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INTRODUCTION

The Monroe County Coastal Zone Management Report has been an undertaking by the
Monroe County Coastal Zone Management Task Force comprised of representatives
from County and local governmental units bordering Lake Erie, industry, and con-
cerned citizens groups. This Coastal Zone Management Program is being done under
the auspices of the Michigan Department of Natural Resources and S.E.M.C.O.G.
as promoted by the passage of the Federal Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972
(P.L.92-583).

The Federal Coastal Zone Management Act is designed to stimulate State leadership
in planning and management of the coastal zone and bring into harmony the social,
economic and ecological aspects of land and water use decisions. Through a series
of program development grants, the Act encourages new cooperation among various
agencies and levels of government aimed toward the implementation of a coastal zone
management program through which various units of government may each exercise
management capabilities.

The Monroe County Coastal Zone Management Task Force agreed to the responsibility

of providing the following mfonmhon to S.E.M.C.0.G. and the Michigan Depart-
ment of Natural Resources:

1.  Inventory of Water Quality, Aquatic and Terrestial ecosystems and
human resources to be provided by State or other sources and to be
reviewed by Task Force for concurrence with local knowledge and
for relationship to nomination of areas for particular concern.

2.  Task Force to define areas of particular concern to include envi-
ronmental areas, high risk erosion, flood hazard areas, ecologic~
al importance, natural area, recreation, historic and archeologic
sites, islands, coastal river mouths, urban areas, agricultural areas,
prime industrial areas and water transportation areas.

3.  Establish priority use guidelines for each identified area of particu-
lar concern, for inclusion in management plan.

4.  Define Management Plan Boundary.

This task involves the identification of those areas of Southeast Mich-
igan which will be included in the shorelands management program.
Reports prepared for and by the State to be used include "Michigan
Great Lakes Shoreland Zone Boundary Definition" .



Develop Manogement Plan.

Development of a proposal to insure the consistent action of local,
regional, State, and Federal agencies and units of Government in
shorelands management related matters throughout the periods of
program development and implementation.

The staff of the Monroe County Planning Commission provided the
task force with professional and technical support. This work was
financially assisted by the Michigan Department of Natural Re -

sources through the Southeast Michigan Council of Governments.
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In order to fulfill the criteria that was established by the Federal Coastal Zone Manage-
ment Act of 1972 ( P.C. 92 ~ 583 ), State of Michigan Coastal Zone Management Pro-
gram, and that of S.E.M.C.O.G., Staff of the Monroe County Planning Commission for-
mulated what is now known as the Monroe County Coastal Zone Management Task Force.
This is a committee of 14 members representing the political subdivisions having shoreline
frontage, industrial, commercial, environmental, and citizen interests.

The involvement of these individuals in the CZM process was brought about by officials
from the Michigan Department of Natural Resources, that had contacted the Monroe Coun-
ty Planning Commission, asking for the cooperation of Monros County in the State CZM
program. In order to insure the interests of Monroe County in the CZM planning process

it was advisable that a local task force be established.

On February 9, 1976 the staff of the Monroe County Planning Commission were authorized
to organize the Monroe County Coastal Zone Task Force. The following communities and
areas of interest were asked to appoint delegates:

Berlin Township
Estral Beach Village
- Frenchtown Township
City of Monroe
Monroe Township
LaSalle Township
Erie Township
City of Luna Pier ,
Lake Erie Advisory Committee
10.  The Port of Monroe
11.  The Detroit Edison Company
12, Consumers Power Company
13. - Monroe County Board of Commissioners
14.  Monroe County Environmental Health Department
15.  Monroe County Office of Civil Preparedness

. - .

- . .

NVONONO AWM~

Not all preliminary representatives formally advised the Planning Commission as to their
delegate on the Task Force. Out of the 15 preliminary representatives there are 14 in-
dividuals that comprise the constituency of the Task Force. Those representatives com-
prising units of government are usually members of township boards, with the remaining
being a supervisor, two mayors, and the director of a city planning department. The
other membership delegates are represented by directors of various departments or their
assistants, chaimen of committees, and company officials.

On March 11, 1976, in the Frenchtown Township Hall at 3:20 P.M. the first regular
meeting of the Monroe County Coastal Zone Management Task Force was brought to
order. Since that time there have been a total of 8 regular meetings and a Public Hear-
ing that have been held to outline the goals and objectives of the Task Force, establish
what the Task Force's responsibilities are, make nominations for areas of particular con-
cern, and adopt a Monroe County Coastal Zone Management Plan.
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} Meetings' locations varied to allow greater citizen access to the task force. The follow-

! ing is a list of the meeting dates and places:
{

March 11, 1976  Frenchtown Township

March 18, 1976  Frenchtown Township

April 1, 1976 City of Luna Pier - Senior Citizens Complex
April 15, 1976 Monroe County Planning Commission Offices
April 29, 1976 Monroe County Planning Commission Offices
May 6, 1976 Monroe County Planning Commission Offices
May 20, 1976 Monroe County Planning Commission Offices
June 10, 1976 Monroe County Planning Commission Offices

The Public Hearing to add citizen approval for the Task Force nominations of areas of
particular concern was held June 8, 1976 at 7:30 P.M. at the Monroe Township Hall.
Besides the Public Hearing, all regular meetings were open to the public for their com-
ments and recommendations. Representation by the public sector at:all meetings was
_quite good, with people representing the interests of citizens groups, environmental
areas, industrial concerns, and other citizenry that showed their own personal interests.

( see Appendix B )
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COASTAL PLANNING ZONE
AND
COASTAL MANAGEMENT AREA

Boundary Definition

As in all reports where management or use of land is concerned, o framework outlining
the boundary or the area of influence that is being regulated is defined and pointed out.
As in the case of a zoning ordinance this boundary is defined as the corporate limits of
the mumupallty for which it is being written. Land Use plans usually designate the
areas where various land uses could be developed, such as: residential, commercial,
industrial, and agricultural. The Coastal Zone Management Program is no exception.
At the federal level, the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 (P.L. 92 - 583 ) iden-
tifies the coastal zone as those shorelands and coastal waters strongly influenced by one
another. It states that the coastal zone should include:

1. Transitional areas, wetlands and beaches;

2.  Coastal waters, including the lands therein and thereunder (this will
be interpreted to mean islands and bottomlands of the Great Lakes);

3. Those coastal waters extending to the international boundary between
the United States and Canada or the boundaries between Michigan and
other Great Lakes states;

4,  Shorelands to the inland extent necessary to encompass those uses of
the land having direct and significant impacts on coastal waters.

In addition, the act states that "excluded from the coostal zone are lands the use of
which is by law subject solely to the discretion of,or which is held in trust by the Federal
Government, its officers or agents". ( Section 304 ~a) :

At the State level, the Shorelands Protection and Management Act ( Act 245, P.A. of
1970, as amended ) defines the shorelands as the land, water and land beneath the water

“which is in close proximity to the shoreline of the Great Lakes. Through this Act, the
legislature authorized the regulation of high-risk erosion areas and environmental areas
within 1,000 feet landward of the ordinary high-water mark of the Great Lakes. Regu-
lation further inland is authorized for flood-risk areas and for environmental areas border-
ing or adjacent to waters affected by levels of the Great Lakes.

A. State of Michigan Revised Coastal Boundary Definition. In early 1975, under contract
from the Water Development Services Division of the D.N.R., the Resource Development
Department of Michigan State University undertook the Formcl task of further defining the

Coastal Zone Boundary of Michigan.

. The findings of the M.$.U. study and input by State, regional, and local agencies directed
‘ rhe formulation of the following boundary definition:



COASTAL MANAGEMENT AREA

The lakeward boundary of Michigan's coastal management area will extend from the Ordi-
nary High Water Mark (OHWM) of the Great Lakes to the boundary between the United
States and Canada or the boundaries between Michigan and the other Great Lakes states,
Included will be the islands and submerged bottomlands of the Great Lakes.

The Ordinary High Water Mark (OHWM) is that line between the upland and lake bottom~
land which persists through successive changes in water levels. It is a recognized and
documented elevation which must be determined for any point on the shoreline by field

_ survey methods. "Ordinary High Water Mark of the Great Lakes" is defined by Section 2
of Act 247 of the Public Acts of 1955, as amended, being Section 322.702 of the Michigan
Compiled Laws. "Ordinary High Water Mark of inland waters" is defined by Section 2 (H)
of Act No. 346 of the Public Acts of 1972, as amended, being Section 281,851 of the
Michigan Compiled Laws. ‘

The inland boundary of the coastal zone management area will extend 1,000 feet land-
~ward from the OHWM of the Great Lakes; or- ],000 feet landward from:

*The OHWM of inland waters directly affected by the changmg levels of
the Great Lakes.

*The OHWM of coastal lakes if any part of that lake lies w:i'hm 1,000
feet of the OHWM of the Great Lakes.

These lakes may or may not be affecfed by changing levels of fhe lakes,
and may or may not be connected to the lakes by river or stream.

The management area may extend further inland than stated above to encompass:

| *Wetlands, if any part of that wetland lies within 1,000 feet of the Great Lakes
or within 1,000 feet of the OHWM of inland waters directly affected by the
changing levels of the lakes.

*Wetlands will be those lands defined as wetlands under the Michigan Land
Cover/Use Classification System (See Appendix F - Monroe County Cogstal
Zone Map).

*Areas, in their entirety, which are publicly owned park or recreation areq;
‘or designated under provisions of the Wilderness and Natural Areas Act
(Act 241, P.A. 1972); or otherwise designated by a public agency for the
preservation of natural, wild or wilderness characteristics, if any part of
the area borders a Greaf Lake or connecting waterway .

*Sand dune informations, in their entirety of any portion of fhai' information
borders on a Great Lake-or connecting water.



*Areas falling within the 100 year flood-plain of the Great Lakes.

These areas will be delineated by flood plain surveys to be conducted by the
Federa!l Insurance Administration, Department of Housing and Urban devel-
opment. As this data is not likely to be available for the initial determina-
tion of the shoreland boundary, the boundary will be modified in the future

to include these flood~risk areas.

COASTAL PLANNING ZONE

The coastal planning zone will extend to the inland boundary of any city, village or
township which has any land within the management area

As those lands and waters falling within the coastal zone management area
will be of state and local interest, those lands lying outside of the manage-
ment area but within the coastal planning zone will be of primary local
interest. The coastal planning zone identifies the governmental unit most
responsible for activities occurring within its shorelands and the unit which
will have the authority to control shoreland uses through planning and zon-
ing. The coastal planning zone also recognizes that those activities taking
place in the township, village or city as a whole may have impacts upon
the shorelands of the Great Lakes, (i.e., encouraging residential devel-

. opment in landward areas of the township may reduce development pressures

within the shorelands ).

B. Southeast Michigan Coastal Boundary Definition. As the State of Michigan further
defined the Federal Coastal Boundary Definition, the S.E.M.C,O.G. Coastal Zone Task
Force also redefined the coastal zone boundary. Due to the inconsistancy of the S.E.M.
C.0.G. coastline as to land use and geological definitions, S.E.M.C.O.G. in con-
jundtion with its constituent coastal communities redefined the Inland Boundary fo the

Coastal Zone Management Area to read:

The inland boundary of the coastal zone management area will extend from
the OHWM inland to the first thoroughfare of major consequence.

Definitions of the Lakeward boundary and the Coastal Planning Zone remain the same as
that of the State of Michigan.

C. Monroe County Coastal Zone Boundary. In response to the State of Michigan Coastal
Zone Boundary and the 5.E.M.C.O.G. revised Inland boundary definition, the Monroe
County Coastal Zone Management Boundary would be defined as follows:

1.  The Lakeward Boundary

This would include all that portion of Lake Erie lying between the OHWM
of Lake Erie { 571.6 feet above sea level ) in connection with Monroe



County's shoreline eastward to the international boundary of Canada
and Michigan, southward to the Michigan/Ohio border, and to the
north by the boundary line between Monroe and Wayne County.

The Inland Boundary

This will include all that portion of Monroe County lying westerly of
the OHWM of Lake Erie ( 57.6 feet above sea level ) inland to 1-75
and North Dixie Highway respectively. To be more specific it is
everything east of 1-75 from its intersection at the Michigan/Ohio
border going in a northerly direction until it intersects North Dixie
Highway, north of the City of Monroe, then in a northeasterly direction
following North Dixie Highway until it becomes the U.S. Turnpike and
 following the U.S. Turnpike to its intersection with Wayne County.

( See Appendlx F - Monroe County Coastal Zone Map ) '

Also included in 'the inland boundary are: !

i. that portion of Erie Township, west of 1-75 bounded on the
south by the MlChIan/Ohlo border, on the west by Hagman
Road, and on the north by Lotus Drive, extended easterly

. to 1-75, and

" ii.  that porhon of Monroe Township/City of Monroe lying west
of [-75, bounded by LaPlaisance Road and the Detroit, To-:
ledo and Shoreline Rail Road on the west, and the D. & T.
S.R.R. spur to the north.

The Coastal Planning Zone

The Coastal Planmng Zone of Monroe County consists of the following
municipalities: - :

Townships -~

- Berlin
Frenchtown
Monroe
LaSalle

Erie
Vlliages -

Estral Beach
Cities --

Luna Pier
Monroe

( See Appendix F = Monroe County Coastal Zone Map )
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DESCRIPTION OF MONROE COUNTY

Location

Monroe County is situated in the extreme southeastern portion of the State of Michigan.
It is bounded by Wayne and Washtenaw counties to the north, by Lenawee County to the
west, the Ohio State line to the south, and Lake Erie to the east. With its location, due
to State and County boundaries, Monroe County is unique in that it is one of the few
counties of any Great Lakes state that has sole jurisdiction of its state's portion of a
Great Lakes coastline. Positioned between the cities of Detroit, Michigan and Toledo,
Ohio, the future development of the County will be aided by these two forces. Toledo
has already made an impact upon the County in conjuction with the urban growth and
population explosion of Bedford Township, one of the County's southern municipalities.

“Its location also makes Monroe County one of the gateways to the State of Michigan by

those entering from the State of Ohio. Besides being one of the gateways to our State
it also has the only Michigan port on Lake Erie. . ( See map of regional setting )

Physical Makeup

The physical makeup of Monroe County is one of rather low relief or topography sloping

in a southeasterly direction, from a maximum elevation of 730 feet in the extreme north-
west corner to an elevation of approximately 570 feet at Lake Erie. Its overburden is
composed of glacial till that was deposited some 10,000 years ago by what is called the
Wisconsin Glacier. This overburden varies in thickness from a few inches to nearly 160
feet. Over most of the County, however, the drift is considerably less than 30 feet.

( See Appendix F ~ Overburden Thickness Map ) Glacial deposits consist mainly of clay
till reworked by glacial lake water and veneered by lacustrine sands, silts, and clays.
Aiong the Lake Erie shoreline there are also large tracts of marshes. ( See Appendix F -
Glacial Deposits Map ) The overburden of Monroe County is also related to as lake plain
as this area at one time had been all under water due to the glacial recession and melt.
Crustal Rebound, or the raising of the earth's surface that had been depressed by the
weight of the glacier has brought this land back to where it was prior to the ice movement.
The area around Lake Superior is still going through this process. Due to Monroe's relative-
ly flat surface features flooding causes extensive amounts of land to be under water. -

Demographic Makeup

As of the last decennial census taken in 1970, Monroe County numbered 119,215 persons.
Of this number 63,503 people or 53.3 percent of the population resided in the eight com-
munities that border Lake Erie. The Monroe Urban Area (Frenchtown and Monroe Town-
ships and the City of Monroe) accounts for the majority of this population, 47,930 or40.2
percent of the County population. Forecasts by the County for the year 2000 indicate a
population of 209,440 people for the County. Again, the coastal communities will have

" a majority of the population, 114,616 people or 54.2 percent of the total forecasted popu-



lation are expected to reside in coastal communities. The Monroe Urban area will remain
the population center of the County with 86, 979 persons residing within its boundaries or
41,5 percent of the County's projected population. ( See 1970 - 2000 Population Table )

Land Use Makeup

From a report by the Great Lakes Basin Commission the State of Michigan has 32.5 miles,
or 9.5 percent of the shorelands of Lake Erie, almost all of which are located in Monroe

- County. The shore types of this shoreline vary but basically consist of wetlands inter=-
spersed with artificial shore types in and near the more developed areas.

Residential development accounts for 15 miles or almost 50 percent of the total shoreland
use of the Michigan portion of Lake Erie frontage. The residential use of the shore is
widespread and not confined to the shorelands immediately adjacent to the City of Monroe.

Almost 11 miles, or 33.8 percent of Michigan's Lake Erie shorelands are state owned des-
ignated recreational and wildlife areas.

The Michigan portion of the shoreline is devoid of forest land except for isolated woodlots.
- Agriculture and vacant, underdeveloped lands account for about 5.8 miles of shoreline but
these are giving way to residential and industrial uses.

Of the 32.5 miles of Michigan coastline on Lake Erie, Monroe County has roughly 31.2
miles of its guardianship. The Monroe County General Development Plan, advises that
approximately 13 of those miles, or 41.7 percent of the shoreline, should be designated
for residential purposes. Another 14.1 miles of shoreline is designated for recreation and
public/semi-public uses. This amounts to 45.2 percent of the shoreline. The remaining
4.1 or 13.1 percent of the coastline is being designated for industrial purposes to include
utilities. ( See Appendix F - General Development Plan Map - Monroe County )

The 31.2 miles of Lake Erie shoreline in Monroe County likewise are affected by locally
adopted development plans. Locally adopted land use plans advise that 11.8 miles or
37.8 percent of the shoreline be designated for residential purposes. Another 13.6 miles
of shoreline are designated for recreation and public/semi—public uses. This amounts to
32.6 percent of the shoreline. The remaining 5.8 miles of shoreline, or 18.6 percent of
the shoreline, is designated for industrial purposes to include utilities. The minor discrep-
ancy between the County plan and local plans will have to be resolved. It is hoped that
both the County plan and local plans can be revised so that all are consistent with the
final adopted Coastal Zone Managenient Plan,

10
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- MONROE COUNTY 1970 POPULATION DISTRIBUTION AND YEAR 2000 POPULATION -
PROJECTIONS BY URBANIZED/NON URBANIZED AREA

AND BY MINOR CIVIL DIVISION |
Projected 1970 - 2000
1970 ‘ 2000 Population Change-
Population Population Numerical Percent
Ash/Berlin Urbanized Area 11,313 20,893 + 9,580 + 84, I
Ash Township 5,803 10,468 + 4,665 + 80.4
Berlin Township * 5,510 10,425 + 4,915 + 89,2
Bedford Urbanized Area 30,121 - 59,128 +29,007 + 96.3 '
Bedford Township 21,505 43,596 +22,091 +102.7
Erie Township* 4,494 7,455 -+ 2,961 + 65,9
Whiteford Township _ 4,122 8,077 + 3,955 + 96.0 I
Monroe Urbanized Area 47,930 86,979  +39,049 + 81.5
City of Monroe* 23,894 . 30,000 + 6,106 +25.6 '
Frenchtown Township * 14,685 32,443 +17,758  +120.9
Monroe Township* 9,351 24,536 +15,185  +142.4
Total Urbanized Area ' 89,3464 167,000 +77,636  + 86.9 '
Non Urbanized Area Townships 23,4N 31,674 + 8,183 + 34.8 l
Dundee Township ' 2,439 ‘ 3,043 + 604 +24.8
Exeter Township 2,486 2,528 + 42 + 1.7
fda Township 3,377 4,79 + 1,414+ 41.9 I
LaSalle Township* 4,151 6,757 + 2,606 + 62.8
London Township - 2,522 3,140 + 618 + 24.5
Milan Township © 1,890 2,185 + 295 + 15.6 l
Raisinville Township 4,009 6,280 + 2,271 + 56.7
Summerfield Township 2,617 - 2,950 + 333  + 12,7 l
Non Urbanized Area
Villages and Cities 6,360 10,766 + 4,406 + 69.3 l
City of Luna Pier* 1,418 2,000 + 582 + 41.0
City of Milan (part) 758 1,642 + 884 +116.6
City of Petersburg 1,227 2,227 + 1,000 + 81.5 I
Dundee Village 2,472 4,285 + 1,813 + 73.3
- Maybee Village ’ 485 612 + 127+ 26.2 I
- Total Non Urbanized Area 29,851 42,440 +12,589  + 42,2
Monroe County 119,215 209,440 +90,225  + 75.7 .

