BLENDON TOWNSHIP 

SPECIAL BOARD MEETING MINUTES

August 4, 2009

1. Supervisor Larry Ver Hage called the meeting to order at 7:00 pm.

2. Larry Ver Hage offered the invocation.

3. The Pledge of Allegiance was recited in unison.

4. The Recorder was requested to read the notice of the special meeting as posted.

5. Roll Call:  Present; Bob Hop, Don Vander Kuyl, Larry Ver Hage, Phil De Lange.  Absent with notice Paul Blauwkamp.

6. Motion by Vander Kuyl, supported by De Lange to approve the agenda as presented.  Motion carried.

7. Introduction of the Board and purpose of the meeting.

a. Ver Hage introduced the board members to the audience.

b. Ver Hage stated that the purpose of the meeting was to address issues of deteriorating paved roads in the Township

c. Ver Hage stated that the meeting date had been set at the May 21, 2009 Township Board meeting.

8. Presentation of subject material.

a. Ver Hage presented the subject material to the audience and the history of how cities, villages, and counties maintain their roads and streets with funds from the “Michigan Transportation Fund” (MTF) and that townships have public road responsibility and receive no revenue from the MTF.

b. The funds that the Ottawa Road Commission receives from the MTF are sufficient for construction and maintenance of the primary roads and maintenance of the local roads in their current condition.  The Road Commission does not have the resources to maintain subdivision roads.

c. Ver Hage explained that a county road millage could be used for road maintenance but that choice was rejected by the county voters last fall.

d. Blendon Township had a “Road Fund” supported by a road millage but the voters of the township by a narrow majority decided not to renew the millage thus taking the township out of the business of financing major road maintenance in the township.

e. The residents of the township and particularly the township subdivision streets are faced with the issue of how to finance the cost of resurfacing subdivisions streets when it becomes necessary.

9. Opportunity for public comment:

Supervisor Ver Hage opened the floor for public comment.

· Dennis Thimm, 6121 Prairie Ave.

Mr. Thimm thanked the Board for calling the meeting to address the problem.

Q. What paving option was used when Mary Lou Street was resurfaced, and was the material used on White Pine St. better than the material on Mary Lou Street?

Q. How long would the residents have to pay if a special assessment district was established?

A. Ver Hage stated that a public hearing would be held to address the issues of how a Special Assessment District would be set up.

Q. Who is responsible to keep the weeds cut in the road right of way?

A. Normally the OCRC is responsible for the ROW but usually in residential neighborhoods the owners take charge of lawns up to the shoulder.

Q. How were Bingham residents assessed for road improvements?

A. It was done with a formula that considered the parcel itself and the parcel’s frontage on the street.  Special consideration was granted to corners according to the provisions of PA188.

Q. Can residents petition for a Special Assessment District to finance the cost of resurfacing the subdivision streets?

A. Yes, this method is being used in a nearby township.

Q. What are the next steps?

A. The Township Board will consider the comments received from the residents and determine the possible ways to proceed with the resolution of the problem.  The Board may propose a special assessment district for the consideration of the residents immediately affected by the resurface issue.

Mr. Thimm stated he would support a special assessment district.

· Dawn Huizenga, 6009 Blue Spruce Court.

Mrs. Huizenga stated that something had to be done about the streets.  

Q. How would the cost to repave Blue Spruce Court be distributed?

A. Ver Hage explained some of the possible ways that the costs could be distributed among the landowners within a special assessment district.

Q. Would the OCRC do the paving?

A. Yes, they are in charge because the subdivision streets are county roads but they usually bid out the actual asphalt work.

· Duane TenBroeke, 6286 96th Ave.

Q. Could a request for a road millage be put on the Nov. ballot?

A. There has been no consideration by the Board to place this issue before the voters in November.  The issue was recently decided by the voters and unless we are presented with sufficient petitions by qualified voters the Board will not revisit the issue prior to the next regular primary or general election.

· Tom Meeuwsen, 9426 Prairie Ridge Court 

Mr. Meeuwsen stated that the cost of a paved street was included in the price of his lot.  He said that he would like to wait until a road millage is approved before resurfacing is done.

· Dave Postma, 9151 White Pine Street.

Q. Can the County maintain roads that are in decent shape to prolong the life of the road?

A. Yes.

· Erwin Schutte, 9451 Mary Lou Street.

Q. Could all the streets be resurfaced at the same time?

A. All of the streets don’t need immediate resurfacing.

Q. Could storm sewer and water lines be put in before resurfacing?

A. Ver Hage stated that he checked on the cost for residents on Bingham St when that road project was underway.  The cost to install a one mile water main on Bingham St. was over $250,000.

10. Board deliberations and comments.

a. De Lange commented that he realized the seriousness of the problem, and that the entry streets were the main problem.

b. The Township Board will discuss this issue at their next regularly scheduled meeting.

11. Closing Remarks.

Supervisor Ver Hage made closing remarks.

The issue will be an item of new business at the regularly-scheduled Board meeting on August 20, 2009.

12. Adjournment

Motion by Vander Kuyl, supported by De Lange to adjourn.  

Motion carried.  7:45 pm.

Recorded by Jim Scholma, Zoning Administrator

Submitted by, Phil De Lange, Clerk
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