherwise, upon any bank or other depository.
CITY BUILDING shall mean any building, or portion thereof, owned, leased or used by
the city of East Grand Rapids for the exclusive or nonexclusive purpose of conducting its
business affairs.
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE shall mean that term as defined in Section 7104 of the
Public Health Code, MCL 333.7104, as amended.
CULTIVATE means that term as defined in Section 3 of the MRTMA, MCLA
333.27953, as amended.
DANGEROUS WEAPON shall mean any weapon likely to produce death or great bodily
injury; or, a weapon which, in the manner in which it is used or attempted to be used,
endangers life or inflicts great bodily harm.
DATING RELATIONSHIP shall mean frequent, intimate associations primarily
characterized by the expectation of affectional involvement. This term does not include a
casual relationship or an ordinary fraternization between two (2) individuals in a business
or social context.
DISHONORED shall mean:
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A.
Any check, draft, or order drawn or written on any account, or otherwise,
upon any bank or depository, without sufficient funds for the payment of same when
presentment is made to the drawee.
B.
Any check, draft, or order drawn or written on any account which has
been closed with or by the bank or other depository upon which it is drawn.
DRUG shall mean a Controlled Substance as defined now or hereafter by the Public Acts
of Michigan.
DRUG PARAPHERNALIA shall mean that term as defined in Section 7451 of the
Public Health Code, MCL 333.7451, as amended.
MARIHUANA, MARIHUANA CONCENTRATE, and MARIJUANA-INFUSED
PRODUCT shall mean those terms as defined in Section 3 of the MRTMA, MCL
333.27953, as amended, except that marihuana and marihuana-infused product when
used in reference to the MMMA shall mean those terms as defined in Section 3 of the
MMMA, MCL 333.26423, as amended.
MARIHUANA ACCESSORIES means that term as defined in Section 3 of the MRTMA,
MCL 333.27953, as amended.
MMMA means the Michigan Medical Marihuana Act, 2008 IL 1, MCL 333.26421 et
seq., as amended.
MRTMA means the Michigan Regulation and Taxation of Marihuana Act, 2018 IL 1,
MCL 333.27951 et seq., as amended.
MOTOR VEHICLE shall mean a self-propelled vehicle.
NARCOTIC DRUG means that term as defined in Section 7107 of the Public Health
Code, MCL 333.7107, as amended
PERSON shall mean any individual, corporation, trust, partnership or any other legal
entity.
PRACTITIONER means that term as defined in Section 7109 of the Public Health Code,
MCL 333.7109, as amended.
PRINCIPAL shall mean the chief administrative employee of any public, private or
parochial elementary, secondary or high school.
PROWLING shall mean willfully lurking about, lying in wait or moving stealthily about
private property as if in search of prey or plunder.
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PUBLIC HEALTH CODE means the Michigan Public Health Code, 1978 PA 368, MCL
333.1101 et. seq., as amended.
PUBLIC NUDITY shall mean knowingly or intentionally displaying in a public place or
displaying from a private place in such a manner as to allow the display to be seen from a
public place, or for payment or promise of payment by any person including, but not
limited to, payment or promise for payment of an admission fee, any individual’s genitals
or anus with less than a fully opaque covering of the nipple and the areola. “Public
nudity” does not include any of the following:
A.
A woman’s breast-feeding of a baby, whether or not the nipple or areola is
exposed during or incidental to the feeding.
B.

“Material” as defined in section 2 of act no. 343 of the public acts of 1984.

C.
“Sexually Explicit Visual Material” as defined in section 3 of act no. 33 of
the public acts of 1978.
PUBLIC PLACE shall mean any parking lot, street, alley, park, sidewalk, public
building, any place of business open to the public or frequented by the public or any
portion thereof, and any other place which is open to public view to which the public, or
any portion thereof, has access.
RETAIL FRAUD shall mean that a person had done one (1) or more of the following:
A.
While a store is open to the public, alters, transfers, removes and replaces,
conceals, or otherwise misrepresents the price at which property is for sale, with the
intent not to pay for the property or to pay less than the price at which the property is
offered for sale.
B.
While a store is open to the public, steals property of the store that is
offered for sale.
C.
With the intent to defraud, obtain or attempts to obtain money or property
from the store as a refund or exchange for property that was not paid for or belongs to the
store.
RESIDENCE OR PREMISES means a motel room, hotel room, home, apartment,
condominium or other dwelling unit, including the property and premises of the same, or
hall, meeting room or other place of assembly, whether occupied on a temporary or
permanent basis, whether occupied as a dwelling or specifically for social functions and
whether owned, leased, rented or used with or without compensation.
SCHOOL shall mean any public, private or parochial pre-elementary, elementary (grades
K-6), secondary (grades 7-12), high school, or combination thereof.
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STALKING shall mean a willful course of conduct involving repeated or
continuing harassment of another person that would cause a reasonable person to
feel terrorized, frightened, intimidated, threatened, harassed, or molested, and that
actually causes the victim to feel terrorized, frightened, intimidated, threatened,
harassed, or molested. As used in this section:
A.
“Course of conduct” means a pattern of conduct composed of a
series of two (2) or more separate non-continuous acts, evidencing a continuity of
purpose.
B.
“Emotional distress” means significant mental suffering or distress
that may, but does not necessarily require, medical or other professional treatment
or counseling.
C.
“Harassment” means conduct directed toward a victim that
includes, but is not limited to, repeated or continuing unconsented contact, that
would cause a reasonable individual to suffer emotional distress, and that actually
causes the victim to suffer emotional distress. “Harassment” does not include
constitutionally protected activity or conduct that serves a legitimate purpose.
D.
“Unconsented contact” means any contact with another individual
that is initiated or continued without that individual’s consent or in disregard of
that individual’s expressed desire that the contact be avoided or discontinued.
Uncontested contact includes, but is not limited to, any of the following:
1.

Following or appearing within the sight of that individual.

2.

Approaching or confronting that individual in a public
place or on private property.

3.

Appearing at the workplace or residence of that individual.

4.

Entering onto or remaining on property owned, leased, or
occupied by that individual.

5.

Contacting that individual by telephone.

6.

Sending mail or electronic communications to that
individual.

7.

Placing an object on, or delivering an object to, property
owned, leased, or occupied by that individual.