Note: Certain municipal projections enumerated in Table 1-2 have been revised
since the publication of Monroe County Population and Economic Studies. l

Source: Monroe County Planning Commission, Monroe County Population and

Economic Studies, March, 1974, l

*Monroe County Coastal Communities
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NOMINATION AND RANKING METHODOLOGIES
FOR
AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

One of the major tasks of the Coastal Zone Management Program is the "inventory and
designation of areas of particular concern within the coastal zone". Areas of particular
concern have reference to those general categories that had been identified by the guide-
lines handed down by the Department of Natural Resources.

Flood Hazard Areas
"High Risk Erosion Areas

Areas of Ecological Importance
Natural Areas
Recreational Areas
Historic and Archaeological Areas
Sand Dune Areas

Islands .
. Coastal Lakes, River Mouths and Bays
10. - Urban Areas : :
11.  Mineral Resource Areas
12, Agricultural Areas

13.  Prime Industrial Areas

14.  Water Transportation Areas

-

VOO WN —

From this list of 14 areas of particular concern and after identifying the coastal zone
management area for Monroe County, the Coastal Zone Management Taskforce made
preliminary designations within the management area from the above mentioned areas of
concern. Criteria for their identification was provided in the guidelines for each cate-
gory. These were supplemented with the use of the following other sources of information.

Aerial Photos

Existing Land Use Maps

Water and Sewer Service Area Maps
Prime Agricultural Land Maps

Master Plans of Local Communities
Native Knowledge

Ownership

Interests of Private and Public Concerns

OO W —

With this information in hand the Monroe County Coastal Zone Management Task Force
was able to identify a concern for the total Monroe County shoreline.

On the basis of the criteria provided by the guidelines and local criteria, the task force
made 24 preliminary designations for areas of particular concern. These nominations
cover the entire coastal management area of Monroe County, but do not address them-
selves to all 14 areas of particular concern. Only 8 areas were utilized in the nomina-
tion process for Monroe County, as the Task Force made preliminary designations accord-

13



ing to their value of the best use for the land, both from an existing as well as future
qualitative point of view,

A. High Risk Erosion Areas

B. Flood Hazards Areas

C. . Areas of Ecological Importance
D. Recreational Areas

E. Islands

F. Urban Areas

G. Agricultural Areas

H

. Industrial Areas
( See Appendix C - Task Force Nominations )

The Coastal Zoning Management Task Force received 20 public nominations from con~

cerned citizens and groups. These were compared to the task force's designation and -

where coincidental they were accepted and where in conflict they were considered non
acceptable. Phase Il of the Coastal Zone Plan will include a more particular response

to nominations from other sources. ( See Appendix D - Public Nominations )

Ranking Methodology For Areas Of Particular Concern

After the preliminary designation process had been completed, it was the charge of the
Task force to then rate the nominations in a twofold manner; 1) by area of particular
concern, within specific designations and 2) on an overall ranking scheme, namely across
specific designations or on inter=ranking scheme.

In ranking the nominations by specific designation each area was evaluated on the basis
of what was thought to be the best criteria for that type of designation (i.e., urban, in-
dustrial, etc. ). Each designation was capable of achieving a certain score out of a total
maximum score potentially available for that area of parhcular concern designation, based
upon the percentile each area received relative to its maximum permissable score.

Intra group criteria including the following considerations:

Areas of Ecological Importance - a maximum of 33 points could be attained in this group.
Twenty points covered criteria outlined in the Draft Copy of Michigan's Coastal Zone Man~-
val from the DNR, and 13 points covered areas of relationship locally devised. The ecolog-
ical criteria concerned marshes, open water, and upland areas that would support various
wildlife species with 5 points apiece for any area having at least one aspect of the criteria.
The other 13 points concerned urban relationship which included: distance from developed
-areas, water and sewer line availability and ownership. Sites furthest away from develop-
ment were felt to be the best for purposes of supporting an ecological concern. Concerning
ownership, it was felt that ecological areas should be under public ownership and that the
less amount of public ownership the higher the priority ranking points an area was capable
of achieving.

( See Appendix E - Individual Rating
Methodology Sheets )

14
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Agricultural Areas -~  Areas of agricultural concern could receive a maximum of 20
points. Four criteria were established edch of which were assigned five points. These
included: relationship to public plans, size of area concerned, relationship to water
and sewer programs, and proposed activity of land. Public plans included local and
County plans. In terms of area, the |c|rger the land area the higher the ranking; small-
er areas ( less than 250 acres ) could be eventually incorporated with other areas of
concern. Areas farthest from water and sewer lines were assumed less likely to develop
and therefore received a higher rating. Agricultural productivity ratings were based on
prime agricultural |ands information.

( See Appendix E - Individual Rating Methodol-

ogy Sheets )

Flood Hazard Areas -- Areas ; f flood hazard concern could receive a maximum of 15
points. The points were allocated on the basis of whether an area was located within
the HUD flood hazard boundary (2 points ); protected by flood devices ( 2 points );
compatible with local public plans ( 3 points ); the extent of development ( 5 points,
with the more developed receibing a higher rating ); and potential for Phase I{ Ecolog~
ical Area Nomination ( 3 poinis ).

( See Appendix E - Individual Rating Methodol -

ogy Sheets )

Industrial Areas =~ Areas of Industrial concern could receive a maximum of 20 points,
Since criteria from the DNR was vague in this area a locally devised set of site evalua-
tion criteria was used. The criteria included: Consistency with public plans, availabil-
ity of water, sewer and gas lines, accessibility to highway, rail and water transportation,
and the availability of vacant developable land or potential developable land. Besides
the amount of land available for development, potential development, the most critical
relationships used in the evaluation was proximity to transportation links and the avail-
ability of utilities.

( See Appendux E - Individual Rating Methodology
Sheets )

High Risk Erosion Areas == Areas of high risk erosion concern could receive a maximum
score of 29 points. The rating was-broken down into 4 areas:

1. Characteristics of erosion

2, Aerial photos

3. Proposed plans for area

4. Erosion potential of surrounding area

One point was given for each erosion characteristic. A maximum of 10 points could be
gained by the amount of recession, and 5 points could be gained for the erosion potential
of surrounding lands. Local plans were studied to determine if major development was
proposed other than erosion control measures.
( See Appendix E - Individual Rating
Methodology Sheets )

Recreation Areas —-  Areas of recreational concern could receive a maximum of 21 points.
Most of the concern in this area was existing facilities and the potential for expansion to
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the site either in terms of development or acquisition, Relationship to public plans was
a minor concern although it did have some bearing on the final rating.

( See Appendix E - Individual Rating Methodology Sheets )

Island ==  Areas of island concern could receive a maximum of 20 points. Monroe
County’s islands are primarily associated with ecological areas, so most of the criteria
was geared toward ecological concerns. The ownership criteria reflects an interest in
public ownership of these islands.
( See Appendix E ~ Individual Rating Methodology
Sheets ) ‘

Urban Areas -~ Areas of urban concern could receive a maximum of 13 points. Basically
urban areas relate to population concentrations and the criteria denoted physical features
of this type of area, namely; 1) population, 2) percentage of deficient housing, 3) flood
prevention devices, 4) amount of developed land, and 5) water and sewer lines. Areas
with high concentrations of people, higher numbers or percentage of deficient housing and
more developed land got high ratings to indicate the need for flood prevention devices and
‘water and sewer lines or to upgrade the existing protection devices if in need of repair or
overhaul. Urban areas with no flood prevention structures and without water and sewers
received higher point values due to the high water marks of Lake Erie and the probability
of well water contamination due fo saturation of septic tank filter fields. However, most
nominations of urban concerns have water and sewer and flood protection. The application
of the criteria described above resulted in the following intra group ranking results.

( See Appendix E - Individual Rating Nomination
Sheets )
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'

Rating Methodology Breakdown
By

Areus of Particular Concern

Note: For specific methodology and point breakdown, see individual area and nomination

Maximum

sheets.

¢/
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Areas of Concern Possible Points Points
A. Prime Industrial Areas 20
1.  Monroe Port Area - Nom, # 10 19
2.  Consumers Power Plant Area - Nom .20 13
3. Enrico Fermi Atomic Power Plant Area - Nom. #6 10
B. Urban Areas 13
1. Frenchtown Beach Areas - Nom. #7 10
2.  City of Luna Pier - Nom. #19 9
3.  Bolles Harbor/Avalon Beach Area - Nom. #14 7
C. Ecological Areas 33
1. Erie State Game Area = Nom. #22 30
2. Point Mouillee State Game Area - Nom. #1 28
D. Recreation Areas 21 _
1.  Sterling State Park Area - Nom. #9 19
2. Toledo Beach Area - Nom. # 18 15
3. LaPlaisance Creek Area - Nom. #13 10
E. High Risk Erosion Areas 29
1. Woodtick Peninsula - Nom. #23 25
2. North Beach - Sterling State Park -~ Nom. #8 18
F. Flood Hazards Areas 15
1. Swan Creek Flood Area - Nom. #3 - 11
I. Enrico Fermi Flood Area - Nom. 5 10
2. Plum Creek Bay Flood Area - Nom, #11 10
2.  LaSalle Flood Area = Nom. #16 10
2 Erie Township Flood Area - Nom. #21 8
G. Islands 20
1.  Erie State Game Area Islands - Nom. #24 18
H.  Agricultural Areas 20
1. Frenchtown Agricultural Area = Nom. #4 18
2. Berlin Agricultural Area - Nom. #2 17
3.  Monroe/LaSalle Agricultural Area - Nom. #15 16
4.  Otter Creek Agricultural Area - Nom. #17 15
5.  LaPlaisance Road Agricultural Area - Nom. #12 13



Ranking Strategy On An Inter Area Basis

Inter group ranking was achieved on the basis of the percentile each specific area desig-
nation achieved thus assigning an overall rank order based upon these percentiles. This

resulted in the following rank order for each specific area nomination:

Position

O 00N O BN e

Overall Rating of Nominations of Areas of Particular Concern

By

Percentile of Maximum Permissible Score

Area Name
and
Nomination Number -

- Monroe Port Area - Nom. # 10

Erie State Game Area - Nom. # 22

Sterling Sfate Park Area - Nom. # 9

Erie State Game Area Islands - Nom. # 24
Frenchtown Agricultural Area = Nom. #4
Woodtick Peninsula = Nom. #23

Pointe Mouille State Game Area - Nom. #1
Berlin Agricultural Area - Nom. #2
Monroe/LaSalle Agricultural Area - Nom. #15
Frenchtown Beach Areas -~ Nom. #7

Otter Creek Agricultural Area - Nom. #17
Swan Creek Flood Area - Nom. #3

Toledo Beach Area - Nom. #18

City of Luna Pier - Nom. #19

Enrico Fermi Flood Area - Nom. #5

Plum Creek Bay Flood Area ~ Nom. #11
LaSalle Flood Area = Nom. #16

Consumers Power Plant Area - Nom. #20
LaPlaisance Agricultural Area = Nom. #13 -
North Beach/Sterling State Park - Nom. # 8
Bolles Harbor/Avalon Beach Area - Nom. #14
Erie Township Flood Area = Nom. #21
Enrico Fermi Atomic Power Plant = Nom. #6
LaPlaisance Creek Area - Nom. #13
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MONROE COUNTY
COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

The Coastal Zone Management Plan has as its main purpose, to fulfill the following
goals and objectives:

Goals

‘A.  To bring into harmony the social, economic and ecological aspects of
the coastal management area of Monroe County.

B.  To retain the integrity of the Monroe County shoreline.

C. To develop and promote the adoption of regulations for all areas of
particular concern that pertain to Monroe County.

D. To maximize the recreation potential of the Lake Erie shoreline and
its environs, '

E. To develop and promote the adoption of a list of permitted uses for
each area of particular concern that pertains to Monroe County.

F.  To encourage the stabilization of the Lake Erie water level.

G. To encourage the economic development of the Port of Monroe
and its environs.

Ob'!ectives

A. - To bring into public ownership all areas of ecological importance con-
sistent with the adopted areas of particular concern map and to preserve
their natural values for public enjoyment.

B. To encourage utilization of the Farmlands and Open Space Program,
Act 116 P.A. 1970, to conserve all prime agricultural lands in the

Monroe County coastal zone,

C.  To encourage structural flood protective solutions in certain areas;
especially in the urban and industrial areas.

, D. To evaluate all Flood Hazard areas for Phase Il Ecological Importance
designations.
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To erhance existing Industrial areas for future growth, which may in-
clude land reclamation activities.

To protect the shorelands from further erosion.

To develop existing and future recreation areas to their fullest level,
and to acquire and develop those areas that are potential ones.

To protect from further erosion and keep in a natural state all island
designations. _ o

To conserve open space where available.
To evaluate cost/benefit studies that have been done relative to
flood protection strategies particularly for coastal communities lacking

capital intensive facilities to determine the feasibility of an evacuation
strategy . ' ‘
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ACTION PROGRAMS



To encourage the fulfillment of the CZM Goals and Objectives the following action
programs are to be initiated by the CZM staff as endorsed by the Task Force.

Short Range Programs

1.

To develop a model CZM Ordinance for Monroe County, fo include permitted -
uses for each area of cohcem or district,

To work with all Coastal Communities in brmgmg abouf unified plans and regu-
lations within Monroe County. '

To re-evaluate and update the existing plan that the CZM Task Force had put

together.

To evaluate the CZM plan to all plans in Monroe County to create a harmony
and consistency among them.

Ongoing and Long Range

.I.

2.

To analyze and review all projects which affect the Monroe County Coastline.

To work with all parties in developing the maximum economic potential of the
Port of Monroe area while at the same time maintaining and enhancing its en~-

vironmental integrity.

To develop and aid in regulating a sound clean water program for Monroe County.

To adopt and promote a resolution to bring into public ownership all areas of
-ecological importance consistent with the adopted areas of particular concern
map and to preserve their natural values for public enjoyment.

To analyze and review all reports that concern Monroe County's coastlme , or
those reports which could affect it.

To encourage the development of structural flood protection devices for those
areas along the coastline of Monroe County in need of flood protection; espe=
cially in the urban and industrial portions.

To review and comment on all Coastal Zone Management nominations concern=

ing Monroe County.
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APPENDIX A

Guidelines For Designation
of -
 Areas Of Particular Concern



Criteria already specified for the 14 areas of particular concern are:

1. Flood Hazard Areas

The Federal Insurance Administration, as part of the flood insurance program, is in
the process of designating flood risk areas along the Great Lakes shoreline. Desig-
nation of flood risk areas will be based on determinations that an area is within the
100-year flood plain of the Great Lakes; that is, for the area in there exists a one
percent probability of a flood occurring at any particular point in time. Prelimi-

_nary designation based on historical data of Great Lakes flood risk areas has been

completed and maps are available from the Federal Insurance Administration. Final

designation will be based on engineering studies conducted at those sites where pre-
liminary designations have been made. These studies are now in process and should
be completed within two years.

The designation of flood risk areas of particular concern should conform to those
areas designated by the Federal Insurance Administrator. It will be useful as the
information becomes available from the on-going engineering studies to define those
areas where critical flood areas occur. For the purpose of general designation as an

_area of particular concern, the 1-year flood plain appears to be more than adequate.

2. High Risk Erosion Areas

As part of its responsibility under the Shorelands Protection and Management Act
(Act 245 of 1970, as amended) the Michigan Department.of Natural Resources has
used a two-step process to identify high risk erosion areas.

A. Step linvolved a field check of Great Lakes shorelands to determine
if certain physical conditions existed. An area was considered likely
to be a high risk erosion area if it exhibited at least two of the follow-
ing characteristics:

vegetation removed

narrow beach

flat beach

bank slumping

turbidity of adjacent waters
damaged erosion. control structure
damaged land structure
protective works present

unusual angle of repose

B. Step Il involved the use of past and recent aerial photos to document
bluff recession in those areas identified as potential high risk erosion
areas in Step I. If it is determined from this process that bluffs have -
receded at an average rate of at least one foot per year and the area
is designated as a high risk erosion area,
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Areas of Ecological Importance

A. Marshes lakeward or landward of the ordinary high water mark that have
capacity as: i) A production, brood rearing, feeding, resting or migra-
tion habitat for waterfowl and/or other migratory birds. ii) A traditional
waterfow! hunting area. iii) A habitat supporting a significant furbearer
population.

B. All open water areas ( from the water's edge to a depth of 20 fathoms )
that have submerged aquatic plants that are important to waterfowl.

C. Areas of the upland along the shoreline that have any or all of the follow-
ing wildlife values: i) A staging or stopover point for migratory birds. '
ii) A gull or tern nesting colony or a heron rookery. iii) An eagle or os~
prey nest. iv) Valuable habitat for deer, furbearers, hawks, owls, game
birds, songbirds and/or threatened or endangered animal species.

D. Marshes lakeward or landward of the ordinary high water mark which:
i) Are significant fisheries for important sport and/or commercial species,
or provide spawning and/or nursery areas for important species. ii) Sup-
port significant fisheries through management,. or have potential for pro~
viding significant spawning and/or nursery areas for important species.

E. All open water areas from the water's edge to a depth of 20 fathoms that
are: i) Traditionally important sport and/or commercial fishing areas
where important species concentrate. Or, known spawning or nursery
areas for important fish species. ii) Potentially valuable fishing areas
where management efforts are currently underway to develop the fishery,
or potentially good spawning and nursery area for lake trout or other ex-
panding fish populations. iii) Valuable fish habitat areas not now pro-
viding a sizeable fishery and not currently under management, but with
significant fishery values for future development. .

F. Upland or wetland areas supporting: i) Threafened or endangered plant
specues. i1) Latitudinally displaced plant species or aggregations of these
species, which occur because of the climatic influences of the Great Lakes.

G. Marsh and other wetland areas, not necessarily of high wildlife or fish value,
~ but functioning as a natural water quality and flood control mechanism
through regulation of nutrient release and water exchange between lake and

shore.

