
Rutland Charter Township Planning Commission Meeting 
Wednesday July 7, 2021 at 7pm 
 

Members Present: 
Stacey Graham, Brenda Bellmore, Larry Haywood, Dan King, Jim Blake 
 

Others Present: 
Steve Pachulski, Sheryl Lewis Blake, Brandon Awrey, Jean Gallup, Brad Kotrba, Larry Watson, Gene Hall, 
Rebecca Harvey, Sandy Greenfield, Robin Hawthorne, Les Raymond, Nickie Haight 
 

Approval of Agenda: 
Motion by King, seconded by Bellmore to approve the agenda for July 7, 2021 with the addition of Brad 
Kotrba under guests.  
Roll Call Vote: Graham - Yes, Bellmore - Yes, Haywood - Yes, King - Yes, Blake - Yes. Motion passes.  
 

Meeting Minutes: 
Motion by Graham to accept the June 2, 2021 Meeting Minutes, second by Blake.  
Roll Call Vote: Graham - Yes, Bellmore - Yes, Haywood - Yes, King - Yes, Blake - Yes. Motion passes.  
 

General Public Comment:  
Haywood asks that the public use the new podium and microphone.  
 

Guests:  
Brad Kotrba Master Plan Update: 
Kotrba asks the PC if they have questions or comments on the draft of the Master Plan. Blake asks for more 
time to review it.  
Graham points out a couple of spelling errors and asks if Walters name should be replaced by Gene Hall. 
Kotrba will make those changes. 
Graham and Bellmore think there are a lot of great updates. 
Raymond says the Master Plan needs to be done by early 2022, so they cannot have any more delays. 
 
Sheryl Lewis Blake from Blue Zone Initiative: 
Sheryl Lewis Blake compliments the updates to the Master Plan. She would like to see the board and PC 
review and implement some things from the Rural Multimodal Networks memo in the Master Plan. She 
explains that the purpose is to promote exercise and walking, and to connect pockets of community to 
make that easier. 
 

New Business:   
Site Plan Review for Self-Storage Facility on 922 N M-37 Hwy: 
Raymond tells the PC that they all have copies of the report on their desks. He reads through the site plan 
review that he has conducted with the applicant. He reviews that the applicant meets all 9 requirements. He 
shares that the builder is Farmer Development and that the new buildings will be identical to the existing 3 
buildings. They will use conventional pole barn construction. 
 



Bellmore asks why the buildings are different sizes. Raymond says that is in order to utilize the property and 
keep the flow of in and out traffic on one side.  
 
Graham asks if there is a longer sixth building and Raymond says yes it should be listed as an existing 
building. Graham also worries about recent thefts and security. Raymond will suggest updated lighting for 
security.  
 
Bellmore asks about the outside campers and semi. She wants to know if they will be moved. Raymond says 
those are outdoor storage units and they are allowed to have those. He says that the previous owner of the 
property might have some things sitting out there as well. Raymond says he will make sure the developer 
understands that this cannot become a junkyard or blight situation.  
 
King is concerned about the traffic flow. He wants Raymond to verify that there is adequate room for larger 
vehicles to turn around. Raymond says there are two drives but one is blocked by a fence and he will review 
that with Mr. Farmer. 
 
King makes a motion, seconded by Bellmore to approve the site plan application of Farmer Development for 
the property located at 922 N M-37 Hwy Parcel #13-009-012-10 with 3 contingencies: 

1. Review by Raymond of internal traffic flow and pattern 
2. Review by Raymond of the lighting. Will the new area have the same as the old area? Does it need 

updated? 
3. Review by Raymond of outside storage issues to make sure a blight situation does not happen. 

 
Roll Call Vote: Graham - Yes, Bellmore - Yes, Haywood - Yes, King - Yes, Blake - Yes. Motion passes. 
 

Old Business:  
Discussion on Amending Ordinance to allow Chickens in Country Residential (CR) without a Special 
Land Use (SLU): 
Raymond says a board member suggested looking at lowering the amount of land needed in CR to have 
chickens. Right now it requires 5 acres and is a SLU permit, which is expensive.  
 
Bellmore could see lowering it but thinks there should be no rooster and a limited amount of chickens 
allowed. Blake likes the Grand Rapids ordinance.  
 
Haywood asks what kind of control the PC and board would have if this became a permitted use. Raymond 
says they would not have a site plan review and it would decrease the permit fee. He also says they would 
need Harvey’s help and it would cause a lot of work for Zoning and Compliance. He says they would have to 
address free range and possibly require a fence.  
 
Raymond says questions about this possible ordinance being passed has slowed down. Blake, Bellmore, and 
Graham all want to table this discussion for 6 months and wait to see how the new ordinance works out for 
the City of Hastings. 
 
Marijuana Ordinance Discussion 
Rebecca Harvey reviews the PowerPoint presentation that she presented at the Joint Meeting between the 
PC and the RCT Board.  
 
She explains that there will be 2 separate ordinances.  



 
The first is the Regulatory and that will be handled through the Board. The board wants the opinions from 
PC members but those decisions will be made at the board level. That ordinance will include:  

● If and when to opt in 
● How many of each marijuana business categories will be allowed in RCT or to leave the number 

unlimited and let the market decide 
● The process of how to get a license from RCT  

 
The second ordinance is the Zoning Ordinance. This is the PC’s responsibility and they will need to decide: 

● What zones marijuana businesses will be allowed in RCT 
● If it will be a permitted use or a SLU 

 
Harvey explains that the PC will not have discretion if the applicant meets requirements as a permitted use. 
As a SLU, a public hearing, publication, and PC review would be needed. 
 
Bellmore explains that the board voted in June to make it a Special Land Use instead of a permitted use. 
Harvey explains that it is usually generated by the PC but now the PC knows how the board would prefer it. 
Harvey says that in order to make it a SLU, they have to say what it is about the facility that is so much more 
impactful than others and it cannot be because of what they sell. 
 
Harvey tells the PC that the state regulates a lot of details and security so local governments do not have to 
worry about those issues. She says that the PC would review all site plans even if the board does not issue 
them a license.  
 
Harvey asks what the PC wants to see added or changed. All PC members say they want it to be a SLU. 
Graham, Haywood, and Blake want grow operations only in Light Industrial (LI) and Agricultural (AG), but not 
in Country Residential (CR). 
 

Open Comments: 
None 
 

Adjournment: 
Motion by Bellmore to adjourn, second by Blake.  All ayes.   
Meeting Adjourned 8:49pm. Submitted by Nickie Haight, Recording Secretary 
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