E.
“Victim” means an individual who is the target of a willful course
of conduct involving repeated or continuing harassment.
TRUANCY shall mean a person between six (6) and sixteen (16) years of age
who is out of school during regular school hours, unless the absence is due to an
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illness, suspension or expulsion from school, or when the person is either engaged
in an organized school program or acting at the direction of a parent or legal
guardian.
WEAPON shall mean any pistol, air pistol, rifle, air rifle, shotgun, slingshot,
crossbow, bow, molotov cocktail, firebomb or bomb, knife having a blade three
(3) inches in length or longer, shurkins (throwing stars) and nunchaku, not
including guns not in operating condition. (Ord., 4-27-2001)
Section 2.
Section 9.56 of Chapter 93 of Title IX of the Code of the City of East Grand
Rapids is amended in its entirety to read as follows:
9.56 Alcohol and Drug Offenses. No person shall:
A.
Be intoxicated or under the influence of an alcoholic beverage or under the
influence of any drug or any combination of alcoholic beverages and drugs in any public place
and either endanger directly the safety of another person or the property of another person, or act
in a manner that causes or creates a public disturbance.
B.
Sell, give or furnish any drug to any person without first obtaining a license to
sell, give or furnish such drug, except as otherwise authorized by state law.
C.
Sell, give or furnish any alcoholic beverage to any person who appears to be or is
reasonably suspected to be drunk or intoxicated.
D.
Purchase, consume or possess an alcoholic beverage if less than twenty-one (21)
years of age, except as provided in this chapter.
1.
In addition to the penalties set forth within this chapter, a person convicted
of violating this subsection may be ordered to perform community service and to undergo
substance abuse screening and assessment or substance abuse treatment and rehabilitation
at his or her own expense.
2.
A public safety officer who has reasonable cause to believe that a person
under the age of twenty-one (21) years has consumed alcoholic liquor may request that
the person submit to a preliminary chemical breath analysis. The results of a preliminary
chemical breath analysis shall be admissible as evidence and a legal presumption shall be
made by the court that the person less than twenty-one (21) years of age has consumed or
possessed alcoholic liquor if a preliminary chemical breath analysis indicates a person’s
blood contained 0.02% or more weight by alcohol.
This subsection shall not be construed to prohibit a person under twenty-one (21) years of
age from possessing alcoholic beverages if any of the following circumstances exist:
1.
The alcoholic beverages are possessed during regular working hours and
in the course of the person’s employment if such employment is by a person properly
licensed by the state of Michigan, by the liquor control commission or by an agent of the
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liquor control commission, and if the alcoholic beverage is not possessed for such
person’s personal consumption.
2.
The person is participating in an undercover decoy operation and the
person has purchased or received alcoholic beverages exclusively at the direction of a
state, county or local police agency as part of an undercover operation.
3.
The person is consuming sacramental wine in connection with religious
services at a church, synagogue or temple.
4.
The alcoholic beverage is either an over-the-counter or a prescribed
commercially prepared product which is intended for use as a medicine to treat colds,
coughs, allergies or influenza, and is being possessed or used for that purpose.
E.
Knowingly transport or possess, in a motor vehicle, an alcoholic beverage if less
than twenty-one (21) years of age. This section shall not apply if the person is employed by a
licensee under Michigan law, the Michigan liquor control commission, an agent of said
commission, or a police officer where the transport or possession of the alcoholic beverage
occurs in the course of the person’s employment.
F.
Knowingly, or upon failure to make diligent inquiry, sell, furnish or give
alcoholic liquor to a person less than twenty-one (21) years of age. This shall not apply to
alcoholic beverages given under the authority of and pursuant to the direction of a duly licensed
physician, or to a sacramental wine offered by a member of the clergy in connection with
religious services within a church, synagogue or temple.
G.
Falsely represent that he or she or any other person is twenty-one (21) years of
age or older for the purpose of procuring the sale or furnishing of any alcoholic beverage.
H.
Knowingly allow or permit any other person to operate a motor vehicle or other
piece of machinery owned or controlled by him or her when he or she knows or should
reasonably know that the other person is intoxicated or under the influence of an alcoholic
beverage or a controlled substance.
I.
Consume, possess or knowingly have under his or her control any open container
of alcoholic beverage in any public park, public school property or upon any public street or
public sidewalk. This section shall not apply if the alcoholic beverage is consumed or possessed
exclusively within an area which is currently licensed for sale or consumption by the Michigan
liquor control commission, and if the person is otherwise lawfully entitled to consume or possess
the alcoholic beverage.
J.
Inhale, drink, eat or otherwise introduce into his/her respiratory or circulatory
system any model glue, or other inhalant with the intent of inducing intoxication, elation, dazed
condition, paralysis, or irrationality or in any manner distort or disturb the eyesight, thinking
process, judgment, balance or coordination of such person.
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K.

Except as otherwise permitted by the MMMA, no person shall:

1.
Operate, navigate, or be in physical control of any motor vehicle, aircraft,
snowmobile, off-road recreational vehicle, or motorboat while under the influence of
marihuana.
21.

2.

Transfer marihuana or marihuana accessories to a person under the age of

3.
If a personal is under the age of 21, possess, consume, purchase or
otherwise obtain, cultivate, process, transport, or sell marihuana.
4.
Separate plant resin by butane extraction or another method that utilizes a
substance with a flashpoint below 100 degrees Fahrenheit in any public place, motor
vehicle, or within the curtilage of any residential structure.
5.
Consume marihuana in a public place or smoke marihuana on a property
where prohibited by the person who owns, occupies, or manages the property, except for
purposes of this subsection a public place does not include an area designated for
consumption within the City of the East Grand Rapids that has authorized consumption in
designated areas that are not accessible to persons under 21 years of age.
6.
Cultivate marihuana plants if the plants are visible from a public place
without the use of binoculars, aircraft, or other optical aids or outside of an enclosed area
equipped with locks or other functioning security devices that restrict access to the area.
7.
Consume marihuana while operating, navigating, or being in physical
control of any motor vehicle, aircraft, snowmobile, off-road recreational vehicle, or
motorboat, or smoke marihuana within the passenger area of a vehicle upon a public way.
8.
Possess marihuana accessories or possess or consume marihuana on the
grounds of a public or private school where children attend classes in preschool
programs, kindergarten programs, or grades 1 through 12, in a school bus, or on the
grounds of any correctional facility.
9.
Possess more than 2.5 ounces of marihuana within a person's place of
residence unless the excess marihuana is stored in a container or area equipped with locks
or other functioning security devices that restrict access to the contents of the container or
area.
L.
Except as provided in in the MRTMA, MMMA, and/or subsection (K), the
following acts by a person who is 21 years of age and older are not unlawful:
1.
Possessing, using or consuming, internally possessing, purchasing,
transporting, or processing 2.5 ounces or less of marihuana, except that not more than 15
grams of marihuana may be in the form of marihuana concentrate;
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2.
Within the person's residence, possessing, storing, and processing not
more than 10 ounces of marihuana and any marihuana produced by marihuana plants
cultivated on the premises and cultivating not more than 12 marihuana plants for personal
use, provided that no more than 12 marihuana plants are possessed, cultivated, or
processed on the premises at once;
3.
Assisting another person who is 21 years of age or older in any of the acts
described in this section; and
4.
Giving away or otherwise transferring without remuneration up to 2.5
ounces of marihuana, except that not more than 15 grams of marihuana may be in the
form of marihuana concentrate, to a person 21 years of age or older, as long as the
transfer is not advertised or promoted to the public.
M.
Permit or allow any premises owned, or controlled by him or her to be used or
occupied by persons engaged in the unlawful use of an alcoholic beverage or a controlled
substance.
N.
Purchase, possess or use any tobacco products if less than eighteen (18) years of
age. A person less than eighteen (18) years of age who violates this subsection is responsible for
a civil infraction and may be fined up to five hundred dollars ($500.00) plus court costs and the
costs of prosecution.
This subsection shall not be construed to prohibit a person from possessing tobacco
products if any of the following circumstances exist:
1.
The tobacco products are possessed during regular working
hours and in the course of the person’s employment and the tobacco
products are not purchased or possessed for such person’s personal
consumption.
2.
The person is participating in an undercover decoy operation and the
person has purchased or received tobacco products exclusively at the direction of a state,
county or local police agency as part of an undercover operation.
O.
Falsely represent that he or she or another person is eighteen (18) years of age or
older for the purpose of procuring the sale or furnishing of any tobacco product.
P.
Knowingly, or upon failure to make diligent inquiry, sell, furnish or give tobacco
products to a person under eighteen (18) years of age.
Q.
No person under twenty-one (21) years of age shall knowingly attend, frequent, or
be an occupant at a place where the illegal consumption of alcohol by other persons under the
age of twenty-one (21) is being allowed in violation of this subsection, or a place where other
persons under the age of twenty-one (21) are illegally in possession of alcoholic liquor. This
subsection shall not apply to a place where the attendance is limited to the immediate family of
the occupier of the premises and at least one (1) parent residing in that household is actually
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present. A person who violates this subsection is responsible for a civil infraction and shall be
subject to a fine of up to five hundred dollars ($500.00) plus court costs and the costs of
prosecution. (Ord., 4-27-2001)
Section 3.
Section 9.65 of Chapter 93 of Title IX of the Code of the City of East Grand
Rapids is amended in its entirety to read as follows:
9.65. Violations and Penalties. Except as otherwise specifically provided in this chapter,
any person convicted of violating any provision of this chapter shall be punished as follows:
A.