Natural Areas

The Wilderness and Natural Areas Act { Act 241, P.A, 1972) is currently the
most important tool at the state level for protection of natural areas. Guide-
lines established by the Act and the Wilderness and Natural Areas Advisory
Board will be used to select those natural areas of particular concern in Michi-
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gan's coastal zone. Natural areas by definition may be an area of land,
water or both which:

o

b)

Have retained, have reestablished or can readily reestablish natural
character.

Possess one or more of the following characteristics:

‘

Unusual flora or fauna

1) Biotic, geologlcal, physiographic or palenfologicol features
of scientific or educahonul value or

2) Qutstanding opportunities for scenic pleasures, enjoyable
contact with nature or wilderness type of experiences (soli=

tude, exploration and challenge ).

In addition, the area musf meet the criteria under one of the following
categories:

Wilderness areas

1) Large size: Has 3,000 or more acres of state land or is an island
of any size.

2) Primitive: Generally appears to have been affected primarily by
forces of nature with the |mprmf of man's work substantially un=
noticeable.

3) Wilderness recreation: Has outstanding opportunities for solitude
or a primitive and unconfined type of recreation.

4) Notable natural features: Contains ecological, geological, or
other features of scientific, scenic or historical value.

Wild Areas:

1) Size: |s less than 3,000 acres of land.

2) Wilderness to nature observation type of recreation: Has outstand~
ing opportunities for i) personal exploration, ii) challenge, or iii)
contact with natural features of ’rhe landscape and its biological

community .

3) Wilderness-like: Possess one or more of the characteristics of a
wilderness area.
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Research Natural Areas:

1) Educational or scientific natural area: Has retained or reestablished
its natural character, or has unusual flora and fauna or biotic, geo-
logic, or other similar features of vegetational or scientific value, but
it need not be undisturbed.

2) Verified by scientists: It has been |denhﬁed and verlf'ed through re-
search and study by quolified observers.

3) May be sub-unit: May be coextensive with or part of a wilderness
area or wild area.

Nature Study Areas:

1)  Must have essentially the same characteristics as a research natural
areqa. :

2) Adaptive to development and use of facilities for conservation, edu-
cation and nature study or much more intensive use than research

natural areas.

Managed Natural Areas:

1) Same as for research natural areas.

2)  An ecosystem that is maintained at a chosen state of development or
is brought to a desired stage of development by the use of cultural tech~
niques or controls over a short or long period of time. These controls are
known to favor the maintenance or the development of a particular bio-

logical community or may be designed to preserve or restore a desired
plant or wildlife species.

Recreation Areas

A, Exisfing shoreland recreation areas and facilities.

"B.  Sites that have been identified by State and regional agencies

for further acquisition and development.

C. Those areas which have been identified, by State agencies as
_being areas with high recreation potential even though State
acquisition or development has not been recommended for the
near future.

Historic and Archaeologic Sites

A. s it connected with an event resulting in significant contribu-
tions to the pattern of history or prehistory ?
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B. Is it associated with an important phase of growth or decline of a
local society or movement ?

C. Is it associated with the lives of historically significant persons ?

D. Is it associated with important contributions to science, tech-
nology, politics, the arts, or humanitarian causes?

E.  Does it embody distinctive characteristics of type, period or
method of construction?

F. Does it represent the work of a master?

G. Does it possess high artistic value of unusual and unique work-
manship ?

H. s it one of a kind?
i. Is it part of @ Great Lakes bottomland confoining ship wrecks?.
J. Is it ot least 50 years old (this criteria could be overruled) ?
K. s it a district or group of structures or other objects which individ-
. ually are not unique but which taken together represent a certain
historic scene or way of life?
It should be emphasized that these criteria can be used for preliminary identifi-
- cation of historic and archaeological sites of importance at state as we|| as reg-

ional and local levels.

Sand Dune Areas

Sand dune areas will be defined as those geomorphic features cemposed primarily
of unconsolidated sand, whether wind blown or of other origin. Of porhcular
concern will be the follwomg dunes:

A. Perched sand dunes or other dunes of dramatic relief.

B.  Exhibiting unusual flora or geologic qualities.

C. Experiencing intensive recreationul use.

D. Ina natural state and deserving of protection from consumption
uses including residential development and mining activity.

E. In need of reclamation due to past removal of sand and/or
" vegetation,
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8. Islands

Islands will be considered as areas of particular concern in essentially
two ways, depending on their size, physical characteristics, degree of
development and primary resource values.

A,

Extensions of Mainland

For most large lslands with relatively diverse blologlcal communities
and stable physical characteristics, areas of pcrhcular concern will

be the same as those for mainland shorelands. That is, those areas of
inland shoreline having characteristics described in the other areas of
particular concern reports will be treated in the same way as the main-
land areas. '

~ Designated in Their Entirety

If data is ava||ob|e to show that an island possesses unique physical
or biological characteristics, it will be considered as an area of par=
ticular concern in its entirety. Quite obviously, if an island in its
entirety or nearly so meets the criteria of one of the other areas of
particular concern, it will also be included in its entirety.

9. Coastal Lakes, River Mouths and Bays .

A,

Coastal Lakes (directly connected with the Great Lakes by natural
or man-made waterways) .

1)  Connected lakes with an established importance as spawning
and habitat areas for Great Lakes Fish species, or importance
to waterfowl and other marsh life.

2)  Connected lakes supporting marinas and docking facilities for
commercial shipping and recreational boating of a total or
partial Great Lakes nature.

3)  Connected lakes where changing Great Lakes water level has
substantial impact (i.e. increased erosion, flooding, etc.).

River mouths. Because of a need to protect fish and wildlife habitat, the
continuance of development pressures and the potential impact of upstream
discharge on the Great Lakes, all Great Lakes coastal river mouths should
be designated as areas of particular concern. Designation would focus
management attention on the actual river mouth and its surroundings and
highlight the potential impacts of upstream discharge on the Great Lakes.
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C. Bays
1) Bays of high value as fish and wildlife habitat.
2) Bays of heavy recreational use.
3) Bays with a high degree of existing and potentially conflicting uses.

4) Bays where water quality has been reduced by over-development
and discharge.

10.  Urban Areas
Urban areas of particular concern will be defined as those parcels of land which are:
A. Vacant and adjacent to the Great Lakes or connecting waterways; or,
B. Occupied by structures in need of rehabilitation or redevelopment; or,

C. Occupied by structures that no longer contribute significantly to the
tax base of the community; or,

D.  Occupied by uses that do not require or are not enhanced by a shore
location; AND located within the boundaries of:

E.  An urbanized area as defined by the Bureau of Census adjacent to the
Great Lakes or connecting waterways (See Appendix A):

1) Central City of 50,000 or more

2) Surrounding closely settled territory. This will include incorporated
places of at least 2,500 inhabitants, unincorporated areas provided
that each has a closely settled area of 100 housing units or more, or
small parcels of land less than one square mile having a population
density of 1,000 inhabitants or more per square mile.

F.  Those central urban areas of 2,500 inhabitants or more incorporated as
cities or villages adjacent to the Great Lakes or connecting waterways

(see Appendix B).

11. Mineral Resource Areas

A. Demand for the mineral on a local, state or international level.
B Quality of the deposit.

C. Quantity of the deposit.
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12,

13.

14,

D. Minability.
E.  Amenability to concentration and processing.

F.  Availability of water, energy supplies, economical transport
and other mineral commodities necessary in processing.

Agricultural Areas

Those lands defined as farmlands according to the land eligibility requirements
for the Farmland and Open Space Preservation Act ( Act 116, P.A. 1970), or
portions thereof, falling within the coastal zone boundary:

A. A farm of 40 or more acres, in one ownership, which has been
devoted primarily to an agricultural use.

B. A farm of 5 acres or more in one ownership, but less than 40
acres, devoted primarily to an agricultural use, which has
produced a gross annual income from agriculture of $200 per
year or more per acre of cleared and tillable land.

C. A farm designated by the Department of Agriculture as a specialty
farm in one ownership which has produced a gross annual income
from an agricultural use of $2,000 or more.

D. Parcels of land in one ownership which are not contiguous, but

which constitute an integral part of farming operations being con-
ducted on land otherwise qualifying as farm land.

Prime Industrial Areas

Vacant, undeveloped or under utilized lands and structures that may be particu-
larly well suited for industrial users, especially those which require a waterfront
location. These areas may offer water transportation opportunities for the move-
ment of raw materials or manufactured products. Also, they may offer the avail-
ability of a large and inexpensive water supply. In existing industrial areas, re-
lated service areas and utilities and surface transportation facilities may also be

in place.

"Water Transportation Areas

Ports and related facilities associated with waterborne transportation. Docking
and mooring areas, storage facilities, ferry routes and landings, shipping chan-
nels, and related land and water facilities in the coastal zone may be nominated.
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Minutes

Monroe County'Coastul Zone Taskforce Meeting

PLACE:  Frenchtown Township Hall

DATE: March 11, 1976

TIME: 3:30 pom.
MEMBERS PRESENT:
Max M. McCray - Port of Monroe
Tom LeGendre - Consumers Power
John Powell - Estral Béuéh
Darryl Sﬁith -~ Berlin Township
Mayor Clyde Evans - Luna Pier
Edward Daniels - Frenchtown Township
George Matthews - Detroit Edison
Larry Liebold - Lake Erie Advisory Commissions
A. John Richwine - Monroe Township
William Frey ~ Erie Township
. Ronald F. Nino - Monroe County Planning Commission

John Iacoangeli ~ City of Monroe

OFIERS PRESENT:
David J. Brouwer - }S}ZMC()(:
Bill Walsh - D.N.R.
Maurice W. Roach - Wayne County Planning Commission
A.C. McCormick - Lake Erie Advisory Commission
John Chascsa - Monroe County Rod and-Cun Club

Frank J. Nagy - Monroe County Planning Commission



The meeting was called to order by Mr. Ronald Nino at 3:40 p.m. Mr.
Nino then asked if the proposed Membership List adequately represented
the interests along the Monroe County Shoreline of Lake Erie.

Mr. McCray felt that more representatives should be on the committee
to include: more industry, marinas, and home owner associations.

Mr. Nino commented that too large a committee could cause problems and
that our meetings were open to the public should these individuals or
groups want specific interests acknowledged. Marinas and home owner
associations are private and individualized and they are too numerous
to include in the taskforce. It was also brought up that the Township

..or ‘Municipal representative would speak for the concerns of all interested
]partles in his Jurlsdlctlon.

The next item on the agenda was for the election of a chairman to head
the taskforce. Mr. Nino nominated Richard Micka as a possibility to
~head the committee and it was seconded by Mr. Larry Leibold.

Mr. McCray then asked that the nominee be someone other ‘than Mr. Micka,
as his concerns are more oriented toward one specific goal. The chair-
man should be one of a more general background and interests along the
.coastline.

This item was then tabled momentarily by Mayor Evans as he wanted to

find out what the specifics or purposes of this meeLlng were and to .
go into item number three.

Mr. Nind introduced Mr. Bill Walsh from the Department of Natural Resources
who presented the Michigan Coastal Zone Management Program Qutline.
“thig outline consisted of:

1. purpose

2. basic‘premises

3. Michigan Program Development

4. Major Regional Agency participation

5. three principal tasks

6. Coastal Zone Maﬁagément Boundary

7. direct and significant uses

8. ééntfol of direcg'and significant uses

9. area of particular concern

10. implementation

11. scﬁedule



1
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Following Mr. Walsh, Mr. Nino introduced Mr. David Brouwer th is the
Staff representative from SEMCOG.

Mr. Nino then introduced Mr. Maurice Roach from the Wayne County
Planning Commission and also representing the Wayne County Shoreland
Taskforce, who gave a brief rundown of their efforts over the past
year or so to implement a program of Shoreland Management along the
Detroit River. This group covers an area from Lake St. Clair south
along the Detroit River to the mouth of the Hurom River.

Following Mr. Roach the discussion on the appointment of a Chairman
was continued with Mr. McCray nominating Mayor Evans for the position.
This was seconded by M. LeGendre.

However, further discussion on the interests of Mr. Richard Micka, in
regard to the position of Chairman, ended in the nominations be post-
poned until the next meeting which is to be held at the Frenchtown
Township Hall on March 18, 1976, at 1:00 p.m.

At this time, each person present stood up and introduced himself
and told which organization he represented.

. Mr. Nino then adjourned the meeting at 5:10 p.m.
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'‘Minutes

M

Monroe County Coastal Zone Taskforce Meeting

PLACE: Frenchtown Township Hall
DATE:  March 18, 1976
TIME:  1:00 p.m.

1. The meeting was called to order by Mr. Nino at 1:10 p.m.

Frank Nagy of Staff called the roll and informed the Taskforce that
there was a quorum present.

2. Mr. Nino introduced Mr. Fred Clinton from the Michigan Department of
Natural Resources - Coastal Zone Section. He talked on his department's
roll in the Coastal Zone Management Program as it relates to the State.
This is to identify those areas of particular concern along the shore-
line which extend 1000 feet in from the Ordinary High Water Mark.

b

Mr. Clinton introduced Dick Sikkenga of his staff who, through a slide
presentation, outlined the procedures of the Shorelands ‘Management
Programs into the following steps: : .

1. Identification of areas

2. Property ownership

3. Field inspection

a) map boundaries

b) evaluate fish and wildlife habitat
Prepare individual management plan
Confer with local units

Confer with property owner

Informal meeting with property owner
Evaluate comments

Formal designation

OR~NOOW

i

He also showed the appeals procedures for property if local property
owner did not agree with the State. They are:

-1. Make protests to D. R N. within eight weeks of formal .
designation

Hearing granted

Hearing held four-eight weeks of receipt of protest
Natural Resources Commission makes decision

If not satisfied still can go to Circuit court
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Chuck Wolverton, from D. N. R., showed how they analyze Environmental
area by the following criteria:

1. Marshes
a) catail
b) sedge
c) brush
Shallow water and mud flat areas
Sand spits and reefs
Islands
Upland areas

(S N SUN AN )

He then followed by outlining the uses of the environmental areas by the
following 1list: :

Nesting

- Buy fish for spawning
Rearing of young
Acid in feeding
Migration
Overwintering

DO P WR

Fred Clinton ended the presentation by the D. N. R. in going over Act

270 Shoreland Management Program on how it affects local units of govern-

ment to include zoning ordinance amendments.

He explained that hfs boundary designation extended landward 1000 feet
from the 0. H. W. M. (Ordinary High Water Mark). Monroe County's 0. H.
W. M. is'571.6 feet.

He further outlined the three areas in Monroe'00unty that the State has
designated as areas of particular concern. They are:

1. Pt. Mouilee
2. Erie State Game Area
3. Fford Marsh - City of Monroe

Bill Walsh talked on the roll of the Taskforce in conjunction with the
D. N. R. Program.

The next item of business was the election of a chairman.

Richard Micka nominated John lacoangeli. Jim Jones stated two had been
nominated the previous meeting. John lacoangeli then nominated Richard
Micka and Mayor Evans nominated Max McCray. Jim Jones suggested a dual
chairmanship which was seconded by Richard Micka. Ron Nino supported
this type of proposal but amended it to the top two vote getters.

The first vote ended in a three way tie and on the second vote Richard
Micka and Max McCray were elected co-chairmen.

As it was getting late, the méeting adjourned. The next meeting was set
for April 1, 1976, at the City of Luna Pier. ‘



Minutes
April 29, 1976

Monroe County Coastal Zone Management Taskforce Meeting

Mr. Richard Micka called the meeting to order at 1:40 p.m..

Mr. Frank J. Nagy of Staff made a brief update of map and made reference
to the extension of time for the CZM Program in Southeast Michigan, from

"six to eight weeks.

Mr. Nagy of Staff then opened discussion of flood hazard areas and out-
lined them. Areas of discussion were: Estral Beach/Frenchtown area,
City of Monroe, LaSalle and Erie Township areas.

Some discussion over the designation of Estral Beach as flood hazard was
made by Mr. John Chascsa, of the Lake Erie Advisory Committee, concerning
the long time residency of some people out there and that it could be
flood proofed.

Mr. Nino commented on, the flood hazards vs urban classification, as ‘it
related to Estral Beach. He then made note that in areas not committed or
having sewers that the flood hazard's designation was best suited for it
at this time.

Mr. Richard Micka brought up the nominations for areas of pértiéular concern
that had been prepared by the LEAC, Lotus Garden Club, Monroe County Rod and
Gun Club, and the United States:Fish and Wildlife Society.

Mr. Nagy confirmed nominations for areas of particular concern and stated
that areas nominated are consistant with preliminary designations of flood
hazards.

Mr. Nino commented on the State Phase II Program which could further deli-
neate these areas as environmental importance. After much discussion, it
was moved by Mr. Fred Keesler, Monroe County Health Department, to approve
of preliminary designation of flood hazard areas with public approval. It
was seconded by Mr. Jim Jones of Detroit Edison. Motion was passed with Mr.
Michael Putnam, of Consumers Power Company, voting against it.

Industrial Areas

Mr. George Anderson of Ford Motor Company was present and expressed the con-
cern of his company as to the nomination of Ford property, by the DNR, for
an ecological area of particular concern. He would like to see the Depart-
ment in an industrial classification.

Mr. John Tomaro, also of Ford Motor Company, made mention of the fact that
the property, since the high water, has not shown the water plants (Lotus
Plants) in some years.
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Mr. John Iacoangeli, of the City of Monroe, stated that this problem should
be resolved between Ford and the State of Michigan, and he also said that he
would like to see this area classified as urban; as in his mind, an urban
designation could also include industrial uses.

Mr. Anderson of Ford Motor Company went along with this idea.

Mr. Nino stated that he could see an industrial use in an urban designation,
but if they would go urban for the area, why not go industrial.

Mr. McCray interjected that in a recent directory by the State on Marine
Transportation that included industrial parks, Monroe's Port area is the
only one in the State that could be served by rail, highway or boat. No
other area has all three modes of transportation in 67 industrial park sites.

Mr. Putnam of Consumer Power Company stated he would like to see a dual
designation for lands in Luna Pier as industrial and flood hazards.

Mr. Nagy of Staff stated that an area could have only our designation and
that this designation was the one best suited for it.

Mr. Jones of Detroit Edison advised Taskforce that Item 16, Fly Ash Pit
area, would be used in forty to fifty years and that his company would
prefer an industrial designation.

Mr. Micka agreed with an urban designation of area.

Mrs. Jeanne Micka commented on Professor Doxiodos' report, from Detroit
Edison, stating that marshes in the Great Lakes have a need and that
industry and ecology can live together.

Mr. Jim Jones stated that the Edison Fly Ash Pit be put in with industrial
classification and Item 13.

Mr. Anderson of Ford Motor Company wanted company's property (Item 10)
in industry too.

Mr. John Iacoangeli made a motion that, under recreation designation, it
should read or include future recreation properties. It was seconded by Mr.
Richard Micka. Motion was passed with Mr. McCray voting no.

It was brought up that definition of urban area be made by Staff.

Mr. John Iacoangeli made a motion that Items 10, 12, 13, arnd 22 be postponed
until the next meeting. Mr. Micka seconded the motion. Motion was passed.

The next meeting would be Thursday May 6, 1976, at 1:30 p.m. at the Planning
Commission's Conference Room.

Mr. Jim Jones moved for adjournment at 3:32 p.m.. It was seconded by Mr.
Micka. : .

The meeting was adjourned.
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In response to a question from Mr. Micka, Mr. Nagy explained that
the area of Plum Creek Bay was nominated about seven times, for
various areas of concern, through the public nomination process.

Mr. Jones introduced a motion to accept the transcript of the pub-
1ic hearing. The motion was supported by Mr. Straub.

Mr. Kuron spake to the committee regarding the hot water discharge
created by the Detroit Edison Company. He advised the committee
members that they should read the minutes from the meeting which
was held at Howard Johnsons, _

Mr. Nino told the committee that he is not sure how far Staff will
be able to gc with Phase Two, but will probably get into the follow-
ing areas: (a) specifics of what land uses will be permitted,

.(b? if particular areas of concern should be recreational and flood-
proofing areas of urban concern, and (c) finding the best method of
floodproofing. Mr. Nino said that they may also get into model

zoning.

Mr. Kuron told the committue that he wished Mr. Nino could put the
previous statements down in writing because he has been asking ques-
tions like these for years and has not been able to get the answers.
Mr. Kuron also suggested sending out questionnaires to homeowners .

so that we can find out what property owners would Tike to see taking

place.

Mr. Brouwer told the comm1ttee that we will have to get the rat1ngs in
to SEMCOG by June 29th.

The meeting was adjourned at 3:05 p.m. by Chairman Micka. It was
decided that the next meeting w1]1 be scheduled for July 8 1976.

R VI I
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Minutes
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The meeting was called to order at 1:30 p.m. by Richard Micka.

Mr. Nagy gave definition on Urban area, -as outlined in Areas of
Particular Concern in Michigan Coastal Zone, second draft. Basi-
cally, it stated a more density-prone state, population, number of
houses, people per square mile.

Mr. Putnam of Consumers Power Company expressed interest in a more
precise definition as to specific uses, i.e., commercial uses, in-
dustrial uses.

The H.U.D. 100-year flood boundary on map,:stating- that th

to approve some of the areas, was outlined by Johnxlaco” g
would lessen the amount of land in flood areas, as outlined by H. U

Richard Micka spoke on the H.U.D. Flood Insurance Program as considera-
tion for making nominationms.

Ronald Nino stated that all urban users are those that are heavy users
of the land and that the H.U.D. Flood Program has no bearing on the
decisions of this committee.

Mr. Anderson of Ford Motor Company stated that a.changing of the land
could also change the use of it and that the management proposals of
this committee could preclude the development of certain lands.

Mr. Nino agreed that management proposals will change, or make:te

change,- the local zoning ordinances. He further stated that the
Taskforce was jumping to management proposals befure we had identi-
fied the area.

Mr. Jones of Detroit Edison still wanted a firmer definition of
"urban"

Max McCray noted that the County Board of Commissioners is in the
process of developing an Economic Development Plan. It is in ses-
sion now. From this, Monroe County could get industry and jobs.

An industrial marinme area could need thousands of acres of land, and
Monroe's port area is onme of the prime marine industrial sites in the

State.

Mr. Putnam noted that he would like the area north of Consumers

. Power Plant in Erie to be for industrial purposes.



Mr. Jones consulted with Consumers Power Company and Ford Motor Com-
pany in regard to whether they would go along with urban designation

of their lands. Both responded, saying they would not and that they
preferred industrial designation.

At this time, Mr. Jones made a motion stating that areas 12 and 13
be industrial. Mr. Frey of Erie Township supported the motiom.
Motion carried. Richard Micka, ney.

A motion was introduced by Max McCray stating that Item Tes.be included

with Item 13. John Richwine supported the motion.

Mr. Jones requested that most of Item 16 be included in industrial,
also.

Mr. Putnam moved that part of Item 22 be added to Item 23 for in-
dustrial designatlon

Mr. Jones then moved to amend the previous motion to state that Item
10 and most of Item 16 be added to Item 13 as industrial, and that
part of Item 22, south of Rapideau Drain, be added to Item 23, in the
City of Luna Pier, for industrial designation. The motion was sup-
ported by John Richwine. Motion carried. Richard Micka, ney.

High Risk Erogion (areas)

Frank Nagy identified the north shore of Sterling State Park and
the Woodtick Peninsula as an area of critical erosion process over
the years.

A motion was made by Jim Jones stating that these areas be .so desig-
nated. The motion was supported by Fred Keesler. Motion carried.

Recreation Land

Frank Nagy identified three areas for recreation:

1) The Sterling State Park area west to I-75.

2) The D.N.R. property on the north side of LaPlaisance Creek.

3) The northern part of Luna Pier and the southern area of
LaSalle Township south of North Shores. '

Jim Jones made a motion that the areas be so designated. Harold
Straub supported the motion. Motion carried.

Coastal Lakes, River Mouths, and Bays

Mr. Nino pointed out that-the 209 Water Quality Program would handle
this and he suggested that it be deleted.

A motion was made by Max McCray for the deletion of Item 8. Mr. Akos.
of LaSalle supported the motion. Motion carried.

-2-
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6. Island

It was pointed out by Mr. Nagy that islands in the Maumee Bay area
are the only areas identified.

Mr. LaBeau of Frenchtown introduced a motion to approve designation.
The motion was supported by Harold Straub. Motion carried.

At this time, designation of areas of particular concern was completed.
The next phase was to write nominations, rate nominations by area of
concern, and then by overall rating of the County.

The next meeting was set for May 20 1976 at 1:30 p.m. in the Conference
Room of the Monroe County Planning Department.
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Minutes
May 20, 1976

Monroe Coastal Zone Management Taskforce Meeting

The meeting was called to order by Mr. Max McCray at 1:30 p.m..

The minutes of the previous meetings, April 29 and May 6, were approved by
Mr. Laboe and seconded by Mr. Jones.

Mr. Leibold asked to read a minority report on behalf of Mr. Micka, but it
was objected by Mr. Jones. It was agreed that the report be passed out.
Mr. McCray commented that it would be too lengthy to read, but that the
five-page letter attached be made part of the minutes by reference. Every
member received a copy of the report. The action to receive and file the
report was approved by Mr. Laboe and seconded by Mr. Smith. No one
objected.

‘Mr. Frank Nagy gave a brief update on the time schedule for nominations
to be finalized by the Taskforce. He stated the inventory should be
turned in by June 15, 1976 aud the complete and final copy should be in
by August 1, 1976. :

Mr. Nagy gave a review on nominations for areas of particular concern by
the Lake Erie Advisory Committee, Lotus Garden Club, Monroe County Rod
and Gun Club, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services. He stated that
specific management proposals would have to be made on nominatiouns.

Mr. Ron Nino commented in regard to public nominations. He suggested that
the Taskforce go on record as receiving these nominations and to advise
that to the extent they are consistant with the Taskforces' action they
are recognized.

Mr Nagy advised that Mr. Vanslambrook, a representative of the Union Camp,
would like a statement to be read into the minutes. There was no objec~
tion. The letter was read,and it recommended that the land remain in an
industrial designation. Further discussion took place.

Mr. Max'McCray commented that Staff will make sure that every member
receives a copy of the public nominations, and they would review them at a
later date for compliance with the actions already taken by the Taskforce.

-1t was.moved by Mr. Evans and seconded by Mr. Straub that the Taskforce
acknowledges the receipt of public nominations and that those inconsistent
with the approved Taskforce Nomination, be deemed "not acceptable". Motion

was carried. S

Mr. Nagy stated the Staff made a preliminary breakdown on ranking areas.
He stated that the nominations will be printed and mailed out for the next
meeting. ‘



Minutes

May 20, 1976

Mr. Laboe rcecommended that the Planning Department continue their good job
and made recommendations relative to inter and intra ranking force of parti-
cular concern for the next meeting.

The next meeting on June 10 at 1:30 p.m., it was decided would be devoted

to discuss the ranking of the Taskforce's 24 nominations. A Public Hearing
will be held at either the Monroe Township Hall or the Frenchtown Township
Hall. Staff will further look into this matter. The results of this public
hearing permitting, will be discussed at our June 10 meeting.

Mr. Laboe moved that the meeting be adjourned at 2:55 p.m.. It was seconded

by Mr. Keesler.

The meeting was adjourned.
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COASTAL GGNE MANAGEMENT TASKFORCE
MINUTES

DATE : June 9, 1476

MEMBERS PRESENT: Mr. Brouwer, Mr. Jones, Mr. Richwine, Mr. Kuron,
Mr. Chichester, Mr. McCray, Mr. Chascsa, Mr. Felder,
Mr. Anderson, Mr. Straub, Mr. Micka, Mr. LaBeau.

MEMBERS ABSENT:  Mr. Smith, Mr. Powell, Mr. Iacoangeli, Mr. Akos,
Mayor Cvans, Mr. Frey.
PUBLIC PRESENT: Mrs, Batiny

STAFF PRESENT: Mr. Nagy, Mr. Nino

1. The meeting was called to order at 1:40 p.m. by Mr. McCray.

2. Chairman Micka called for a motion to accept the minutes from the
previous meeting. The motion was introduced by Mr. Straub and
~seconded by Mr. Richwine. Mr. Micka asked the committee members
if there were additions or corrections to the minutes and Mr.
LaBeau then called attention to the misspelling of his name. Mr.
Micka then raised a question in regard to Paragraph 5, item five,
and Mr. Nagy, in response, explained that all nominations will be
included.

Mr. Jones told the conmmitee that in regard to Paragraph 3, he
was not objecting - just questioning.

At this time a vote was taken to accept the minutes. A1l were in
favor. Motion carried.

3. Mr. Nagy explained to the committee the nominating process and also

' the rating procedure. He noted that Staff first reviewed the rank-
ing order by specific groups and then analyzed each area of impor-
tance. The criteria was then established.

John Chascsa addressed the committee, noting that the port area
is a multipurpose area. He further added that it has a great
environmental atmosphere,

Mr. Nino told the committee that one problem that exists is that
we've excluded environmental values and they should be considered.
He also added that Monroe should take the position that we have
done our share of preserving the coastal line and the good judge-
ment of the industrialists should be depended on. Mr. Nino also
suggested that industry way be frightened off by environmental
meanduring throughout industrial areas because of the heavy



responsibility of the paper work that industries are charged with.

Frank Kuron commented on the Port of Monroe and said that citizens
are leary of industrialists' judgements because of incidents that
have taken place in the past.

John Chascsa addressed the committee and said that industry is not
all bad but not all good. He further stated that industry must get
along with the people in order to survive.

Mr. Nagy then told the committee that the overall rating of the
nomination was done on a percentile basis from the score by their
group and put in a declining rank from highest to lowest.

At this time, Mr. McCray suggested a motion to accept the method-
ology approach and it was supported by Mr, LaBeau. Before voting on
the motion, Mr. Straub raised a question on Nomination #7, "D", and
Mr. Nagy explained that sewer and water were used as criteria. Mr.
Nino told the committee that there is a typographical error and "D"
should read, "percentage of developed land". A vote was then taken.
- A1l were in favor. Motion carried. :

Mr. Brouwer spoke to the committee members and stated that the com-
mittee should be more specific in management proposals. He further
noted that we are in the management development stage at the present

time. SEMCOG is trying to provide the state with general information.

The question was then raised by a committee member as to why SEMCOG
asked for just seven suggestions and Mr. Brouwer explavned that seven
is just a number picked at random.

“Mr. Nino told the committee that this project is part of next year's
budget and he would like to do the least amount of work possible on
the project this year. Mr. Nino then told the committee that he
feels staff can handle three areas of concern. Mr. Brouwer then
explained that SEMCOG is interested in conclusive information.

Mr. Jones introduced a motion directing staff to proceed with as many
areas as they feel they can handle. The motion was supported by Mr.
Straub. A1l were in favor. Motion carried.

The transcript of the public hearing was reviewed, and Mr. Nagy
explained that in most instances the plan was adopted. An area of
debate was the LaSalle Game Area (it could be utilized as a recrea-
tional area). Mr. Nagy then added that the Coastal Zone Act states
that C.Z.P.'s must be done. It was noted that the Corp cannot act

"~ contrary to the Coastal Zone Plan. Mr. Morris then addressed the
concern of State water levels and said that he feels it is something
that the Coastal Zone Management Taskforce should consider.

_Mr. Nagy told the committee that at the public hearing Mr. Collino
stated that he would 1ike to make sure that no more utilities are
allowed along our shoreline.

A
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Minutes

Public Hearing on Coastal Zone Management Nominations

Place: Monroe Township Hall
Date: June 8, 1976

‘Time: 7:30 P.M.

Mr. Max McCray opened the meeting at 7:30 p.m. and welcomed the people

‘who 4re in attendance. He introduced himself and gave a brief summary

of the conception of the CZM Taskforces' doing so far:

a) When it started

b) Who makes up the Taskforce

¢) How many meetings we have had
d) Where we have had them

He also went into a brief discussion of the nominations that we have
made and the proposed map that is before them tonight for the recom-

. mendations and comments. At this time he turned the meeting over to

‘Mr. Ronald Nino of the Planning Department.

Mr. Nino gave a brief history behind the Coastal Zone Management Program

. in Monroe County;  how it was started as part of the Federal Coastal Zone

Management Act of 1972 (P.L. 92-583). He also mentioned the jump that
the State of Michigan had in adopting the Shorelands Protection and
Management Act (Act 245, of P.A. 1970). Although they seem alike, the
Federal Act supercedes the State Act; but the State Act can be incorpor-
ated in the State Coastal Zone Management Plan. . Mr. Nino also pointed
out that reasons for the formation of the Taskforce -as they related to
the DNR and SEMCOG, and what our committee's objectives are. He then
turned the meeting over to Mr. Frank Nagy of Staff to show the nomina-
tion process that we used.

Mr. Nagy pointed out the boundary indentifications of the Coastal Zone
Management Area as it relates to Monroe County and made note of the modi-
fication to the Coastal Management Area boundary as it relates to the
Southeast Michigan region; that being the first road of major consequence

inland from the ordinary high water marsh.

At this time, he reviewed a little of what Mr. McCray had stated about
the Areas of Particular Concern and identified all 14 areas of concern,
from Agricultural to Urban areas. After identifying the areas, he went
through each area individually and pointed out the criteria that had to ‘
be used to identify these areas. As Monroe County's shoreline is relati-~
tively flat and not too many uses are located along its shores, not all
14 areas were used in the nomination process, He then went through the
list of nominations on the map starting out with the Berlin Township,
Pointe Mouillee Game Area and concluding with the nominations of Islands
of Particular Concern in the Erie State Game Area. '



At this time Mr. Nino gave a few final words on the nomination process
and asked the audience what its feelings were toward the Taskforce's
nominations and for their comments.

Public Hearing Questions

Mr. John Chascsa - M.V.C.C.. Hec asked how we arrived at a 95 percent for
item 10, Port of Monroe arcu. :

- Mr. Nino commented that this was part of our methodology for a ranking of
priorities first within a specific area and then as it related to an over-
all ranking. He also mentioned that the question asked has no bearing on
this meeting and that it will be on the agenda for Thursday's meeting.

'Mr. Leroy H. Stein - LaSalle Township. He asked why'wasn't the LaSalle
Game Area included in the ecological area instead of Recreation.

Mr. Nagy of Staff commented he didn't know that was dedicated as a Game
Area and if he would so chose, he could make a nomination himself.
Public Nomination forms were passed out. His comments would be aimed at
the next CZM meeting.

Mrs. Dorothy Bailey asked if the Ford property was nominated for industrial
purposes.

Mr. Nagy commented on this and stated the Taskforce has nominated it
Industrial. Presently the State of Michigan DNR has nominated it an
Ecological Area. He also made mention of Union Corp. marsh lands.
Mrs. Bailey agreed with the Taskforce's decision, and she wanted areas
11 and 12 defined.

Mr. Nagy stated area 11 was of Flood Hazards north of Dunbar Road, and area
12 was nominated for agricultural purposes.

Mr. Anthony Collino - Monroe Township wanted the Plumb Creek Bay Area put
in Recreational due to boat usage and not to allow steel plants OT POWEY
plants to be put along our shores. :

~His comments were taken into advisement.

Mr. C. J. Reelant - Berlin Township asked about the Farmland designation and
what it meant to a landowner if he wanted to sell his land. He also had
comments on the Act 116, Farmland and Open Space Program.

Mr. Nino stated that if it was outside of the sewer or water service area
and not consistant with the townshlp plan, that it should not be allowed to
happen. :

Mr. Daryl Smith - Berlin Supervisor backed up Berlin nominations but pointed
sewer and water service area south of Swan Creek to be shown.

|



Mr. George Morris - Monroc Township asked the immediate flood protection

be implemented tlong the Lake Erie shoreline und that the Taskforce
strive for stable lake levels.

Nino agreed with his comments but stated that planning is a process,
and it will take some time to 1mp1ement these tasks. Nothing could be

done tomorrow

Mrs. Jo Vick - Avalon Beach commented on son's-in-law prdperty at Detroit

Beach; that it is under water and should be put into a recreational classi-
fication. '

Mr. Nagy said he knew the areca and gave her a Public Nominatibn Form. |

Mr. Jack L. Champion - Monroe Townshlgrasked about permanent dlklng, and

if the plan has to be adopted. {
. . ’ . |

'

. . . i . .
Mr. Nino statbd diking could not come tomorrow, and this plan must be
adopted or a plan with management goals and policies in order to attain

permanent diking faster.

'

Ms. Marlene Miller concluded the public heéring by asking if lots could
be sold, or were there restrictions.

Mr. Nino said yes, lots could be sold by the owners and there were no
restrictions.

Mr. McCray then ended the public hearing thanking those who attended.

i .
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PUBLIC HEARING

Place: Monroe Township Hall Subject: CZIM Plan
Time: Seven-thirty p.m. Date: June 8, 1976
Name Representing

Mr. George A. Anderson
Mr. Russel P. Breyfogle
Mr. Jack L. Champion

Mr. William A. Hunt

Ford Motor Company
Self
Real Estate IT

University of Michigan

Mf;~Leroy H.' Stein Self

Ms. Marlene Miller Self

Ms. Doloris Morris Self
| Self -

Mrs. Jo Vick

Mr. John'laéoangeli
Ms. Dorothy ?ailey
Mr. Lawrence Geto
Mr. J. L. Jdnes

Mr. F.E. Agosti

Mr. C. J. Roelant
Mr. Darryl Smith

Mr. Kenneth Chiéhester

City of Monroe
Monroe Township

Monroe Township
Detroit Edison Company

Detroit Edison Company

Berlin Township, Landowner

Berlin Township

Consumers Power Company

I

Mr. John Chascsa . o M.V.C.C. Lake Erie Advisory Committee
Mr. R.G. Micka . ’ Laké Erie Advisory Committee

Mr. James Duffy Commissioner, County Board

Mr. George Ehman - Commissioner, County Board

Mr. George Morris_' ‘ N Self

Ms. Dorothy Morin Self

Mr. Max M. McCray ‘ Port of Monroe
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Coastal Lone Study Tp Start

What are théd “ureas of parlic-

ular concern™ aluny the Mourne
County coastline”

The counly plawrars demae
men! is to make some sugees-
tions in that regare at the -
strurtion Thursday  of - ibe
Manroe  County Cetista) Zone

Management Task Foree,

Made up of representalives
from coastal communifus and
industrial and environmental in
ferests. the task force was
formied at stale suggestion to
get local involvement in prepar-
ing a stalewide coastal zone
‘management plan.