For all marihuana-related violations:

1.
Except for a person who engaged in conduct described in Sections
9.56(K)(1), (K)(2), (K)(3), (K)(4), (K)(7), or (K)(8), who possesses or cultivates not more
than the amount of marihuana allowed by Section 9.56(L), delivers without receiving any
remuneration to a person who is at least 21 years of age not more than the amount of
marihuana allowed by Section 9.65(L), or possesses with intent to deliver not more than
the amount of marihuana allowed by Section 9.65(L), a person is responsible for a civil
infraction and may be punished by a fine of not more than $100 and forfeiture of the
marihuana.
2.
Except for a person who engaged in conduct described in Section 9.65(K),
a person who possesses or cultivates not more than twice the amount of marihuana
allowed by Section 9.65(L), delivers without receiving any remuneration to a person who
is at least 21 years of age not more than twice the amount of marihuana allowed by
Section 9.65(L), or possesses with intent to deliver not more than twice the amount of
marihuana allowed by Section 9.65(L):
a.
for a first violation, is responsible for a civil infraction and may be
punished by a fine of not more than $500 and forfeiture of the marihuana;
b.
for a second violation, is responsible for a civil infraction and may
be punished by a fine of not more than $1,000 and forfeiture of the marihuana;
c.
for a third or subsequent violation, is guilty of a misdemeanor and
may be punished by a fine of not more than $2,000 and forfeiture of the
marihuana.
3.
Except for a person who engaged in conduct described by Sections
9.56(K)(1), 9.56(K)(4), or 9.56(K)(7), a person under 21 years of age who possesses not
more than 2.5 ounces of marihuana or who cultivates not more than 12 marihuana plants:
a.
for a first violation, is responsible for a civil infraction and may be
punished as follows:
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1.
if the person is less than 18 years of age, by a fine of not
more than $100 or community service, forfeiture of the marihuana, and
completion of 4 hours of drug education or counseling; or
2.
if the person is at least 18 years of age, by a fine of not
more than $100 and forfeiture of the marihuana.
b.
for a second violation, is responsible for a civil infraction and may
be punished as follows:
1.
if the person is less than 18 years of age, by a fine of not
more than $500 or community service, forfeiture of the marihuana, and
completion of 8 hours of drug education or counseling; or
2.
if the person is at least 18 years of age, by a fine of not
more than $500 and forfeiture of the marihuana.
4.
Except for a person who engaged in conduct described in Section 9.65(K),
a person who possesses or cultivates more than twice the amount of marihuana allowed
by Section 9.65(L), or delivers without receiving any remuneration to a person who is at
least 21 years of age more than twice the amount of marihuana allowed by Section
9.65(L), shall be responsible for a misdemeanor, but shall not be subject to imprisonment
unless the violation was habitual, willful, and for a commercial purpose or the violation
involved violence.
5.
If a state law requires the classification of an act violating this chapter as a
civil infraction, it shall be a civil infraction. If a state law requires the classification of an act
violating this chapter as a misdemeanor, it shall be a misdemeanor punishable as provided in
Section 1.13 of this Code unless otherwise expressly provided in this chapter.
6.
Except as otherwise provided, acts involving marihuana and that violate this
chapter shall be misdemeanors punishable as provided in Section 1.13 of this Code.
7.
This chapter does not prevent a court from deferring or discharging
proceedings or sentencing a person who has not previously been convicted of an offense
under any local, state or federal law relating to narcotic drugs, coca leaves, marihuana, or
stimulant, depressant, or hallucinogenic drugs, under Section 7411 of the Public Health Code,
MCL 333.7411, as amended.
B.
For all other violations of this chapter and except as otherwise specifically
provided in this chapter, a person convicted of any such violation shall be punished by a fine not
to exceed five hundred dollars ($500.00) and cost of prosecution or by imprisonment in the Kent
County jail for a period not to exceed ninety-three (93) days, or both such fine and imprisonment
in the discretion of the court. (Ord. 4-27-2001)

Section 4.

This Ordinance shall be effective on

, 2019.
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Section 5.
Notice of adoption of this Ordinance shall be published within ten (10) days of its
enactment by publication of a digest, summary, or statement of purpose of the Ordinance as
provided by Chapter VII, Section 7.5, of the Charter of the City of East Grand Rapids.
NOTICE OF ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE BY THE CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS:
Notice is hereby given that on September , 2019, the City Commission of the City of
East Grand Rapids adopted an Ordinance changing three Sections of Chapter 93 of Title IX of
the City Code. Chapter 93 contains miscellaneous offenses. The Sections that were amended
are 9.51 containing definitions, 9.56 dealing with alcohol and drug offenses, and 9.65 dealing
with violations and penalties. The changes that were made were to bring the Ordinances dealing
with marijuana into compliance with the new Michigan Regulation and Taxation of Marijuana
Act, including adopting new penalties for violations of the marijuana laws. The full text of the
Ordinance is available for inspection by and distribution to the public at the Office of the City
Clerk. No further or additional publication of this Ordinance is required or contemplated.
CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
By:

15294580_1.docx

Karen K. Brower
City Clerk

CITY OF

EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE • EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49506
KAREN MUSHONG
FINANCE DIRECTOR

MEMORANDUM
TO:

Mayor and City Commissioners

FROM:

Karen Mushong, Finance Director

DATE:

October 8, 2019

RE:

Public Act 152 Annual Opt-out

Action Requested: To approve the attached resolution opting out of the health care premium 80/20
employer/employee contribution amounts required under State of Michigan Public Act 152 (Publicly
Funded Health Insurance Contribution Act) for the calendar year of 2020.
Background: Under Public Act 152, the State of Michigan calls for government and school employees to
contribute 20% of the health care premium cost for medical plans provided to them. There are two
alternatives to the 80/20 rule; 1) the employer’s share of a health plan must be cost competitive with the
new state preferred provider plan on a per-employee basis, otherwise known as “hard-caps”, or 2) the local
municipality can “opt out” of this portion of the requirements by a two thirds vote of the governing body.
It is difficult to compare a traditional plan with specific premiums versus a self-funded plan like the City of
East Grand Rapids. With a self-funded plan, there are not set premiums per individual, rather the City
simply pays all claims when presented. Under a self-funded plan, one insured may spend zero dollars per
year while another could use substantial amounts. Per review of total claims paid as compared to the hard
caps allowed, the City has been recently above the hard caps on a per-employee basis. Due to this, the City
negotiated higher premium pays each year over 3 years (5%, 7.5% and 10% of the hard cap set by the
State). On January 1, 2020, the employees will be paying 10% of the hard cap set by the State.
Self-funded plans can see drastic fluctuations year to year regardless of the amount of premium pays
charged to employees. As a result of this, it is recommended the Commission “opt out” of the requirements
knowing that we are meeting the objectives of the State, but in a different way by being self-funded and
attempting to control the overall costs. By opting out, the City does not have to worry that a specific year
may exceed the maximums. The current plan the City has in place is both cost effective and shares costs
with the employees through co-pays and deductibles. This year the City had a healthcare study completed
by an independent consultant. Not only was it determined the current plan is controlling costs well, the
changes implemented in previous years have further hedged against rising healthcare costs by increasing
the co-payments and yearly deductions in the offered health insurance benefits.
_____________________________
Doug La Fave, Acting City Manager
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CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE • EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49506
RESOLUTION NO. 2019-____.
A RESOLUTION ELECTING TO COMPLY WITH THE PROVISIONS OF PUBLIC ACT 152
OF 2011 BY EXERCISING THE CITY’S RIGHT TO EXEMPT ITSELF FROM THE
REQUIREMENTS OF THE ACT FOR THE PERIOD FROM JANUARY 1, 2020 TO
DECEMBER 31, 2020
At a regular meeting of the City Commission for the City of East Grand Rapids, Michigan, held
at the City of East Grand Rapids City Hall, East Grand Rapids, Michigan, on the 21st day of October
2019.
PRESENT:
ABSENT:
The following Resolution was offered by Commissioner _______ and supported by Commissioner
_______:
RESOLUTION
WHEREAS, on September 27, 2011 the Publicly Funded Health Insurance Contribution Act,
Act No. 152 of the Public Acts of Michigan of 2011 (“Act 152”), became effective in the State of
Michigan; and
WHEREAS, Act 152 establishes standards and a process with respect to medical benefit plans
offered by public employers; and
WHEREAS, the City of East Grand Rapids has historically recognized, in its role as steward
for the public funds entrusted to it, that it must efficiently manage those limited resources; and
WHEREAS, the City of East Grand Rapids constantly engages in a review of expenditures in
order to maximize the value it receives for goods and services; and
WHEREAS, the City of East Grand Rapids, with the collaboration of the City union and nonunion employees, created a health reimbursement account health plan with high deductible and co-pays;
and
WHEREAS, the health reimbursement account health plan has provided a stable expense to the
City since its implementation in 2005 and is currently less expensive than the state preferred provider
plan; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of East Grand Rapids believes that, as the elected
representatives for the City and answerable directly to the City’s voters, it is best positioned to
determine what benefits (including medical benefits) ought to be offered in order to obtain the best City
employees at the lowest overall costs.
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS RESOLVED that:
1. Pursuant to Section 8 of Act 152, the City of East Grand Rapids hereby exempts itself from the
requirements of Act 152 for the period from January 1, 2020 to December 31, 2020.
2. All resolutions and parts of resolutions in conflict herewith are, to the extent of such conflict,
repealed.
YEAS:
NAYS:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
ADOPTED this 21st day of October 2019.
CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
BY:
Amna P Seibold, Mayor
BY:

Karen K. Brower, City Clerk

CERTIFICATION
I, Karen Brower, the duly appointed Clerk of the City of East Grand Rapids, do hereby certify
that the foregoing is a true and complete copy of a Resolution adopted by the City of East Grand Rapids
at a regular meeting held October 21, 2019, in compliance with the Open Meetings Act, Act No. 267 of
the Public Acts of Michigan, 1976, as amended, the minutes of the meeting were kept and will be or
have been made available as required by said Act.
CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
BY:

Karen K. Brower, City Clerk
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CITY OF

EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE • EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49506

KAREN MUSHONG
FINANCE DIRECTOR

MEMORANDUM
TO:
Mayor and City Commissioners
FROM: Karen Mushong, Finance Director
DATE:
October 7, 2019
RE:

FY 2019-20 Budget Amendments

Action Requested: That the City Commission approve the resolution amending the FY 2019-20 budget for
the Quarter Ending September 30, 2019.
Background: The General Fund and Special Revenue Street Fund amendments have been detailed by
department/category on the worksheets attached to the resolution due to their budget level being approved
by department subtotal.
General Fund - In the General Fund there is a net proposed amendment to bring the planned USE
of unrestricted fund balance to $335,000 at June 30, 2020. This will change the projected ending
unrestricted fund balance to $3,091,600 or 26.8% of budgeted expenditures. The FY 2019-20
original budget was approved with a planned ending unrestricted fund balance of $2,550,400 or
20.5% of budgeted expenditures. Expected fund balance increased from the original budget due to
the actual results at June 30, 2019 ending higher than planned.
Changes from the original budget included the moving of some items from the FY 2018-19 budget
to FY 2019-20, which is some of the reason we ended higher than expected. But we also need to
add some of the following major amendments to the budget:
•
•
•

Capital project carryover from FY 2018-19 related to domain and server upgrades for
$10,000
Capital project carryover from FY 2018-19 related to the rewiring of the generator for
$36,500
Sponsorship revenue for fireworks for $25,000, which added $5,000 of expenditures to
increase the level of the fireworks show.

Street Funds – Based on funds remaining after closing FY 2018-19, revisions were made to the
Spring 2020 construction projects estimates. This resulted in changes to the operating transfers
between these funds.
Healthcare Fund – Additional costs related to health benefit study are estimated to be $10,000 more
than expected. In addition, health benefit study expenditures of $20,000 was moved from the
18/19 budget to the 19/20 budget.
_________________________
Doug La Fave, Acting City Manager

RESOLUTION 2019-______
RESOLUTION AMENDING FY 2019-2020 FISCAL YEAR BUDGET
The following resolution was offered by Commissioner__________, and supported by Commissioner _________;
WHEREAS,

it is necessary to amend the appropriations of the City's budget by making the proper
adjustments and transfers where necessary; and

WHEREAS,

that various funds may require a change in appropriations due to a change in unanticipated

WHEREAS,

departments have reviewed their budget and are proposing the adjustments to be made; and

WHEREAS,

the City Manager has reviewed the amendments and is recommending that the adjustments

WHEREAS,

the Commission may adopt general funds* and special revenue funds* for FY 2019-2020
by departmental appropriation subtotal as presented in attached information; and

WHEREAS,

the Commission may adopt the non-general funds and non-special revenue funds for FY
2019-2020 by fund total; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of East Grand Rapids that the budget be
amended as follows:
Amended
Proposed
Proposed
Budget
Amendments
Budget
GENERAL FUND*
Revenues
12,126,500
26,500
12,153,000
Expenditures
12,436,500
51,500
12,488,000
Fund Balance Change
(310,000)
(25,000)
(335,000)
MAJOR STREET*

Revenues
Expenditures
Fund Balance Change

1,840,300
1,845,300
(5,000)

(219,000)
41,000
(260,000)

1,621,300
1,886,300
(265,000)

LOCAL STREET*

Revenues
Expenditures
Fund Balance Change

1,400,000
1,455,000
(55,000)

167,600
167,600
-

1,567,600
1,622,600
(55,000)

MUNICIPAL STREET*

Revenues
Expenditures
Fund Balance Change

1,802,700
1,777,700
25,000

258,700
208,700
50,000

2,061,400
1,986,400
75,000

HEALTH CARE

Revenues
Expenditures
Fund Balance Change

2,073,500
2,173,500
(100,000)

30,000
(30,000)

2,073,500
2,203,500
(130,000)

AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
I, Karen Brower, the duly appointed Clerk of the City of East Grand Rapids, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a
true and complete copy of a Resolution adopted by the City of East Grand Rapids at a Regular Meeting held October
21, 2019, in compliance with the Open Meetings Act, Act No. 267 of the Pubic Acts of Michigan, 1976, as amended,
the minutes of the meeting were kept and will be or have been made available as required by said Act.
CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
BY: __________________________
Karen K. Brower, City Clerk

CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS

GENERAL FUND PROPOSED AMENDMENTS
Original
Budget

Proposed
Amendments

Amended
Budget

REVENUES
CITY TAXES & PENALTIES
LICENSES AND PERMITS
INTERGOVERNMENTAL PROGRAMS
CHARGES FOR CURRENT SERVICES
RECREATION REVENUE
FINES & FORFEITS
INTEREST AND RENTS
OTHER REVENUES
OTHER REVENUES - LIBRARY
TOTAL REVENUES

$

8,855,000
75,000
1,102,300
567,800
1,182,400
35,000
150,000
159,000
12,126,500

$

1,500
25,000
26,500

$

8,855,000
75,000
1,102,300
569,300
1,207,400
35,000
150,000
159,000
12,153,000

TRANSFERS
TRANSFERS FROM OTHER FUNDS
TOTAL REVENUES & TRANSFERS

$

12,126,500

$

26,500

$

12,153,000

CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS

GENERAL FUND PROPOSED AMENDMENTS
Original
Budget

Proposed
Amendments

Amended
Budget

EXPENDITURES
GENERAL GOVERNMENT
CITY COMMISSION
CITY MANAGER
CITY ATTORNEY
ELECTIONS
ASSESSOR
FINANCE
GENERAL ADMIN

$

TOTAL GENERAL GOVERNMENT
PUBLIC SAFETY
PUBLIC SAFETY
STATE PROGRAMS

$

TOTAL PARKS & RECREATION
TOTAL EXPENDITURES

5,488,500
5,500

$

904,900
140,500
100,500
199,500
464,800
20,500
145,400

$

817,700
224,300
145,600
108,100
469,700
193,700
67,700
103,900

$

-

$

36,500
-

$

5,000
-

5,488,500
5,500
5,494,000

$

36,500

$

30,200
373,400
305,000
27,600
126,300
739,000
244,200
1,845,700

-

1,976,100

$

3,300
10,000
(3,300)
10,000

5,494,000

TOTAL CITY SERIVCES
RECREATION
RECREATION
POOL PROGRAMS
SPECIAL EVENTS
RECREATION PROGRAMMING
GROUNDS MAINTENANCE
RECREATION SPORTS
MIDDLE SCHOOL SPORTS
AQUATIC CLUB (WAVES)

$

1,835,700

TOTAL PUBLIC SAFETY
CITY SERVICES
CITY BUILDINGS
ZONING ADMINISTRATION
STREET LIGHTING
WEALTH STREETSCAPE MAINT
WASTE COLLECTION
LAKE RESTORATION
TREE MAINTENANCE

30,200
373,400
305,000
24,300
126,300
729,000
247,500

941,400
140,500
100,500
199,500
464,800
20,500
145,400
2,012,600

$

817,700
224,300
150,600
108,100
469,700
193,700
67,700
103,900

2,130,700

5,000

2,135,700

11,436,500

51,500

11,488,000

1,000,000

-

1,000,000

51,500

$ 12,488,000

TRANSFERS
TRANSFERS TO OTHER FUNDS
TOTAL EXPENDITURES
& TRANSFERS

$ 12,436,500

$

CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS

MAJOR STREET FUND PROPOSED AMENDMENTS
Original
Budget

Proposed
Amendments

Amended
Budget

REVENUES
INTERGOVERMENT PROGRAMS
INTEREST AND RENTS
TRANSFERS IN
TOTAL REVNUES

$

850,000
11,300
979,000

$

(219,000)

$

850,000
11,300
760,000

$

1,840,300

$

(219,000)

$

1,621,300

$

73,700
719,000
331,700
89,300
227,400
144,200
260,000

$

2,400
41,000
(17,400)
15,000
-

$

76,100
760,000
314,300
104,300
227,400
144,200
260,000

$

1,845,300

$

41,000

$

1,886,300

EXPENDITURES
ENGINEERING
STREET CONSTRUCTION
ROUTINE MAINTENANCE
TRAFFIC SERVICES
WINTER MAINTENANCE
STREET ADMINISTRATION
DEBT SERVICE
TOTAL EXPENDITURES
NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE

(5,000)

(260,000)

(265,000)

CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS

LOCAL STREET FUND PROPOSED AMENDMENTS
Original
Budget

Proposed
Amendment
s

Amended
Budget

REVENUES
INTERGOVERMENT PROGRAMS
INTEREST AND RENTS
TRANSFERS IN
TOTAL REVNUES

$

340,000
12,000
1,048,000

$

(100)
167,700

$

340,000
11,900
1,215,700

$

1,400,000

$

167,600

$

1,567,600

$

71,950
743,000
255,650
27,600
214,700
142,100

$

(50)
167,700
(50)
-

$

71,900
910,700
255,600
27,600
214,700
142,100

$

1,455,000

$

167,600

$

1,622,600

EXPENDITURES
ENGINEERING
STREET CONSTRUCTION
ROUTINE MAINTENANCE
TRAFFIC SERVICES
WINTER MAINTENANCE
STREET ADMINISTRATION
TOTAL EXPENDITURES
NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE

(55,000)

-

(55,000)

CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS

MUNICIPAL STREET FUND PROPOSED AMENDMENTS
Original
Budget

Proposed
Amendments

Amended
Budget

REVENUES
PROPERTY TAX REVENUE

1,346,200

INTEREST AND RENTS
TRANSFERS IN
TOTAL REVNUES

-

6,500
450,000
$

1,802,700

1,346,200

(1,300)

5,200

260,000
$

258,700

710,000
$

2,061,400

EXPENDITURES
SIDEWALKS
STORM DRAINS
STREET CONSTRUCTION
TRANSFERS OUT
TOTAL EXPENDITURES
NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE

200,000
110,700
5,000
1,462,000
$

1,777,700
25,000

208,700
$

208,700
50,000

200,000
110,700
5,000
1,670,700
$

1,986,400
75,000

CITY OF

EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE • EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49506
KAREN MUSHONG
FINANCE DIRECTOR

MEMORANDUM
TO:

Mayor and City Commissioners

FROM:

Karen Mushong

DATE:

October 15, 2019

RE:

Third-Party Benefit Administrator and Stop Loss Approval/Benefit Renewal

Action Requested: That the City Commission approve a bid with Blue Cross and Blue Shield
Michigan (BCBSM) as the City’s health benefit administrator and stop loss carrier and a bid with
Health Equity as the City’s COBRA/FSA/HRA administrator. In addition, that the City
Commisison confirm the renewal of the existing health benefit plan provisions and for life /longterm disability insurance as underwritten by Madison National Life.
.
Background: The City has a self-funded health insurance plan, which means that the City pays
all eligible claims through use of a third-party administrator. The City purchases stop loss
coverage for claims exceeding $50,000 on any given year. In addition, the City contracts with a
third party administrator to ensure compliance with COBRA and for the administration of Flex
Benefits (FSA) and the Health Reimbursement Account (HRA).
The City’s current administrator is ASR Corporation for both the health benefit administration and
for the administration of COBRA/FSA/HRA. The City currently has stop loss insurance through
ASR with Companion Life.
Historically, every five years the City has hired a consultant to review the City’s health benefit
plan and to solicit bids from third-party administrators. Listed below are the estimated bid results
based on a total of 77 participates (67 employees and 10 retirees):
Estimated Yearly Cost:
Stop Loss Premiums
Additional Run-In Stop Loss*
Administration Fees
Total

$

BCBSM
395,287.20 $
46,625.04
70,473.48
512,385.72 $

Cobra/FSA/HRA Administration

$

4,823.80 $

$

ASR
562,435.44
N/A
15,120.60
577,556.04
4,804.80 $

Kushner
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
5,694.00

* - This premium is to cover all eligible medical claims from October 1, 2019 through December 31, 2019 and paid
between January 1, 2020 and December 31, 2020 for only the initial contract year effective on January 1, 2020. This
premium will ensure stop loss coverage on those claims during our change in carriers.
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There are differences between the proposals. For example:
• BCBSM’s bid is based on 2020 pricing and ASR is based on 2019 pricing.
• BCBSM utilizes $50,000 specific stop-loss per family unit versus ASR’s $50,000 specific
per person.
• ASRs administration fees vary from year to year based on the estimated stop-loss
commissions ASR expects to receive from the stop-loss carrier.
• BCBSM’s total bid includes the run-in stop-loss coverage discussed above.
• Under BCBSM, the City will need to produce its own Summary Plan Description (SPD)
and Summary of Benefits and Coverage (SBC). ASR has provided this service in the past.
• Both BCBSM and ASR will notify the City of legal and regulatory changes needed to the
plan. However, the City may have an added future cost for a benefit consultant to assist
the City in understanding the best way to comply with any future legal and requlatory
changes since it was not clear in either proposal how much assistance the City would
receive in this area.
• The network under BCBSM appears to have a wide coverage area and there could be some
savings to the City due to the network savings. The network coverage will also be a
benefit to employees.
• BCBSM is unable to administer the plan’s current dual out-of-pocket maximums. We are
still evualating what this will mean to the plan, but it is not expected to be significant.
We checked three municipal references for BCBSM and they checked out satisfactory.
There are no significant health plan changes being proposed for 2020.
Madison National Life is not proposing any increases to our current premiums for life or longterm disability insurance.
_____________________________
Doug La Fave, Acting City Manager

CITY OF

EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE • EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN
49506
(616) 949-2110
www.eastgr.org
MARK HERALD
PUBLIC SAFETY DIRECTOR

MEMORANDUM
DATE:

October 21, 2019

TO:

Mayor and City Commissioners

FROM:

Mark A. Herald, Director of Public Safety

RE:

Request to Purchase: 5 Sets of Turn-out Gear

Action Requested: That the City Commission authorizes the purchase of 5 sets of turn-out gear from Apollo Fire
Equipment located in Romeo, Michigan in the amount of $11,370.
Background: Our current turn-out gear is either in need of replacement do to wear or has reached its 10 year
recommended replacement date based on National Fire Protection Agency (NFPA) Standard 1851. A set of turnout gear includes bunker pants, suspenders, and a coat. This will be the 4th year of the 5-year purchase program
where we intend to replace 5 sets of gear. The Department wants to maintain uniform turnout gear for consistency
and ease of use and warranty purposes. As a result, this purchase is a sole source from Apollo Fire Equipment for
the Fire Dex brand turn out gear. $9,500.00 in funding for this purchase exists in the FY 2019/20 Capital Budget
General Fund Account 101-345-9700. Due to an unexpected increase in cost $1,870.00 will be transferred from
101-345-7130 (Salaries & Wages – Permanent) to 101-345-9700 to cover the cost of this purchase.
The Finance Committee has reviewed this report and found it in order.

Vendor - Apollo Fire Equipment
Turn-out Gear

Unit Cost
$2,274.00

Approved:

Attachments

Number
5

Total Cost
$11,370.00

___________________________________
Doug LaFave, Interim City Manager

QUOTATION
Apollo Fire Equipment Company
Apollo Fire Apparatus Repair, Inc.
12584 Lakeshore Drive, Romeo, MI 48065
Phone: (800) 626-7783 Fax: (586) 752-6907

DATE: 9-6-19
TERMS: N30
F.O.B: PLUS FREIGHT
VALID FOR:
LEAD TIME:

QUOTE #: RONN
BILL TO: EAST GRAND RAPIDS DPS
ADDRESS:
ATTN:
PHONE:
QTY

FAX:

SHIP TO: EAST GRAND RAPIDS DPS
ADDRESS:
ATTN:
E-MAIL:
DESCRIPTION

PART NUMBER

UNIT PRICE

TOTAL

FIRE DEX
5

FX-R TURNOUT SET PER EAST GRAND RAPIDS CURRENT
SPECIFICATIONS

Thank you for the opportunity to quote on your Fire Department needs.
Ronn Griffis, Sales Representative
Cell: (231) 638-2707
ronn_griffis@yahoo.com

$2,274.00

$11,370.00

SUBTOTAL
SHIPPING
TAX
OTHER
TOTAL

$11,370.00

$11,370.00
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KAREN BROWER
CITY CLERK

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Mayor and City Commissioners
Karen Brower, City Clerk
October 14, 2019

RE:

Live Streaming Equipment for Commission Chambers

Action Requested: That the City Commission approve the quote from Buist Electric in the amount of
$7,268.00 with contingencies of up to $8,500.00 for audio-visual streaming and recording equipment
for the commission chambers.
Background: City staff has been utilizing a cell phone to provide live streaming of the city
commission meetings since June. While each meeting has been live streamed on Facebook, using the
cell phone, charging cords, wi-fi and related phone apps has been problematic more than once. This
also requires several staff members to be trained and be proficient in troubleshooting since not
everyone attends each meeting.
Buist Electric has provided a quote to expand the current system in the commission chambers to add
live streaming equipment and control programming to allow the person with the control screen (at the
clerk’s desk) to begin the live streaming with the touch of a button when the meeting starts.
The EGR Community Foundation has approved funding for the equipment and installation in the
amount of $8,500.00.
The Finance Committee has reviewed this report and found it in order.
___________________________________
Doug LaFave, Interim City Manager
kb/9542

June 13, 2019
Quotation #: D190131
Karen Brower
City of East Grand Rapids
750 Lakeside Drive SE
East Grand Rapids, MI 49506
RE:

City of East Grand Rapids
Commission Streaming

Karen:
Buist Electric has reviewed the requirements of the work and will provide labor, material and
equipment to complete the project, as follows:
Add Audio Visual Streaming and Recording to the Commission Chamber AV System
• Expand the Pakedge switch ports to accommodate the streaming processor and camera
decoder
• Install an AV decoder to feed audio and video into the streaming processor from the existing
system
• Install an Extron SMP 111 single channel streamer recorder and connect to the network
• Install a network cable to the IDF or MDF for internet access (port config by EGR IT)
Commissioning
• Program the existing AV system with recording control buttons
• Configure the SMP-111 for streaming to YouTube Live or similar hosting service
• Assist the city in setting up a YouTube Live channel
• Test and train on how to record and upload a meeting
City of East Grand Rapids Network Requirements
• Add a network connection to the AV equipment rack with internet access for streaming
Warranty
• One-year warranty on parts and labor
Total Price: $ 7,268.00
Thank you for the opportunity to submit this quotation. Prices are firm for (30) days and are subject
to review after that time. Please feel free to contact me directly at (616) 583-4091 with any questions.
Respectfully,
BUIST ELECTRIC

Mike Smith
Mike Smith
Project Manager
MS/jp
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DOUG LAFAVE
ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Honorable Mayor and City Commissioners
Doug La Fave, Interim City Manager
September 27, 2019

RE:

Radar Speed Feedback Signs (RSFS)

Action Requested: That the City Commission consider installation of permanent radar speed
feedback signs at Lake Drive/Woodcliff Drive and Wealthy Street/Cambridge Boulevard per the
adopted policy and guidelines for the use of radar speed feedback signs.
Background: At the October 1, 2018 meeting the City Commission adopted a policy for the use of
permanent radar speed feedback signs. After completing speed tube studies throughout the City in
2019 two locations meet the criteria per the policy.
In accordance with state law, the City must set speed limits to the 85th percentile of traffic (with
accidents/driveway location spacing factored) or deploy countermeasures or design changes to lower
the speeds to within 5mph of the posted speed. Design changes are typically considered when a
street meets pavement asset management criteria for resurfacing/construction through PASER. The
use of radar speed feedback signs is another countermeasure that can be utilized to impact motorist
speed behaviors. The City currently has two radar speed feedback signs previously purchased
through the drug seizure fund. Proposed locations by Engineering and Public Safety staff would be
for one sign at each location. The results of the speed studies are summarized below along with
location information. The approved policy is attached. A Traffic Control Order will be issued if
approved.
Studies on Lake Drive between east city limit and Ridgewood Avenue (sign located for westbound
traffic at Woodcliff Drive)

85th Percentile:
35 and 33
32 and 37
33 and 34
33 and 35

Studies on Wealthy Street between Laurel Avenue and west city limit (sign located for eastbound
traffic at Cambridge Boulevard)

85th Percentile:
33 and 33
39 and 38
31 and 30
32 and 32

This has been reviewed by the Infrastructure Committee and found to be in order.

CITY OF
EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE-EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49506

Policy and Guidelines for the Use of Radar Speed Feedback Signs
A.

Purpose & Objective:

Radar speed feedback signs are installed to provide a real-time display of a driver’s vehicular
speed at a particular location where speeding has been documented to be a problem. When used in
conjunction with a regulatory speed limit sign (R2-1), drivers receive immediate confirmation of
their actual speed in comparison to the legal speed limit static signs. When the RSFS are
activated, the display format shall not include animation, rapid flashing, or other dynamic
elements as stated in Section 2A.07 Retroreflectivity and Illumination of the Michigan Manual on
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MMUTCD), with additional design parameters defined in
Section 2B.13.19/20 of the MMUTCD. RSFS are typically used at locations where a speed limit
transition occurs or in an area where driving the appropriate speed for conditions is particularly
critical, such as around school zones. Because law enforcement agencies cannot be expected to
constantly monitor speeds in a particular location, the RSFS serve to supplement regular
enforcement of speed limits alerting drivers to specific driving behavior.
RSFS are allowed under, and guidance is provided for their use in, Part 2 of the MMUTCD.
B.

Conditions for Use/Placement:

RSFS will be considered for use where the following conditions exist:
1. On PA 51 designated Major City streets.
2. The 85th percentile speed, as determined by 4 speed studies over a 1-year period, exceeds
the posted speed limit by at least 5 MPH during the time period of concern (e.g. the ½ hour
before to ½ hour after a school arrival/dismissal time or other peak traffic period).
Installation may be considered for locations where crash data over a minimum span of 3 years
can be consistently and clearly linked to excessive speed.
C.

Technical Requirements:
1. The installation shall not interfere with the visibility and general effectiveness of any other
signs in the area.
2. Installation shall be located adjacent to natural features or lot boundary lines as such to
limit visibility from adjacent properties to the greatest extent possible in the City right-ofway.
3. All elements of the RSFS shall conform to the guidance and standards as outlined in the
latest edition of the MMUTCD.

D.

Removal of Signs:

750 Lakeside Dr. SE  East Grand Rapids, Michigan 49506-3029 Partners with:
Telephone 616-940-4817  Fax 616-831-6121  www.eastgr.org

RSFS may be moved or removed when the following conditions exist:
1. The 85th percentile speed, as determined by 4 speed studies over a 1-year period, is within
the posted speed limit by at least 5 MPH during the time period of concern (e.g. the ½ hour
before to ½ hour after a school arrival/dismissal time or other peak traffic period).
2. Subject to functionality of the RSFS and budget constraints.
3. Subject to ongoing approval and design by the MMUTCD.

Effective Date Approved by the City Commission: _October 1, 2018__
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DOUG LAFAVE
ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Honorable Mayor and City Commissioners
Doug La Fave, Interim City Manager
October 10, 2019

RE:

Contract for tires

Action Requested: That the City Commission consider approval tire purchases for City vehicles and
equipment through approved vendors for State of Michigan MiDeal bid and contract # 190000000369
through March 1, 2024 within approved budgets or approved amended budgeted amounts.
Background: The City routinely partners with other local units of government, agencies and/or
authorities to maximize savings on publicly bid contracts. MiDeal contract # 190000000369 for tires
is for an amount of $2,500,000. The City of East Grand Rapids budgets between $13,000 to $15,000
per year in MERF for tires for City vehicles and equipment and partnering through MiDeal for tire
bid pricing affords a large volume discount/savings for the City.
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DOUG LAFAVE
ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Honorable Mayor and City Commissioners
Doug La Fave, Interim City Manager
October 10, 2019

RE:

Contract for plowing blades

Action Requested: That the City Commission consider approval of plowing blades for plow trucks
through City of Grand Rapids bid and contract # MA23320000066 within the approved budget or
approved amended budgeted amounts with Kuper North America, LLC of Charleston, SC.
Background: The City routinely partners with other local units of government, agencies and/or
authorities to maximize savings on publicly bid contracts. The current budget for plowing blades is
$6,000 from the Major Street Fund and $5,000 from the Local Street Fund totaling $11,000. The
expense for plow blades through the City of Grand Rapids contract is $8,976.