The idea is lo identify lands
along the Great Lakes of spe-
cial concern and te make rec-
ommendations for managing
them. . . !

There are 13 calegories of
special areas: flood hazard:
ecologically-sensitive;  natural,
recreation: historic and archeu-
logic; sand dune: island; coast-
al lake, river mouth and bay:
urban; mineral resource; agri-
cultural; prime industrial, and
water transportalion. -

The planning department is to
suggest coastal lands that _m
those categories and then give
priority to .areas within each
category, in terms of Lheir need

For example, Frank Nagy of
the department said that the
Port of Monroe probably would
be given the highest priotily
under the water transporiation
classification. )

The task force is to discuss
the department  recommen-
dations at its next meeting, U3¢
p.m. April 15 in the planning
commission  conference  room,
Monroe Counly Services Build-
ing.

The arca owlind as the
Monroe Counly coast generally
includes lands east of 175, from
Ohio, (0 the {reeway’s in-
terchauge with N. Dixie _\hgh-
way. From there norlh, it in-
cludes lands cast of N. Bixie
and U. S. Turnpike. N

Mr. Nagy said that any citi-
zens can nominale an “area of
particular concern.” They can
ao that by contacting Lheir local
coastal government officials, he
said, such as the township su-
pervisor, city mayor or village
president. '

He said cilizens should note
the specific area that they want
to nominate: give its physical
characteristics; indicale yvhnc}x
type of area they would like it
to be classified ax, and recom-
mend how it should be managed
10 keep it in that chesfication.

for management.

County Shoreline

ideas Conflict

A number of local
organizations and individuals,
along with the federal Fish
and Wildlife Service, have

called for preserving ex-
tensive areas of Monroe
County’ s coastline.

The Monroe County Coastal
Zone Management Task Force
has been sent some 28
suggestions for categorizing
different portions of the coast,
almost all of. them calling for
preserving some part of it.

Many of them are at odds
with the task force's
suggestions.

The task force was formed
at state recommendation to
get local input omn the
preparation of a statewide
coastal zone management
plan, which in turn will form
part of a national plan.

County planning officials
serving as staff for the task
force have said the state will
make the final determination
on the plan,

As part of its work the local
group must identify coastal
areas of particular concern
for any of a number of reasons
— environmental, industrial,
urban, flood hazard,
agricultural, high-risk
erosion, recreation — or any
of a number of other
categories.

Where the task force’s and
private nominations econflict
with each other is generally in
the Monroe metropolitan
coastal area, where some
private groups would prefer
an environmental
classification in specific areas

that the task force has
suggested for industrial.

For example, some of the
private nominations call for
preserving parts of the Plum
Creek area. Marshes east and
west of the Monroe Chassis
Division, Ford Motor Co., also
are al issue.

Ford wants its land east of
the plant kept in an industrial
classification, and the owner
nf the marsh west of the plant,
Union Camp Corp., made it
known ai Thursday's task
force meeting that it wants the
same classification for those
lands.

Among groups and in-
dividuals making nominations
were the Lake Erle Advisory
Committee, the Lotus, Garden
Club, the Monroe County Rod
and Gun Club, Joseph P.
Kleiman of Birmingham,
Associated Yacht Clubs, Inter-
Lake Yachting Association,
Great Lakes Basin Com-
mission, Mithael Richards of
Detroit and the federal Fish
and Wildife Service.

Fish and Wildlife
nominations account for

almost half of those sub- ~

mitted.

Should Land Near Ford Planf *
Be Saved for Environment?

Should Ford Metor Co. he
required to preserve some 250
acres of wetlands it owns east
ol the Monroe Chassis
Division or should the Yand be
retiined as an indusirial site”

That question is currently
neing debated among Ford
e state officials, in Jght of
the stale  idenhfying  the
acreage as an environnental
area under the Shorelands
Protection and Management
Act.

However, the designation
hasn'{ been made final vet,
nd Ford has objected to any
‘hange in the slatus of the
and. It currently is zoned
«eavy industriat by the City of
*fonroe, which has not as vel
iken a position on the matter.

Fred Clinton, chief of the
~horelands Management Unit

«f the Department: of Nutural®

desources, said the
~hovelands act concerns land
ncated within 1,000 feel from
1he ordinary high water mark
-f the Great Lakes.

An environmentatl
'esignation would mean such
“and eouldn' t be developed in
<ny way that would alter its
sabitat, '

Generally, an area 15 con-
idered Cenvironmentul' " if it
3 necessary for preserviition
of fish and wildlife, Mr.
Clinton said.

Siyte -vater resources

RPN IR *

sy
i soolbatle.

vegetation — including lotus

- are located in the area and
that there is “'some fish ac-
Hvity' ' in the waters.

“We observed herons and
egrels ieeding there.' he
said. and the area is used o
stopover point during
migrations by waterfowt.

e

George  Anderson of the
company’'s property
management division  said

both sides are to supply ad-
ditional information and
future meetings are pianned.

However, he maue clear the
company Is opposed to
remioving a “prine industrial
site’’  from that current
¢lassification.

The pruperty, adjacent to
the Port of Monroe, has
“tremendous industrial
potential’ * for the future, he
said.

Designating the acreage as
“environmental'’ would
precinde any future
development plans of the
company, Mr. Anderson said.

“To preclude thal is not
what  we consider in the
state’s best interests.'' he
said

While gne arm of the state is
proposing removing a prime
industrial site, olher arms are
encouraging industrial
developmient in the state, he
complained.’

He said that already 4,000 to
5000 acres of the Mooroe
Counly coastiine is in state
and-or public ownership.

Mr. Anderson said that the
state doesn' t intend to provide
compensation if the industrial
potentiai of the land is
removed.

Compensation isn't
authorized in the act as passed
Poo M egqlp feomiat o e RA-

But he did say it is possibie
to get tax advantages, if the

‘area is designated en-

vironmental, under the state
Farmland and Open Space
I'reservation Act.

Ultimately. the decision for
designating the area lies with
the DNR director. he said, buf
he noted there is an appeal

Countly Coaslal Lone
Management Task Force,

which is in the process of

making recommendations in

the county Services Ruilding,

the preparing of a stae
Coastal Zone Management
Plan.

The (ask force also ix
suggesting  designations ol
different areas of the countv
coast, having already taken
action on naming flood
hazard, agricultural and
environmental areas -- with
the exception of the Ford
marshes.

Other categories ~ in ad-
dition to those three — are
urban, industrlal, high-risk
erosion and water tran
sportation areas.

Environmental interests are
worried that the wetland
areas in the Ford-Port ares
will be classified as industrial
by the task force, though it hus
made no final decision on Faed
marsh areu.

One person active in
protecting the Iotus locally

“said Thursday that she did not

want “another Rouge c¢om-
plex’’ in Monroe, imposed by
people wha live oulside the
communily, a reference to
Mr. Anderson. Port Dircctor
Max McCray apnd counl:
Planning Director Ronald I
Nino. She said green belis
should be mixed with the in
dustry.

Some 18 ominalions have
bren submitted to the plan-
ning department, which is
serving as staff for the task
freee tar clyseifyipg A5 rent

i Lattgul s, piudisy e
environmental one.

Frank Nagy of the depart-
ment said the task force will
consider (he nominations {or
specific areas after i has
made its general designations.

Anyone can make a
nomination, he said.

Fvertually the tagk foree

" lhe lask e s W - tieet
again at 1:30 p.m. Thursday in
the planning department at

4

The task force Thursday
voted to include the
nominations in its report, so
they — along with the task
force suggestions — will be
presented at a public hearing
to be scheduled, probably
some time in June.

In other action, the
listened o staff suggestions
for giving priority to areas of
particular concern within
each category. For example,
tn the . high-risk erosion

category, preventing erosion’
of Woodtick Peninsula in Erie
State Game Area was ranked
ahead of doing the same thing
at Sterling'State Park’ s north
beach . -

The ‘task force also is to
make recommendations fot
managing the different
coastal areas it has identified
in the county. Its next meeting
wili be at 1:30 p.m. Jupe 10 in
planning offices in the'county
Services Building at E. First
5t. and Conant Ave.



What part of J'Monr‘m B

County’ s enast should heased
tor . Hie. environment” For
industry?] For, recreullon

- What rvuuldimm \h()ll‘d be =
adopted: - if any 1o make

sure the ldndb stuy in those .

uses? ¢ -

‘The county * Cofistal Zone ; prele red :.\n

Management Task Force |
- answered: the: first of those
«questions.” In.:wrapping. up

+ Thursday the {m.t phase o[ its -

worl\
i suggested* )ahd uses for
i the: -entire :length -of; the
wogounty’ s:shqreline, and i in one
case: it finds tself in.confltct
with the-state. .

That’concernq what use ,

should be m.xde of wetlands

owned by Ford Motor Co.
-which are loeated
" ‘Monrge Chassls Dlvnsibn

. The: $tate+;has’ Inmally" force:n differe

i identified- that.:land -as: an

environmental -avea; :but; the
county task force backed Ford: :
' in‘'proposing . it. be used for

mdu:.try

west of the freeway::«

Part of that industrial area
eonsists of the Detroit- Edison

st nf me

‘With: Stateon ™

4

lapds Near Ford Plant-

o pld nlng Dh'eclor
“Ronald”F: ‘Nifio,” whose’ office
'pmviding STt for thie taisk
“Said™ lhat tM' final

1 fly ash plts. andanEdison y
representative, Jdmes L.
oes, s il he §bw noproblem

recréation’ when the pts are
ﬁn«l ey yeurs lrom now SSES IR ihe ('oumy,t‘unnl would

heihe state. s

[ Privaté™ indivtdua and
“Eroups also'chn porhinale uses
for"areas; and-the’ task force
n-purteuly has recaived 18 of
The tm force’ 0 i

; ern, “thainly coneerned With
.suggested that Cons miers preserving portions of :the
2sg " county coasLal-envxrunmmt

dcaxgnatio

dusmah, Wl@_

"of Erle, R;'Lgtor

agh pits.
Termed 0 be

|mp0rtance were’ landsk e

generally in aind around ‘the .state sundmgs,

Pointe Moulllee and Erie State ord arsh area.
Game Areas. ’ The ) nextk phasc of the

5 rOther:: cn'wgol‘,
- usess nominated :by. ;!

B ¢mz'=,

|><'rmx| almo:-l any tvpe of
devilopment.

te said miich of the Ford-
Pofi area has ‘been tdentified
as q Moodplain hy the federal
podernment” ! ¥t the -In-
dugirial class chll(m would
comflict with that!
The City -of Monroe is ap-
pedling  some -of . the.. flood

hav.ard designations, he said.

jher members of the task
force said the {wo. issues
argn’t relulpd. ' :
Ihe area outlined s the

copnty’s umst -generatly-

in¢ludes lands east of 175,
frém Ohio..to the. freeway's
inferchange -, wlth N. Dixie
Hrghway From there nonh it
ingludes lands east of N Dlxle
dndl, 8. Turnpike,

I‘h( task force is made up in
p.m of représentatives {rom
ctgmmumtles lhat border Lake
Erie. 5

‘aim of the

Pariieeb&esfs Counfy Land Use

Task Force, David Brower of
the Southeast Michigan
Couneil of  Governments,
William Walsh of the state

DNepartméent of Natural

Hesources” and  Sylvester
Jones of e T80 Ariny Corps
of ¥ngineers.

State officials bave said the
coastal
management program is o
guide uses and development
along the state’ s shoreline.

They pointed Lo continuing
wastal _problems, such as
croston,”” fleoding. . pollution
and conflicting uses and said
thil the coast is being
developed at a “breathiaking
rate”"

In a. pamphiét explaining
the. program, State officials
say that eventually assistance
could be provided v local
governments (o prepare local
shorgland plans and zoning
ordinances, for watcrfront

county .

agrfcultural.'
high risk
urban and {ilaiids

ut: In_ the: pre
ewide  c

. elrb
m desi gmat{om

ertsion, recmticn, -pers

«. negative voles pn task,
 The..group. wag - formed, at SuBgestions.
“In'fact; {hé task force voted state ‘suggestior o get |

to ‘nominate thé' éntire- aréa .

" east of I-75 from Sterling’ Staw 1
Park soulh almost  to - 0
LaPlaisunce Creek.. for in-. =
‘dustrial use, along:with some
Portof ‘Monroe-owned. land -

Yof & represenls coun
ou&
which:4n:,. He expressed,,oppmxtlon to.
_sa the.extent of industrial area

The lmlv

tRichard. .

. en-
vironmental interests.

being sel aside. though ke said

zrlater he pret‘err('d that to an

“‘urban’’ clabsification.
-which, reportedly would

Other membcrs in addition' renewal, for research and for
1¢ Mr. Nino. ‘Mr. Micka and purchuse of easements for
Mr Jones, ale MuxMcCrayof unique properties.
the Port of Monroe, Donald  Ajthough the local task force

YR Hirundi of Consumers POWEr, s suggested certain uses for

H%‘;]rt" f;m(;i“e“ﬂw‘rl‘f:le g;;]‘g the coust here, there are other
county” ronre . types of.'areas of particular
dftice and Harold Straub of the m',),zem particy
dounty, Qomce ol Civll
I?rtparedne§5 - i
{ Unofficial members mclude :
Maurice Roach of the Wayne areas, sand dunes, ' mineral
Qounty Shoreland Planning resource areas, water tran-
SpOR! areas a d (-oastal. |akes
rivet mouths.and bays',, .

the coastal

than can be iden-

Hearmg Sldted .o‘h»l_esiig{n

of County’s Coas’raler

A public hearing on
delerminations made by the
Monroe County Coastal Zone
Management Task Force is
scheduled for 7:30 p.m.
Tuesday-in Monroe Township
hall, 4925 W. Dunbar Rd.

The task force, in its work
over the last several weeks.
has outlined areas of special
concern along the county' §-
coast.

Among those are ecological.
industrial, agricultural, ur-
ban. flood hazard. high-risk

erosion, recreation and island
areas.

The group eventually is to
suggest ways for manraging
lands in those categories.

Frank Nagy of the county
planning departmen?. which is
serving as staff for the task
force, said the group's
nominations of areas of
special concern are basically
in accord with local and
county land use plans.

The task force was formed
at state suggestion to get local
involvement in the forming of

ta 'y

s

a slatewide - coastal zone
management.plan.

That plan would have the
authority to require local
communities o adopt zoning
provisions in accord with it,
Mr. Nagy said, but he also
indicated that the state would
place strong emphasis on the
county’ s plan.

In any event, the state will
have the final say in
designating areas of par-
ticular concern, the planners
say.

_ The task force alsn has been -

sent some 28 nominations by
private and public individuals
and organizations suggesting
categories for portions of the
coast, some of which conflict
with the task force recom-
mendations.

The conflict centers on the
Monroe harbor area, in which
some individual interests have
called for preserving certain
lands there thal the task force
has suggested fur industrial

use.

An industrial designation by
the task force for marsh lands
owned by Ford Motor Co. east
of the Monroe Chassis
Division also is in conflict with
the state's identification of
that as an environmental

" area.

About half of the outlside
nominations sent to the task
force are from the U. 8. Fish

and Wildlife Service. and a
aumber of local en-
vironmental organizations
have submitted nominations.

The county coast has
generally been outlined as
including lands east of 175

‘from Ohio to the freeway's

interchange with N. Dixie
Highway. From there north, it
includes lands east of N. Dixie
and its extension. U. S. Turn-
pike.

The task force is made up of
representatives from com-
munities that border Lake
Erie and from the Port of
Monroe, Lake Erie Advisory
Committee, Detroit Edison
Co.. Consumers Power Co.,
the county health department
and the county Office of Civil
Preparedness.

ahons .
eas L

H ll:, recommendanons ean be

viewed at the county planning_
department. located in the
county Services Building, 1410
E. First St.

State officials have said the
aim of the coastal
management program is to
guide uses and development
along the state’ s shoreline.

They point to continuing
problems. such as erosion.
flooding, pollution and con:

flicting uses and said that the
coast is being developed at a
*‘breathtaking rate.’’

They also say that even-
tually assistance could be
provided to local governments
to prepare local shoreland
plans and zoning ordinances.
for waterfront renewal, for
research and for purchase of
easements for unique
properties.

e e
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

This is to advisc that a Public llearing will be held on Junc 8,
1976, at the hour of 7:30 p.m.; at the Monroe Township Hall, 4925
West Dunbar Road, concerning the Monroe County Coastal Zone Management
Taskforce's intent to define areas of particular concern along the
shoreline of Monroe County pursuant t6 the Federal Coastal Zone Manage-
ment Act»of 1972 (P.L. 92-583). The purpose of this public heariﬁg is
to allow the Mohroe County Coastal Zone Managemeni Taskforce to inform.
the public of its intentions regardlng the eventual completion of a
Shoreland Management Plan and to give 1nterested citizens, private and
public agencies, an opportunity to present their views concerning the
criteria being established regardihg the plan and the extent to which
-persons may be for or against adopting the taskforce determlnatlons

of particular concern.
Interested publics are encouraged to attend said public heafings.

Those persons so desirous may view the plan for identifying areas of

particﬁlar concern in the offices of the Monroe County Planning.

Commission.

\ CO CHATRMAN MAX MCCRAY

€O CHATRMAN RICHARD MICKA



"~ APPENDIX "C" -

Task Force Nominations



Mame 37 any): Point Mouillee State Game Area

| unty: Monroco S S

gwﬁghlg Beriin

ity or Villace: Northeast of Village Estral Beach
own, range end section: ¢ i 11.
['\U v_identifiable boundarv features (r1vers, streams, roads political boundaries,
saction 11nes) Wayne County to the north, U.S. Turnpike , Roberts Road to west

Prasent Qwnership: Private and State of Michigan

I 'r‘nt Use: _State game area, xifle range and private vacant land

nn*’c1oatpd changes in use or_development (within ten year time frame)

AREA OF ECOLOGICAL IMPORTANCE

No changg anticipated Xpansion,

Surroynding land-use(s): Agricultural to west, residential to southwest and ng:thmest.

“rvironmental charvacteristics:

Nesting by wading birds, shorebirds, dabbllng ducks.
Migrations and nesting by geese, and diving ducks.

Spawning ground for many aquatic fish species.

Extensive marsh lands that give refuge to muskrat and mink.

Br:ef{x_descr1be issues re]at1ng to this area:.

Designated 'as recreation or open space by both Berlln Township and Monroe County on
their Master Plans, already under the ownership of the state in most part as game

Barrier dike presently under construction to preserve area from harsh water

area.
Area surrounding nomination for most

treatment from northeast winds upon Lake Erle
feelings is undeveloped.

Briefly describe management needs:

1. Bring into public ownership by acquirering all areas of major 1mportance not yet

publically owned and keep it im a natural state.
lv Pmmwdw
Monroe County Coastal Zone
Fther comments: Taskforce
' MIEL COMments 1410 East First Street
Monroe, Michigan 48161
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AGRICULTURAL AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

County:_Monroe
Township: Berlin

City or Village: Northwest of the Village of Estral Beach

Town, range, section: 55, RI0E, Sections 34 T6S, RIQE Sections 3, 4 5,8 and Q.

Fasily identifiable boundary features (rivers, streams, roads, politlcal bouhdaries,
section lines): North Dixie Highwav/U.S. Turnpike on the north, Swan Creek on the

south, Port Sunlight Road and the Village on Estral Beach on the east.

Present ownership: Private.

Present Agricultural Use: Primarily corn and wheat with yields between 87-115

bushels of corn per acre and 38-50 bushels of wheat per acre.

Anticipated changes in use or development (within 10 year time frame):

Both water and sewer lines are in the area and their could be urban development in

Sections 5 and 8 with partial development in Sections &4 and 9.

Surrounding land-use(s): Residential to the east and west. Mostly agricultural to

the northwest. \

Briefly describe issues relating to this area:
Cash crops such as corn and wheat yield more per acre in these lands than the state
average of 68-81 bushels per acre. The existing sewer and water lines will cause

some development to the area but will only extend eastward to Trombley Road and its
extension north, and along Swan Creek on the south.

Briefly describe management needs:

1. Promote Act 116, P.A. 1970 for‘all pfime agricultural land in CZM area.

Other comments:

Prepared by:

Monroe County Coastal Zone Taskforce
1410 East First Street

Monroe, Michigan 48161
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FLOOD-RISK AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

County: Monroe

Township: Berlin

City or Village: Village of Estral Beach

Town, range, and section: T5S, R10E, Sections 7, 8, 9 and 10.

Easily identifable boundary features (rivers, streams, roads, political boundaries,
section lines): Bounded on the south by Post Road and Swan Creek, west by North

Dixie Highway, north by Section. lines 7, 8, 9 and 10, and east by Lake Erie.

Present Ownership: Private

Present Use: Urban, agricultural and open water Or marsh.

Anticipated changes in use or development (within ten year time frame):

- .Existing sewer and water lines will cause urban development to area.

Surrounding land-use(s):_ Primarily agricultural with Enrico Fermi Atomic Power Plant

to the south of area.

Bfiefly describe issues relating to this area: Recent high water levels of Lake
Erie have caused periodic flooding to the Village of Estral Beach and surrounding
areas along Swan Creek. Some land that once could be farmed is now under water,

at all times.

Briefly describe ménagement needs:
1. Urban Areas -- Provide necessary flood protection.

2. Non-Urban Areas -- Evaluate for Phase II Ecologicél'Importance Designations.

Other comments:

Prepared by: . -
Monroe County Coastal Zone Taskforce
1410 East First Street

Monroe, Michigan 48161
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AGRICULTURAL AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

County: Monroe

Township: Frenchtown

City or Village: Southwest of village of Estral Beach.

Town, range, section: T6S, R10E, Sections 17, 18, 19, 20, 30 and 3l

Easily identifiable boundary features (rivers, streams, roads. politlcal boundaries,
section 1lines): Berlin Township boundary to the north, North Dixie Highway to the

west, Brest and Point Aux Peaux Roads to the south and Lake Erie to the east.

Present ownership: Private
Present Agricultural Use: Primarilv corn and wheat with yvields between 99-124 bushels

WJM.AD_Mhels per acre for wheat.
Anticipated changes in use or development (within 10 year time frame): :

Water and sewer lines are in. or a presently going in along the Beach areas Some
Detroit Edison may expand somewhat

Peaux Road.
Surrounding land-use(s): __3351dgnglal,to the south and north, ~o (at Enrico Fermi.

WWWHML to the west.

Briefly describe issues relating to this area:

0

The land is presently in agriculture and acreage yields are rather high (higher than
the state). Water and sewer lines will not extend beyond Point Aux Peaux Road.
Development is not expected to this area until after the year 2000. :

Briefly describe management needs:

1. -To promote Act 116, P.A. 1970 for all prime agricultural land in CZM area.

Other comments:

Prepared by:

~-Monroe County Coastal Zone Taskforce
1410 East First Street
Monroe, Michigan 48161
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FLOOD-RISK AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

County: Monroe

Township: Frenchtown

City or Village: South of Village of Estral Beach.

Town, range, and section: T6S, RI1QOE, Sectioms 16, 17, 20, 21 and 29.

Easily identifable boundary features (rivers, streams, roads, political boundaries,
section lines): Area bounded on north by township line and Swan Creek, east and

south by Lake Erie, west by Toll Road.

Present Ownership: Detroit Edison and Private.

Present Use: Some marsh and open undeveloped land.’

Anticipated changes in use or development (within ten year time frame): Detroit Edison

-.has future plans for a Sc1ence Center on its hold1ngs, other area to remain

primarily the same. - !

Surrounding land-use(s): Residential development either side of southern

extremities. Remalnlng area in agriculture.

Briefly describe issues relating to this area: Recent high water levels of Lake
Erie have inundated these lands leaving some constantly under water. Other
areas' ‘area periodically flooded, but usually near those areas where agricultural

-activities are employed and area predominantly undeveloped and owned by Detroit
Edison.

Briefly describe management needs:

1. Urban Areas -- Provide necessary flood protection.

2. Non-Urban Areas ~- Evaluate for Phase II Ecological Importanceée Designatioms.

Other comments:

Prepared by:

Monroe County Coastal Zone Taskforce
1410 East First Street

Monroe, Michigan 48161
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. _INDUSTRIAL AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

County: Monroe
Township: Frenchtown
City or Village: ENE, City of Monroe
T6S, R10E, Sections 16 and 21.

Town, range and. section:
B Fasily identifiable ‘boundary features (rivers, streams. roads and political boundaries,
Bounded on the east by Lake Erie, north by Swan Creek, south by

section lines):
Point Aux Peaux Road, and west by Toll Road.
' Present Use: Enrico Fermi Atomic Power Plant.
' Anticipated changes in use or development (within Q year time frame):

No change in use is expected.

Present Ownership: Detroit Edison Company

T

. Surrounding land-use(s): Forming is done to the west of the site. To the south, if
residential development at Stony Point.

Industrial Characteristics (if knowﬂ):

‘ j : i
Presently the Atomic Power Plant is inactive. 1In the future it is expected to
complete construction of the facility and eventually to start producing atomic

power.

Served by rail line and highway.

Briefly describe issues relating to this area; This area is served by rail, but highway
is not up to standards for heavy amounts of truck traffic. Its location on Lake Erie
is excellent for its need for water to operate, however, surrounding area to west
and north has been inundated by high water levels and much marshland has been lost.

Erosion problems.

Briefly describe management needs relating to this area;
1. To enhance area for future industrial development.
2. To provide necessary flood protection -- floodproof.

Prepared by:

Monroe County Coastas Zon:
Taskforce

1410 East First Street

MAavrnwman M3 ARl A0V

Other comments:
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URBAN AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

County: Monroe g :
City or Village: NE of City of Monroe (Frenchtown Beach Area)

Site location (adjacent roads, physical features): N. Dixie Highway and Point Aux
Peaux Roads on north, Sandy Creek on west, and Lake Erie on east and south.

Present Ownership:_ Private

Present Use:__ Primarily residential :
Anticipated changes in use or development (within ten year time frame): §ome

residential development due to water and sewer lines.

Adjacent Land use(s): Recreation to southwest, agricultural to north.

- Does present use of this parcel require a waterfront location’

Not necessarily, but people will build as close to water as they :can where water

is present.

. g .
Is it enhanced by a waterfront location?

Yes.

Occupied by structures in need of rehabilitation or redevelopment?

. . : I )
Yes. High water and flooding in recent years has done extensive damage to
dwelling units and other structures. :

What would be the best use of this parcel of urban waterfront?

For Housing and Recreation.

Briefly describe other issues relating to this area:

This area of Frenchtown is the heaviest populated. area of the Township. A mixture

of permanent and temporary diking existing along most of the shoreline with the
exception of the area between Stony Creek and Stony Point Peninsula. Water lines
are already in the area and sewer line construction is underway.

Briefly describe management needs:
1. To provide necessary flood protection

2. To conserve open space where available
3. To bring into public ownership areas lacking sewer and water.

X . o Prepared by:
Other conments: , ‘ Monroe County Coastal Zone
. Taskforce
. 1410 East First Strcet
Monroe, Michigan 48161
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High Risk Erosion Area of Particular Concern '

IName (if any): —2North Shore Sterling State Park

County:
' cwnsk p: Frenchtown _
Bty o ¥ ilager  North-of City of Monroe
Town, range #nd section: T6S, R9E ‘
Tasily idertifiable boundary features (rivers, streams, roads, political bouncaries,
l'-‘- “ct7on lines): North by Sandy Creek, West by Waterworks Street, south by State
Park Road, and east by Lake Erie. :

I?v*esent ownership: State of Michigan
Presen’ yse: Part of Sterling State Park ~ undeveloped

. 1
.Surrovnding land-use(s): North is residential as well as to the west, south by

industrial development. )
Theracteristics: i

' Vegetation Removed .—— tree lined barrier beach has eroded: away almost completely
over the years.

Narrow Beach -- varies between 50-150 feet from 1964 to widths of 200—300 feet.

Length of Beach -- KHas shrunken from 2700 feet in 1964 to around 1600 feet in 1975.

" Flat beach

Protective Works Present -- None; Lake Erie high water table has caused much marshland
- to be submerged today. No protective system has been
.utilized to protect or save these lands. :

Briefly describe the 1ssues relating to th1s area:

Sterling State Park could develop most of the land it holds on Lake Erie. Camping
could expand along with boating. Detroit Beach Marina, due north of site could -

N
' expand if channel were. bettered Difficult to tell water depth in area for large
water craft. ‘ .

/

BRriefly descr1be management needs : _ _

Try to protect from further erosion or bring back to original form.

Prepared by:

Monroe County Coastal Zone
Taskforce

1410 East First Street

-Qther comments
Monroe, Michigan 48161
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RECREATION AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Name : Qtprl_ing State Park Area
County: Monroe

Township: Frenchtown
City or Village: City of Monroe
Town, range and section: T6 and 7S5, RYE

Easily identifiable boundary features (rivers, streams, roads, political boundaries,
section 1ines): City of Monroe Corporation Line, to south, I-75 to the west, North

Dixie Highway and Sandy Creek to the north, and Lake Erie to the East,

Present Ownership:_Private and Public. » v B
Recreational Use or potential (picnicking, camping, hiking, etc): Picnicking,camping,
golfing, fishing, active and passive recreation types, boating, and informative

(biological, botanical-science center to natural areas).
Anticipated changes or increases in use or development (within ten year time frame):.
State will probably add to development of Sterling State Park.

Sufrounding land-use(s): Residential and AgricﬁIEurél to the north, industrial and
vacant marsh land to the south, and west.

If the area is not ndw an established recreation area, briefly describe the physical
characteristics of the area which make it particularly suitable for recreational use:

If the area is an established recreation area, briefly‘describe characteristic§

(facilities, size, natural features): .
There are presently two (2) 19 hole golf courses bordering its western half. Sterling

State Park which is presently part developed part undeveloped and contains between
800-1000 acres of land. More than 50 percent of their holdings are water though.

Has the area, or should the area be identified for acquisitidn.and developmenc as

a recreation area?
By both Frenchtown Township and Monroe County Master Plans.

Briefly describe issues relating to the area:
This area has the largest park in one ownership (State) and at present time is only

partially developed. Two (2) 18 hole golf courses are in close proximity to the
State park and except for a subdivision and some agricultural lands, is predominantly

Briefly describe management needs: _ v _ recreation oriented.
1. To develop existing or future recreation areas to their fullest

level, and to acquire and develop those areas that are Prepared nv:

potential ones. ' : Monroe Coiwiaty CCastar L...
/ : _ Taskfcrce ,
Other Comments: o 1410 East ¢.-st Streort

Monroe, Michigua  48l6.
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} INDUSTRIAL AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

COUELX: Monr/re L

Township: Mo froe
City or Village:City of Monroe

Town, range and section: T7S, RIE
Easily identifiable ‘boundary features (rjyer;i streams. roads and political boundaries,
section lines): Bounded on the north by City/Frenchtown Line, east by Lake Erie,

south by LaPlaisance Creek, and west by I-75, LaPlaisance Road and the Conrail

Rail Spur.

Port of Monroe, Fords, Detroit Edison, Union Camp & Consolidated Paper

Present Ownership:
) Tompanies, and the City of Monroe.

Present Use: Ford's Largest Chrome Plating Plant, Edison Coal Burning Power Plant and Fly
Ash Pit Port Offices, Turning Basin, and the Monroe Metro Sewage Treatment Plant.

Anticipated changes in use or development (within 10 year time frame): Is rated as
one of Michigan's prime industrial/marine park with anticipated industrial growth.

Residential and -

Surrounding land-use{s): Recreation and open space lands to the north.
industrial to the west, and residential to the south.

Industrial Characteristics (if known):

Present industrial uses are Port of Monroe, Ford's, Detroit Edison, and City of Monroe

Metro Sewage Treatment Plant.

| g

l Zoning: Industrial
Transportation SyStems This area is served by Rail Road, Interstate Highway (I-75),
l and has a deep water channel, and turning basin, :
Rated by State as one of the prime sites for industrial/marine complex.
' Briefly describe issues relating to this area:
Due to its close proximity to Rail, water and highway transportation it is an ideal
area for industry. Local plans have desipgnated this area for industry. It is the
' only Michigan Port on Lake Erie and should be utilized to its fullest capability
Briefly describe management needs relating to this area;
' 1. To enhance area for future industrial development.
I 2. To provide necessary flood protection - floodproof.
= GRer Clinients Vrepe s o
) Monroc County Cowsitur .o
' Taskforce
i"ilO L':C‘b'(. VDo Ledue .

Monroe, Michigan 48 ..¢
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FLOOD-RISK AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

County: Monroe

Township: Monroe _
City or Village: South of City of Monrge

Town, range, and section: T7S, ROE

Easily identifable boundary features (rivers, streams, roads, political boundaries,

section lines): North by City of Monroe line, west by Conrail R.0.W., south by

Dunbar Road.

Present Ounership: Private

Present Use: Regidential and open.space.

Anticipated changes in use or.development (within ten year time frame):

Surrounding land-use{(s): Industrial almost completely around it with the exception

of some agriculture south of Dunbay but west of I-75.

Briefly describe issues relating to this area: Recent high water levels of
Lake Erie cause this area to inundate periodically. This area acts as a water
containment area from the changing Lake Erie water levels and the water flows

of Plumb Creek.

Briefly describe management. needs:
1. Urban Areas -- Provide for necessary flood protection.

2. Non-Urban Areas -~ Evaluate for Phase II Ecological Importance Designations.

Other comments:

Prepared by:
Monroe County Coastal Zone Tasktorce

1410 East First Street
Monroe, Michigan 48161
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AGRICULTURAL AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

County: Monroe

Township: Monroe

City or Village: South of City of Monroe

Town, range, section: T7S, R9E, In 0ld Private or French Claims.

Easily identifiable boundary features (rivers, streams, roads, politlcal boundaries,
gsection lines): North by east D nbar, southwest by LaPlaisance Road and east by I-73.

Present ownership: Private (Judy Land Company)

Present Agricultural Use: Corn. and wheat with yields on 106 bushels per acre Tor

corn_and 44 bushels for wheat.

.Anticipated changes in use or development (within 10 year time frame):

Water and sewer lines are in area, could not keep in agricultural use.

Surrounding land-use(s): The site and lands to south are agricultural, north is City
of Monroe/with Plumb Creek Marsh, east industrial. -

Briefly describe issues relating to this area:
Presently undeveloped, but with water and sewer lines existing could only keep in
agriculture until it could be developed. Agriculture is designated for this area’

by Monroe Township Master PLan, where the county plan indicates residential
development.

Briefly describe management needs:

1. Promote Act 116, P.A. 1970 for\all prime agricultural land in CZIM area.

Other comments:

Prepared by:

Monroe County Coastal Zone Taskforce
1410 East First Street :
Monroe, Michigan 48161
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RECREATION AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Name: LaPlaisance Creek Area :
County: Monroe ¢
Township: Monroe

City or Village: 1 mile South of City of Monroce

Town, range and section: T7S, R9E In Private Claims east of I-75

Easily 1dentifiab1e boundary features (rivers, streams, roads, political boundaries,

section lines): E. Dunbar Road to north, I-75 to the west, LaPlaisance Creek to the

south, and Lake Erie to the east.

Present Ownership: State and Private
Recreational Use or potential (picnicking, camping, hiking, etc): Part used as
Marina Facilities presently. State is to start development of fishing site boat

launching facility in spring.
Anticipated changes or increases in use or development (within ten year time frame):
With state project completed more boating opportunities on Lake Erie will be avallable

to county and regional populace; lessen congestion at existing boat launching fac11it1es.
Detroit Edison Fly Ash Pit to north, Marina Facilities in

Surrounding land-use(s):
immediate area, and residential development to south (Bolles Harbor/Avalon Beach

Subdivisions).

If the area is not now an established recreation area, briefly describe the physica;
characteristics of the area which make it particularly suitable for recreational use:

If the area is an established recreation area, briefly describe characteristics
(fac111t1es, size, natural features):

Ex1st1ng facilities in area are: 1)Ted Hoffman Memorial Park (fishing, boat launching),
2)Monroe Marina (38 slips), 3)Monroe Boat Club (100 slips), and 4) Trouts Yacht Basin
(85 slips). LaPlaisance Creek gives easy access to Lake Erie.

Has the area, or should the area be identified for acquisition and developmunc -
a recreation area? ‘
Both Monroe Township and Monroe County Master Plans ident;fy this area for

recreational use.

Briefly describe issues relating to the area:

This area has long been a Marine Recreation Area as can be noticed’ by the many
Marlne s or Boat Clubs. LaPlaisance Creek gives quick access to Lake Erie for

- ishi oating.
iri ef;y describe management needs: fishing or pleasure boating

1. To develop existing or future recreation areas to their Frepare. o .
fullest level, and to acquire and develop those areas thaty, ;ce Comnty UCasiva . .
are potential omes. Taskforce '
41 0 ZasT Flolmostoo.
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URBAN ARFA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

r

County: Monroe ‘
City or Village: South of City of Monroe (Monroe Township Beach Area)
Site location (adjacent roads, physical features): On north by LaPlaisance Creek,

south_by Woodchuck Creek, west by I-75, and east by Lake Erie.

- Present Ownership: Pprivate

Present Use:_ priparily residential
Anticipated changes in use or development (within ten year time frame): Fxpansion
of res1dentlal area with completion of water and sewer lines.

Adjacent Land use(s): Industrial to the north, agricultural to west, vacant with
some residential to south. ,

T

Does present use of this parcel require a waterfront location7
Not necessarily, but people will build as close to water as they can where water
is present.

}

‘Is it enhanced by a waterfront location? i
Yes. '

Occupied by structures in need of rehabilitation or redevelopment?
Yes. ' Recent, flooding and high water levels have done extensive property and
structural damage to the area. Temporary dikirg has been constructed but

even these aFe in need of repair. *

what would be the best use of this parcel of urban waterfront?