PROCEEDINGS OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
September 10, 2019
East Grand Rapids Community Center – Commission Chambers
Present: Vice-chairman Tom Getz, Commissioners John Arendshorst, Mary Mapes, Brian Miller, Jeff
Olsen and Whitney Renner
Absent: Commissioners John Barbour, Amy Coretti, Michael Naltner
Also Present: Assistant City Manager Doug LaFave, City Zoning Administrator Alek Mizikar, City
Attorney John Huff, Attorney Tim Lundgren and Recording Secretary Lynda Taylor
1. CALL TO ORDER
Vice-chairman Getz called the meeting to order at 5:30 PM
2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES – July 9, 2019
A motion was made by Commissioner Mapes and supported by Commissioner Miller to approve the
minutes as written.
Yeas: Commissioners Arendshorst, Getz, Mapes, Miller, Olsen and Renner – 6
Nays: -03. CHILDREN'S AND TEMPORARY ACCESSORY STRUCTURES/USES, SECTION 5.70
Zoning Administrator Alek Mizikar reported that city staff occasionally gets questions regarding rules
on smaller structures such as tree houses, children's playhouses and other temporary uses that are not
called out in the zoning ordinance. The reason for this discussion is to see if there is a need for written
regulations for these items. There is no definition for tree houses. These can vary in size from a
couple wood planks to something resembling a small house. In addition to structures, occasionally
temporary uses, such as ice rinks, are also seen around the city.
Commissioner Mapes asked if there have been complaints about lighting of an ice rink. Mr. Mizikar
responded that he had received a complaint and that this would fall under lighting regulations in the
zoning ordinance, but there is nothing specifically for ice rinks.
Interim City Manager Doug La Fave added that the questions about the smaller structures come up
usually when there is a civil dispute between neighbors. Vice-chairman Getz asked if calls come in
enough that it would be helpful to city staff to have rules in place or is this a rare occurrence. Mr.
Mizikar said that hasn't been brought up enough to need regulations. Mr. La Fave added that staff
receives approximately a dozen situations where people don't like something and are looking for some
regulations. Staff also works with the building inspectors to see if there are any building code
requirements regarding the larger structures. Mr. Mizikar mentioned that there are regulations in place
limiting the number of accessory structures allowed on a property based on lot size. Commissioner
Miller said there could potentially be some benefit in setting sizes as to what is not going to be counted
as an accessory structure.
Mr. La Fave asked if the Commission would like staff to put together a rough draft of regulations for
review at a future meeting. Commissioner Olsen commented that there wasn't enough issue
surrounding this subject to generate an effort on the Planning staff. He said he liked not having
regulations in place which allows city staff to be thoughtful and insightful in dealing with the issues.

Commissioner Mapes added that if there is an increase in complaints, that it should be brought back to
the Planning Commission for consideration.
4. AMENDMENT TO CHAPTER 50, SECTION 5.75E, SMALL CELL WIRELESS FACILITIES
Interim City Manager La Fave reported that there has not been a huge demand in East Grand Rapids
for the small cell wireless facilities. There is only one in the city, located on Plymouth across from
Blodgett Hospital. They are generally located where there is extremely high density and a lot of
consumer demand for usage. In the City of Grand Rapids, most of these are located in the downtown
area, most being near large employers or transportation corridors. The industry has worked across the
country to preempt local regulations on placement of these types of small cell technologies.
Tim Lundgren of Varnum Attorneys explained that the new legal requirements have largely limited
what the city can do. What the city is putting in place does exercise the authority within the bounds of
the both the State and Federal rules and will give some control. Most of it is outside the zoning
context; it is in the regulatory context.
Commissioner Mapes asked where the small cells are usually placed. Mr. Lundgren replied that in
residential areas small cells are placed on existing poles. He added that they are boosters for the
existing systems and they would most likely be in areas where there are large gatherings of people.
For technology that is coming a very robust systems is needed and more small cell facilities will be
needed. City Attorney John Huff added that there is an encouragement to use existing poles and
facilities where they can, but in some places, they will have to put up additional poles. Vice-chairman
Getz said that the addition to the ordinance is written to try to encourage the colocation so that instead
of putting up several free-standing poles they would try to locate them on buildings and existing
structures. The city can't say no but can try to make it as palatable as possible and have contractors
obtain proper permits. Mr. Lundgren said that the cells are very low profile. He added that the
ordinances being put into effect give the city some ability to control location within limited
parameters. Colocation is favored under both the state statute and what the city is putting into place.
Commissioner Olsen asked about large cell towers located on private property such as the one at the
high school football field and how that would come into play from a building/zoning ordinance. Mr.
Lundgren responded that in the regulatory ordinance there can be aesthetic requirements and those
would need to be published and applied consistently. Attorney Huff said there is not a lot of authority
for towers on private property. Mr. La Fave added that the industry is using the small cell towers to
minimize costs by using the poles in right of ways and not having to lease private property for
installation of the larger towers. Vice-chairman Getz commented that the City Commission can
impose requirement s regarding screening and landscaping. Commissioner Renner asked if there was
any insight as to how many small cells would be needed in the City of East Grand Rapids. Mr.
Lundgren replied that he wasn't sure and it was dependent on how robust the network already is in the
area. Mr. La Fave added that it is driven by the high intensity demand or gaps. Commissioner Renner
asked if there was contact information to give if someone's service was poor and they wanted to
inquire about the addition of a small cell or if the placement is decided by the contractor. Mr. La Fave
responded that it was controlled by the company and was most likely based on the number complaints
received.
A motion was made by Commissioner Arendshorst and supported by Commissioner Olsen to forward
and recommend approval by the City Commission the ordinance amendment of Section 5.75 of
Chapter 50 of Title V of the City Code to regulate zoning review and approval of small cell wireless
facilities and wireless support structures.
Yeas: Commissioners Arendshorst, Getz, Mapes, Miller, Olsen and Renner - 6
Nays: -0-

5. PUBLIC COMMENT
Todd Astrauskus – 435 Plymouth
• Stated that due to the size of the audience, he would "utilize his right with his multiple
personalities to comment on a couple items".
• Re: Blodgett Hospital Parking Structures - He said that "based on some insider trading", there is
reason to believe that Spectrum Health has submitted this week, or will submit this week, a new
plan relative to the south lot. Also, "based on some insider trading", there is reason to believe that
the new plan is several hundred spaces larger than the original approved plan.
• Re: Cell Towers - He asked if the city had investigated health concerns or wildlife being affected
relative to the tower.
• Re: Drones – He said other communities are dealing with this topic and wondered it was a topic
that had been brought up in East Grand Rapids.
6. REPORT OF THE CITY COMMISSION
Commissioner Miller reported the following:
• The City's fence ordinance is being revised. This includes the clear vision triangles at the end of
driveways. Discussions are taking place and nothing has been finalized.
• Crosswalk crossing guards have been added to help students make good decisions and drivers to
understand what is going on. Positive feedback has been received.
Commissioner Olsen asked if the schools were involved in the addition of crossing guards or was it led
by the City. Commissioner Miller responded that the city pays for the crossing guards, so it is the
City's responsibility. Mr. La Fave reported that he had discussions with the school superintendent who
was supportive of the crossing guard additions. Regarding monetary contribution, they are waiting for
the state budget to work out to see if there is anything they can assist with. The city pays for 100% of
the crossing guard salaries. The total cost for the crossing guards is now approximately $50,000, an
$8,000 increase.
7. NEXT REGULAR SCHEDULED MEETING – October 8, 2019
8. ADJOURNMENT
A motion was made by Commissioner Miller and supported by Commissioner Olsen to adjourn the
meeting. Vice-chairman Getz adjourned the meeting at 6:15 PM.
Respectfully submitted,
Lynda Taylor
Recording Secretary