For Housing énd_Recreation.

'Briefly describe other issues relating to this area:
Water is in the area now and sewers are presently under construction. The Bolles
Harbor/Avalon Beach area is too heavily developed to try a relocation program
Lake Erie's water levels will probably remain hlgh for some time, and wave action
from high winds from the NE, E, SE have done extensive damage to the temporary
diking. :

_Briefly describe management needs:

1. To provide necessary flood protection
2. To conserve open space where available
3. To bring into public ownership areas lacking sewer and water.

Prepared by:

Monroe County Coastal Zonce
Taskforce

1410 East First Street

Monroe, Michigan . - 48161

Other comments:
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AGRICULTURAL AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

County: Monroe

Township: LaSalle and Monroe

City or Village: South of City of Monroe

Town, range, section: T7S8, ROE, Port of Ole French Claims.

Easily identifiable boundary features (rivers, streams, roads, politlcal boundaries,
section lines): LaPlaisance Road and LaVigne Road on north and east, I-75 on the

west, and Otter Creek on the south,

Present ownership: Private

Present Agricultural Use: Primarily corn and wheat with average hields of 105

and 44 busheld per acre respectively.

Anticipated changes in use or development (within 10 year time frame):
Water and sewer lines in Monroe Township will increase development to area, LaSalle

should stay the same, at least in this area.

Surrounding land-use(s): Residential to east and south, agrlcultural to the west along

with Monroe Rod and Gun Club shooting range

Briefly describe issues relating to this area:

The Bolles Harbor/Avalon Beach areas of Monroe Township are sewered and water.
This area could not be kept in agriculture although cash crop yields are hlgh.

Should be kept in agriculture as long as possible though.

|
Briefly describe management needs:

1. Promote Act i16, P.A. 1970 for all prime agricultural land in CZM area.

Other comments:

Prepared by:

-Monroe County Coastal Zone Taskforce
1410 East First Street

Monroe, Michigan 48161
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FLOOD-RISK AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

County: Monroe
Township: LaSalle
City or Village: North of City of Luna Pier

Town, range, and section: T7S, R8E and R9E

Easily identifable boundary features (rivers, streams, roads, political boundaries,
section lines): Bounded on the north by Monroe Township, east by Lake Erie,

south by City of Luna Pier, and west by I-75. [

Present Ownership: Private and Public.

Present Use: Reéidential, agricultural, commercial and open space.

Anticipated changes in use or development (within ten year time fihme):
‘No change, - -

Surrounding land-use(s): Residential to the north and south, to the west is primarily

agricultural.

Briefly describe issues relating to this area: Recent high water levels of Lake Erie
have caused periodic flooding problems primarily in the LaPlaisance Woods. Grand
View Beach areas. Otter Creek has water problems from two areas; :

1) Lake Erie high water levels and gales from east or southeast, and
2) Spring run—off of its tributaries which also causes flooding. |

Briefly describe management needs:
1. Urban Areas -~ Provide necessary flood protection.

2. Non-Urban Areas -- Evaluate for Phase II Ecological Importance Designationms.

1

Other comments:

Prepared by:

Monroe County Coastal Zone Taskforce
1410 East First Street - '
Monroe, Michigan 48161
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AGRICULTURAL AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

County: Monroe

Township: LaSalle

City or Village: North of Luna Pier

Town, range, section: T7S, R9E - 01d French Claims

Easily identifiable boundary features (rivers, streams, roads, politlcal boundaries,

section lines): S. Otter Creek Road om north, I-75 on west, Sulphur Creek on south,
apd lake Erie on_east. .

Present ownership: Private

Present Agricultural Use:__Corn and wheat with dverage yields of 100 bushels per acre

and 45 bushels per acre respectively.

Anticipated changes in use or development (within 10 year time frame):

Sewer and water are rumored for this area of LaSalle. If they come, development

of area will also.

Surrounding land-use(s): Residential east and south. Agriculture north and west.

B

Briefly describe issues relating to this area:
Located in or near LaSalle Townships HUD Floodplain. Should sewer and water come,

so will development. The LaSalle and County Master Plans so agricultural and’
recreations designations for this area respectively.

Briefly describe management needs:

1. Promote Act 116, P.A. 1970 for all prime agricultural land in CZM area.

Other comments:

Prepared by: .

Monroe County Coastal Zone Taskforce
1410 East First Street

Monroe, Michigan 48161
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RECREATION AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Name: Tgoledo Beach Recreation Area
County: Monroe

Township: 1.aSalle

City or Village: Luna Pier

Town, range and section: T7 apnd 8S, R8E; Sections 36 _T7S, R8E: Section 1, T8S, R8E.

Easily identifiable boundary features (rivers, streams, roads, political boundaries,
section lines): S. Otter Creek Road on north, I-75 to the west. Allen Cove Road

to the south and Lake Erie to the east.

Present Ownership: Public and private.
Recreational Use or potential (picnicking, camping, hiking, etc): Boating and picnic

area.

Anticipated changes or increases in use or development (within ten year time frawe).

Surrounding land-use(s): Residential to the north and south. Agricultural also to
north and to the west.

If the area is not now an established recreation area, briefly describe the pnysicuil
characteristics of the area which make ic particularly suitable for recreatlonal use:

If the area is an established recreation area, briefly describe characteristics
(facilities, size, natural features):

North Cape Yacht Club, Toledo Beach Marina and picnic area. Sandy beach
frontage, watery marsh lands.’ .

Has. the area, or should the area be identified for acquisition and develcpmenc ax
a recreation area?

Both LaSalle Township and Monroe County Master Plans have identified this area
for recreational usage.

Briefly describe issues relating to the area: Basically the majority of area is
"undeveloped and consists of open water areas and marsh land. Development consists
of the Toledo Beach Marina and the North Cape Yacht Club.

Briefly descrlbe management needs:
1. To develop existing or future recreation areas to their fullest level, and

to acquire and develop those areas that are . Prepared oy:
potentlal ones. ! Monroe County Ccastal Zo,.o
! Taskforce

| 1410 East Fiost Strec-

Other Comments:
‘ Monroe, Michigan  4816.
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URBAN AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

County: Monroe

City or Village: City of Luna Pier

Site location (adjacent roads, physical features) Allen Cove Road on the north, I-75
on the west, LaPointe Drain on the south, and Lake Erie on the east.

Present Ownership: Private and public
Present Use:_ Urban Community
Anticipated changes in use or development (within ten year time frame): Sewer and
water are in ground now, so there could be more development to vacant areas of city
as descrihed above.

Adjacent Land use(s): Vacant and marsh to north, agriculture to west, vacant and

dndustrial (Consumers Power) to south.

Does present use. of this parcel requife a waterfront location?
Not necessarily, but people will build as close to water as they can where
water is present.

Is it enhanced by a waterfront location?
Yes.

Occupied by structures in need of rehabilitation or redevelopment?

The:City of Luna Pier has many structures in need. of rehabilitation as it has
been annually unindated by water for many years. Temporary diking has been
erected but that also is in need of repair. '

What would be the best use of this parcel of’ urban waterfront?

Hou31ng and Recreation

Briefly describe other issues relating to this area:

In recent years both water and sewer have been installed in the area along with .
its own sewage treatment plant. A Federal Housing Project is currently under
construction and should be nearing completion. The Army Corps of Engineers have
studied the area extensively and are soon to publlsh a report as to what measures
should be taken for this area.

Briefly describe management needs:

1. 7o provide necessary flood protection
2. To comnserve open space where available ,
3. To bring into public ownership areas lacking sewer and water

Prepared by:

Monroe County <uodstdl Lonau
Taskforce

1410 East First Stroet

MonrOb 3 M.L\., l...o-lu

Other coaments:
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l INDUSTRJAL AREA OF PARTICULAR COnCZIRA
County' Monroe

l\, Townssnip' Erie

Citv or Viilage' City of Luna Pier

Town, range and section® T8S, R8E, Sections 11 and 14,
Easiiy identifiable ‘boundary features (rivers, streams, roads and 90111Lyq, DLURGe oA

.section lines): Bounded on the north by LaPoint Drain, east by Lake Erle,““mﬂﬂ o
south by City of Luna Pier Line, and west by I-75. ' L

Present _Ownership:  Consumers Power Company _ : e

i

Present use: Consumers Power Company - Luna Pier coal burning Power Plant and Fly
Ash Disposal site. v —_— e

Aaticipatea changes i6 use or development (within 10 year tiue Tramel:
Will expand Fly Ash Pit to north side of Erie Road when area on Woodtick Penlnsula i

Sures
Ottawa Bay Development Lands to south, and I~-75 to west. - L

[Tlwniliei Characteriscics (it krGWﬁ)

Present use: Consumers Power Company - Luna Pigr Power Plant.
— Served by: 1. Rail Road to bring coal.
; ' 2. 1I-75 immediately to the west.
3

. Lake Erie to supply needed water source.

Relationship to public plans: Both City of Luna Pier and the County General
Development Plans designate area as -industrial.

Present Zoning: Industrial.

. is filled. e o
S @nding land-use{s): Urban area of Luna Pier to the north, Erie State Game Area and

SriiECTiy SZuIPioe 1SSu@S rEidating to_tnis ared.

To retain this area in an industrial state as designated by both the City of Luna Pier
and the County of Monroe in:their Master Plans to meet existing as well as future

needs of the Consumers Power Company.

v Loiniribe managewment needs reht;nq 16 _this sres,

2, To provide necessary flood protection -- floodproof.

tn

l

l 1. To enhance area for future 1ndustria1 development.



NOMINATION
LocaTiON

urvey dimacsian,
#d documents and alate
recorded plols

FASE_MAP__OF:

CITY OF LUNA B

. ——
MONROE

; PLANNING

COUNTY
COMMISSION

MO NROE COUNTY,
——CHICAN

Var remmamat r v PMANERD % SaRT  TnAOUEN AR URBAR e aneine
FOGUSIAS  ARD  MOME P RANCE  ASEMGY, UNDER THE  SEOUISK RS OF SECTION  FGI  Or  THE  NDURIN®  awt

ke

o i



{ FLOOD~RISK AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

County: Monroe

Township: Erie ‘ '
City or Village: South of City of Luna Pier
Town, range, and section:TB and 95, R8E, Sections 10, 15, 21, 22! 28, %g’ e

33, 34, Fr 3, Fr4, and Fr5. e e e

Easily identifable boundary features (rivers, streams, roads, political toundaries,
secrion lines): Bounded on west by CZM Boundary (I-75), south by State of Ohio line,

east by City of Luna Pler, and State of Michigan property (Erie State Game Preserve).

Present Ownership: Private . ,_“ !wN.;;”M,_n“
Present Use: Some residential and undeveloped open land and marshs:

Anticipated changes in use or development (within ten year time frame;:

No_change. : : e

Surrounding land-use(s):_Agricultural to west, industrial and marsh to east, urban
(Point Place) to the south, e

Briefly describe issues relating to this area:
Recent high water levels of Lake Erie have caused periodic inundation to the area.
The, Maumee Bay area has been hit hard by wave action from the northeast. Ottawa
‘River, and Halfway Creek have annual spring runoffs, but the Lake Erie water levels
keep some areas, previous dry, under water constantly.. :

Brierly describe management needs:
1. Urban Areas -- Provide necessary flood protection.

2. Non-Urban Areas -- Evaluate for Phase II Ecological Importance Designation.

Il e e .
Uiliney comaents:

Prepared oy
Monroe Counaty Joustul Zoaw Weoa Lol
1410 East Ficst steoet

Mornroe, Michi.w. = 480
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' AREA OF ECOLOGICAL IMPORTANCE Z 2‘

Name ‘i anv): Erie State Game Preserve
~ynty: Monroe ;
‘ownsain: Erde

tv or ¥illar2: South of City of Luna Pier
~ wn =~2rg2 2nd section:T8S, RBE, Sections 14, 15, 22,23,25,26,27.28.33,34.35 and 36
~riffiable boundary features (rivers. streams, roads. political boundaries.
5.r;wnh'j,he35 City of Luna Pier to north, I-75 to west, Ohio State Lipe south and
Lake"Efle to east.

i

i,

Surroundirg land-use(s): Industrial and residential to north, residential south and

agricultural to east.

Zavironmental characteristics:

Nesting, resting, feeding area to many aquatic fish, water, fowl and animals.
Extensive tracts of open water and marsh lands.

{

Briefly describe issues relating to this area:

Further erosion of the Woodtick Peninsula would greatly harm the preservation of this
area in its present state. Recreation or open $pace is the designation of this area
by both Erie Township and Monroe County on their Master Plans. One of the two large
natural habitat areas in Monroe County.

Aiefly describe management needs:

1. Bring into Public ownership by acquirering all areas of major importance not
yet publically owned and keep in a natural state.

’--\---

Prepared by:
Monroe County Coastal Zone

Othar cor ts: A ' Taskforce
, MEIEE COMmENtS : , v 1410 East First Street
‘l ' ' © - Monroe, Michigan 48161
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Tiam TPel Tvimeins fApea of Darticylar Concern

Ty Woodtick Penlnsula
Monroe o
Erie

gauth of Luna Pier
St TSS R8E Sectlons 14, 23, 25, 26, 35 and 36

SR “ivas Trivers. streams, roads. moiiiin AN
North by Luna P1er west by Section lines a, 23, 26 _and 35, .

-#outh by Ohio State_Line, east by Lake Erije.

State of Michigan
Partlal Fly Ash site of Consumers Power and part of Erie State Game

Area. o . I
T Industrial to_north, vacant open water, marsh to the west.
Vegetation Removed —- some of tree barriers are gone, high water has remdved much
of the marsh land.
Narrowness of beach and peninsula -- varies between 100-400 feet,today 1970 widths

of 600-1000 feet.

"a dnguen selating o this area:

If this peninsula disappears, the Erie State Game Area would be quite suseptable to
erosion and extinction.

podeege e menacement nends:

1. Try to protect from further erosion or bring back to original form.

Prepared by:

Monroe County Coastal Zone

, Taskforce
W it 1410 East First Street
: Monroe, Michigan 48141
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ISLAND AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Name:  (Odeen) Indian and Gard Islands and other small ones in Erie State Game Area.

County: Monroe

Township: Erie
Town, range and section: T8S, R8E, Sections 26, 27, 34 and 35.

e,

Present Ownership: Private (Gard is Ottawa Bay Development Company)
Public (Indian is State of Michigan and other smaller nameless islands).

|

Present Uses: Nesting of water fowl and vacant
Anticipated changes or increases in use or development (within ten year time frame):
No change in usage.

Shouid these islandsbe designated in their entirety?

Thesé islands of Indian (Odeen), Gard, and other nameless ones should be
designated in their entirety.

Unique physical or biological characteristics:
They are located in an area of ecological importance, namely the Erie State Game

Area and vicinity. They are used by the various water fowl and fish as nesting,
spawning, resting, and feeding sites.

sriefiy describe issues relating to this island:
They are some of the few islands in ecological areas in Monroe County and should

be preserved for their use as nesting, rest, feeding, and .spawning for the wvarious’
water fowl, mamals, and fish that habitate the area.

Briefly describe management needs:

1. To keep in natural state and protect from erosion.

Gther Comments:

Prepared by:

Monroe County Coastal Zone Taskiorcc
1410 East First Strect

Monroe, Michigan 48161
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RECEIVED

Nowinator: Lake srie advisory Comuittes

Addy o 12146 Hiverviow o
‘ onros, dichigen 48161 APF{I 1976
Dete: April 14, 1976

SOUI NLet wHILAN
Coundn. OF SOVERNMENTS

COASTAL AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN NOMINATION FORM

Name of area nominated: _ Union Qeap Marsh

Location: - County Monros
Township, City or Village City of Monroe
Boundary features (rivers, roads, sectiop lines, etc.) T75 ROE Sections 4 & 9
I-75 at the River Reisin (south boundsry/) in Monroe near Ford stemping
plant and edjecent to Sterling State Park. Elm St. on the South and I-75
on the West (& smell parcel of marsh exists on the west side of 1—75 also.

'

‘Present Ownership: Privete (Union Camb;Eeper Coapany )

Under which category does this area qualify? (Please check only one)

“high risk erosion _island ,
____flood hazard ' _______coastal lake, rivermouth, bhay"
X ecologically sensitive _ urban

_ natural area ‘mineral resource

* recreation area - ‘ agricultural
o historic and archeologic site prime industrial

sand dune ‘ - water transportation

| '
|

Why is this area of particular concern to you? (physical characteristics, damages,

opportunities, present use, problems, etc.) This is e true wetlsnd erea which represents

the last remnant of the famous Monroe Marshes., The area i3 used by s great veriegy of

birds in r=sidence and in migretion., It represents s spewning sres for fish and is a

neven for wmuskrats. The hebitet is suitable for esteblishing beds of American lotus.

What do wvou think should be done with the area? (public acquisition, local zoning,
preservation, etc.) Thne mersh should be asdded to the public trust. Both parcels of
mersh e23t and west of I-75 should be scquired eand held in the natural condition for -
the berna®it of posterity. The marshes are in close proximity to Sterligg State Psrk
end tha fszmous bettleground site froa the war of 1812,
Other comments: The Union JUamp Mersh is accessible froz end in full view of I-75.
Tne neturel eurs of tns wetlsnds is stsrk relief from the monotonous, non-dsscript,
Slst ¢ 2in S0 comwon elong I-75 end I-27% north of Monrce. This area presents

: =scination for tourists entering Michigen especially if lotus blooms were in

Froeng
vidence during late summer
PLEASE 2ETURN e uring .

Citizen Shorelands Advisory Council

Michigan Department of Natural Resources

Stevens T. Mason Building ~ OR:
Lansing, Michigan 48926
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. . 5 . ‘
Hominator: J,:)j»ep A ,‘f,- /(/,¢; A a N —7 s _5 ()j e
Address: TR 9/ ed Cov LD ¢ /O £ ¢

el 1.y 2L
}"' Jym sy [/‘1 R [, N t,'l,‘Z
) 7 I '

CO:‘\ST;AL AREAS OT PARTICULAR CONCERN NOMINATION FORM

Nare of area nominated: Ui’\“)ﬂ (?m,{) /}/)8 rSL L NE Dy MOV? roe
. — v 7 -

Location: _County /V)p o

Tovnship, City or Village J//onroe .
Boundary features (rivers, roads, section lines, etc.) EFocr o £

- 75/. Jus?T norith 01[ ,ela¢1m j&onvef

Present Ofmership: (/1,\17') A\ ( QW\}D

Under which category does »thié area quaiify? {(Please check only one)

high risk erosion ' , . island .

flood hazard : : S coastal late, rivermouth bay
; 2 ecologlcally sensitive S urban : .

‘'natural area ‘mineral resource

recreation area o agricultural

historic and archeclogic site prime induscrial

sand dune ' —_____water transportation

Vhy is this area of p_rticular concern to you? (phys*cal characteristics danages
opportunitles, present use, problems, etc. ) / v 107 Cawr) [V Y4 (,U// mr o

sell 2 Lew ~eave do0e, Frea rc excelleng £J - rororalung” biids
Dot o ﬂ(}hl no b l.rdf )
-

 Vhat do you think should be done with the area? (public acquisition, local zouning,

preservation, etc.) Pub//'c ACQLI /T 0N foc wildlEr refuoe dng
natvural Brea 7

Other cos::nents. [»'/)'Jrjlnm w#ff o[ ‘T~7_$' 6'/401)/(! ’Jg p/?j‘ervc’g(
?lS(J; . _TL,J__!.’\P +bl?ip v e also C)M);APC[ b:l Un[(}-.’\ j(i}nnTﬁL

PLEASE RETURY T0:.

Citizen Shorelands Advisory Council

Michigan Deparc:eut of Natural Resources  OR:
Stevens T. Mascn EBuilding
Lansing, Yichigzan 43926 .

e e
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RECEIVEL
Address: 1216 Riverview

_ ¥onroe, Michigen 48161 APR - 6 1976
Dete: April j, 1976

Nominator: lotus Gerden Club

SOUTHEAST M rigaN -
OCOUNCIL #F ORVERNMEN?

COASTAL AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN NOMINATION FORM

Niame of area nominated: lotus Beds

location: County_Monroe

Township, City or Village Berlin, Frenc'ht.own, Monroe, LeSalle snd Eries Twp.
Boundary features (rivers, roads, Section lines, etc.) RSE, R9E and RIOE
The lower resches of Swsn Creek in Berlin Twp., Plum Crsek Bsy in Monroe
__Twp., Otter Creek in lsSalle Twp. and Muddy, Bey snd Halfway Crecks in Erie
Twp.
Present -Ownership: Public end Frivate

Under which category does this area qualify? (Please check only one)

... flood hazard coastal lake, rivermouth, bay
X  ecologically sensitive urban

high risk erosion __._, island

. natural area v mineral resource
' recreation area " agricultural
_ historic and archeologic site prime industrial

_sand dune : ___ water transportation

PN —

Why is.this area of particular concern to you? (physical characteristics, damages,

opportunities, present use, problems, etc.) The fmericen lotus (Neluwmbo lutea) l

__is _considered to be an endangersd species by the State of Michigan., It hes been

_.on the list of protectsd species for a nuzber of yesrs prior o the endangered
desigrnetion eccorded in 1976, l

What do you think should be done with the area? (public acquisition, local zoning,
preservation, etc.) Publie acquisition sihould be supplemented by s resteretion or
eaq_glgqpigg_oxqugm W Qgrn; ssion of prlvete ownora on s contlnulnp besis.
withs Jslend
e given Sp-clal c0ﬂs1derat10n for “restorstion of lotus beds,
Other comments._}‘he Stste should ettempt to reintroduce American lotus (Nelumbo lutes)
st 3terling Stste rpark whera the _public could observe the specteculer beauty of .
lotu:s in b;nom.,,u,,

cr »[,‘ ;m

PLEASE RETURN 7%

Citizen Shorelands Advisory Council

Michigan Department of Natural Resources

Stevens T. Muson Building : OR:
lansing, Michigan 48926



RECEIVED

Nominator: leke Erie Advisory Coumaittes - 7 .
Address: 1216 Riverview APR - 61376
__Monroe, Michigen 48161 L SOUTHEAW MICHIC. N

Date: Apnl 5, 1976 GOUNCIL 8F CRVERNMENTS

COASTAL AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN NOMINATION FORM

Name of arca nominated: Swmiths, Foleys snd Keuslers Ielands

Location: County vonroe .
Township, City or Village Monroe Township
Boundary features (rivers, roads, section lines, etc.) T{S R9E Section 16
located in Monroe Herbor, east of I-75 in Plum Creek nesr lake Erie and

one mile south of the River Reisin,

Present Ownership: Suziths Islend is owned by ths Port og_yanroé. Foleys and [ . .-
Keuslers Islsnds ere in privete ownership. L

Under which category does this area qualify? (Please check only one)

_______high risk erosion X island
_____ flood hazard - coastal lake, rivermouth, bay
___ecologically sensitive ____ _urban
~_natural area N ___ mineral resource
_ recrcation area [ agricultural
_____historic and archeologic site ___ prime industrial
sand dune . : : _ _water transportation

Why is this area of particular concern to you? (physical characteristics, damages,
opportunities, present use, problems, etc.) The islands are egn integral pert of
_the Plum Creek Fasy wildlife Arss_ gs_dcalgnatcd by the Mich;ggn Conservetion Dcpt.
_in 1963 (secs mep stt sched ). The theruwel discharge from the Monroe Power Plant
etirects fish end wildlife end provides open water in the winter for wsterfowl., .

What do you think should be done with the area? (public acquisition,; local zoning,
preservation, etc.) Public ecquisition and re-dedication of the Plum Creek Bay
wildlife Aree. = o e L

Cenvssback -ducks were observed by e qualified specielist of the

Other comments: _ CenvesbacCk _
Michigen Depertzent of Latursl Resources to be feeding on elewives in the open weter

' bng;en thc»:slhnds lﬁyﬁlum Creek Bey durlng the second week of February 1976, The
Cenvesbeack is a protected species. BRlsckerowned Nignt Herons use Smiths Islsnd slso.

PLEASE RETURN - Feieade (wifpndeig TO:

Citizen Shorelands Advisory Council

Michigan Department of Natural Resources

Stavensg T. Magon Building - OR:
lansing, Michigan 48926
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' BN
Nominator: lotus Garden Club : ~
Address: 1910 Riverviow L N
Yonroo, Michizan 481G o . _ s
Drtet haril 5, 1976 ¢0 030G S-G O3

i e T 2;} ﬁC)LI ’D"{gé-‘"éﬁ/, ,03

COASTAL ARFAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN NOMINATION TORM

Name of area nominated: Lotun Peds N

Location:  County_ M}onros

Township, City or Village Berlin, Fronchiown, lMonroe, LsSello end Erie  Twp.

Boundary features (rivers, roads, section lines, etc.) HA&, RPZ cnd R10:
' Plavaves o

The lower reaches of Swan Crusk in Beriia Twe., Plus Creew Zey in Monrss

N Twp.’t Otter Creck in Laballe
' : Twpe. / e e
Preoent Ownership:_Public end Privatqkm‘ AL o

Under which category does this area qualify? (Please check only one)

high risk erosion island : .
flood hazard coastal lake, rivermouth bay
urban :

X ecologically sensitive
natural area mineral resource
recreatiou area agricultural ST s
historic and archeologic site * prime industrial o

sand dune - S water transpcrtation

Why is this area of particular concern to you? (physical characteristics, damages;
opportunities, present use, problems, etc.) The fmericsn loitus (lielumbg lutes)

is ‘considered to be en endancered species by ths Stete of Michiren. It hes been

l/

wpﬁ/;na Yaiddy, Bey enc Helfwey Creeks in Erie

on the list of protected spocics for a& number of yoars pricr tc the endenpersd

desicnstion sccorded in 1978.

=t A

What do you think should be done w:th the area? (public acquisition, local zoning,

preservation, etc.} Public scquinition should be supplewentss by a restorstion or

gend plentine program with pornission of priveste ownsrs on s centinuing besis.
<+ Smiths Island, “ornnrlv lotusg Islend, in the Plum Jrosk Bey #Wildlife Ares should

be given specipl COnBld“rLtloﬂ for restoration of loius bocds,
Other comweﬁts.

The State should sttempl to reintroducs Americesn lotuc (lNelumbo Iutes

)

et Sterlinr Siste park where ihe publlc could ohsorve ihe succuaculnr bsauty of

lotus in bloom.

PLEASE RETURN 1% “Tﬁ?hwﬁ“,LQTA TO: .
izen Shorelands Advisory Coun ~.—~m~u~--:?;~7~~-~m»—~—~-w-4-~~ T
Cit] , y uncil Dot rensived Lf »)__.Q Dzte farecedsd to Slate Asaney o
Michigan Department of Natural Resources ol .
by Repion  Sle €Ty enlona e

Stevens T. Mason Building it fore.s “OR™

Lansing, chhlgan 48926
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RECEIVED

Nominator: Monrce County Rod and Gun Club
Address: P.O0. Box No. One
Monroe, Michigan 48161 APR - 6 1976
Dete: April 5, 1976

SQUIHue® MICHIGAN
COUNDIL OF OSVERNMENTS

COASTAL AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN NOMINATION FORM

Name of area nominated: Plum Creek Bey Wildlifs Araa

Location: County  Monroe
Township, City or Village Monros Township
Boundary features (rivers, roads, section lines, etc.) T{S R9E Section 16
Foot of E. Dunbar Rd., Monroe, Mjichigan - Extends from Kentucky Ave. on
the west to laske Erie on the Eest,

Present Ownership: Public (Port of Monroe) Privests (Detroit Edison - residentisl)

Under which category does this area qualify? (Please check only one)

. high risk erosion __island
____~ flood hazard ___coastal lake, rivermouth, bay
" X ecologically sensitive : __ __urban
natural area - mineral resource
i::;i: recreation area T agricultural
______ historic and archeologic site . _prime industrial
sand dune water transportation

Why is this area of particular concern to you? (physical characteristics, damages,
opportunities, present use, problems, etc.) Thermal dischsrge from the lonroe Power
~___P_lent'attrectq_g_ish end wildlife. Open weter condition persists through the winter
__freeze andholds micretory birds that subsist on fish ie. elewives

What do you think should be done with the area? (public acquisition, local zoning,
preservation, etc.) The sptire.erea influenced by the thermsl discherge including

__?lun Craek up to Folevs Island should be desipgnsted ss & "green belt® with at
lesst s 200 foot set bzck to encoursze regensrstion of wildlife hsbitet.

Other comments: Restorstion of environmsntel values aslong the Monroe ¥eterfront is
_éependent on the estsblishwent of a wildlife reserve which recognizes the habitat
_,.¢teq~1q] inherent in_the oven spsces provided by flyssh besins and the thcrmal

chsracieristics of the power plsnt discharge. It WOuld be ecologically irresponsibla
to ignore the influcnces genereted by the
operstiona of the Monroe Power Plant ss an
indirect benefit to wildlife ressrves.

PLEASE RETURN BY APRIL 1, 1976 TO:

Citizen Shorelands Advisory Council

Michigan Department of Natural Resources

Stevens T. Mason Building OR:
Lansing, Michigan 48926 :
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—a-03-04577- C“’"‘Qs 3

l Nominator: L L YA flamuziniz Co Ovp Comm
' Address: .;57'/ g 35PN e sE

N . WV T - Ad N
| 7

COASTAL AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN MOMINATION FORM
’/Px umve  CREEK

Boy

. (4

Townshlp City or Village (iAd, 547' 4)/74£b¢41h?.‘
Boundary features (rivers, roads, q&ctlﬁh lines, etc.)

(::271;4f7//‘j>74i5144ﬂk
P _}[ —

Wiwpe b FE  JAREH

Name of area nominated:

County

Locatlon.A

Present Ownership:

(Please check onlybone)

_____ high risk erosion island .
______flood hazard coastal lake, rivermouth, bay
urban

ecolog1ca]ly sensitive

—_ matural area
______ recreation area
o _ historic and archeologic site
___ sand dune

Why is this area of partlcular concern to you? (ﬁhyq1cal characterlstlcn,

Oppo*tunltle

IUnder which category does this area qualify?

o _Az.

resent ui;g{ pPro lems, etc.)

mineral resource
agricultural

prime industrial
water transportation

damages,
r’twﬁ Gﬁ!ﬂ.__d, II_AM’M/

f&l;
7

IWnaf do you think shoulg4be done with the area? (publl(‘ acquisition, local zo%

pre eLvatlon, etc.) A AL, b a0

ég;z>4;ip A

Vaﬂ t,"/é A

__,ACZQJA$4___AQEi1ﬁ{

£ 7 ot

4‘{&.._,_, !’./' ""A{,b& Al

=4

lAI /1-\

Other comments:

- z_~-« 'kzéEzLLﬂ““
7,
G)-/ /\/1 Fal v | PEY

.lCA "‘47‘— . :

V// 7

lmesx RETURN BY APRHr<t=asi@®6 TO:

Citizen Shorelands Adv1sory Council
Michigan Departwent of Natural Resources
Stevens T. Mason Buildiag

- Lansing, Michigan 48926
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Nominator: Hssoe 27 B0 %25&7’ 7 Chyrs
Address: ¥ JrrBaxr LBl
. PN) - P A T A —
_#_A_B_K7'_~___A['JL§£=M>___._~&'_0}/_LB¢M£N e Cpray, 7, F _

2803 O0Ys g 603

COASTAL AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN NOMINATION FORM '
Name of area nominated: ,I:)AL(MB CREEAR 'T?)a/q Ll/l ADE L EE /7@8/9 l
Location: County___ » /‘4{7/5')? o2 ‘

Township, City or Village /l
Boundary features (rivers, roads, section lines, etc.) Wesz KewTgckF
Eper br<i Swie  JeRtw Rmisin RIVER . o DIMBAR .
R ‘ - i
Present Ovnership:_ PR, 3 75 Patiy e . TeRT oF /Mool
T HE VETRuir Ehises Lo ’ : '

Under which category does- this area qualify? (Please check only one)

high risk ‘erosion : island
flood hazard o coastal lake, rivermouth, bay
_v'>/‘ ecologically sensitive urban
~natural area : mineral resource
. recreation ares ‘ agricultural
_______ historic and archeologic site primes industrial
—_____ sand dune _ water transportation

i

Why is this area of particular concern to you? (physical characteristics, damages,

opportunities, present use, problems, etc.) TRecis g  RuER. Fer  Duck 3 L@
Dariina MierRezrers, /‘}h‘fivc—aff SPo S T TFAeH < frr s Db E 5 '

RETURLY T ae bz Tus ewps lop vy  RiFrSerw PT

What do you think should be done with the area? (publie acquisition, local zoning, I
prese,rvatlun, etc.) /Z?ém M 72 1426  Parbre  TReS i
NesioRE Fr s e (I N W R WLl MPRETITRT . AT RE tunu.l
LE _S/E g RAGED CrABITIT bee 4 T M Tt DG S TR

Other c'ommeQ_g_s_;: /F  TMmass DI REMES . /7';?5 Dess Roe &D //}’8-9 ARE

Gy j2 ForeeizR w'e PDesrRr o,su_._,Zp‘.C___{la_._LéeALA&./__}* RN 4%
SRB2DCHINDBEM lL.&rs PRESERVE )7 TFoeie THEN,

PIEACT DUTIURN PV ARRTI 3 Al 70, l
Citizen Shorelands Advisory Council
Michigan Department of Natural Resources j_# 239 Date forvwiarded to Staie Rgency .
Stevens T. Mason Building ) Da _’e raceve: . K,- o State Agency actc‘l._.-—-—-———"“‘ '
Lansing, Michigan 48926 ¢ forwarz:d fo B2 —
| E— |
pegiorel AR

_reeected T

o b T e o i = P
cor f:62.00 050203 e BATS e .

otefi arpindd —

e
I
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Nominator: Flsseci/#rE P ‘/F,LCﬁT fh HPR=s
Address: A7t B aJ Yy
IRV YTy IRV 7
01”4-‘&‘1 hfimens ENUNBeMENTA L CorMmTFES

COASTAL AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN NOMINATION FORM
26,-00 ~04GD -GN~

-2 . _ '
Name of area nominated: T3&RIER IS¢ pepas 0F wgsis Suypri haxz Evie

iocatjon: County Mn/“/n rE H s ) F‘A g F 1 £ £87. 2rroF /ﬂ/fﬁ ‘
Township, City or Village Lo maPisr Frescsiowy /‘}pn?l)ﬁ;ﬁﬂlc?gggh.’& SR
Boundary features (rivers, roads, sect on lines, etc.) “:95/// ‘Pf“

WoepTre/K,. STERwIdEG ST T E '?FJ-’R l( Aa_mﬁ_z_a&ed
bein® 03 FEI B RER, ERGFE 3/&1_!;: Samis Anra .
Present Ownership: /\Dﬂ'\ Ve 2 TS o !: (200 > XN i ‘

Under which category does this area qualify? (Please check only one)

X __ high risk erosion island
flood hazard coastal lake, rivermouth, bay
ecologically sensitive ' urban
S natural area ‘ mineral resource
_ (:;».»-"rc\.reatlon area o . agricultural
historic and archeologic site prime industrial
sand dune ‘ water transportation

Why is this area of particular concern to you? (physical characteristics, damages,

opportunities, present use, problems, etc.) TREes PNt 200 (,,«.-ggspkb
Here TYheex LU PR2eTED Eorts T aRPelfR o
) E_pMasT  JSERT  THIS _ w ELTAERMN __THNETRICR B fPan éo,,_.

What do you think should be done with the area? (public acquisition, local zoﬁing,
preservation, etc.) _"PResiweoe a7 B  rosiS, JHess SAKREAS.
BRE _THe H4rn ,gk/cf o F Lo Ks BRI s WwinDLIEER

Other cowments:_ DWW AEADSE D, e P oL, S)7ES T TreTECT Y VTRESERV £
Ae Tha R ER ReRe NS Mo sy IhEe X roaRAGCED

PLFASE RETTRN BY .

Citizen Shorelands Advisory Council
Michigan Department of MNatural Resources ;
& b Date reeaived ‘f '36

Bale feavarded to Slots Aosney

Stevens T. Masou Building - ; ORY )
Lansing, *ichigan 48926 jaie forvzraad to Neseal 0 Sz Aencyootien_ %
Bepnpal Anhien
__Szf preralal ~rgiacted

ORI, Tl 13 YT, - Yt IV BN 13 1
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RECEIVED

Nominator: lake Erie Advisory Committee APR -6 ]976
Address: 1216 Riverview S0u K
___Monroe, Michigen 48161 UKL & oven
o Dste: april 5, 1978 RO & veRannry

COASTAL AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN NOMINATION FORM

Name of arca nominated: All remalnlng tree lined barrier beaches on the west shore
o of lLaske Erie,
Location: County Monroe
o Township, City or Village Berlin, Frenchtown, lLaSalle, Erie Townahips
Boundary features (rivers, roads, section lines,; etc.) RBE R9E RIOE
The entire west shore of leke Erie including such places ps lagoona
_Beach, Sterling Steste Park, HReisin Point, Woodtick Ponninbula eto,

Present Ownershiﬁ: Public snd Privete

Under which category does this area qualify? (Please check only one)

high risk erosion ‘ island

_ . flood hazard ' _____coastal lake, rivermouth, bay
___ecologically sensitive _____urban
natural area ___ mineral resource
o _.,j recreation area ___ agricultural
_ historie and archeologic site —___prime industrial
__sand dune ______ water transportation

Why is this area of particular concern to you? (physical characteristics, damages,

opportunities, present use, problems, etc.) Ancient cottonwoood trees line ssndy
barrier beeches which ere being washed away by weve ection of Leke Erie, This is

_ & unigue aquraphlcel feeture of .esgern lske Erie and is on the vergs of vanishing

“forever, The terrier béech st Pte. Mouillee is gone end the Woodtick is fest ,goj_ng.

What do you think should be done with the area? (public acquisition, locdl zoning,
preservation, etc.) ZEvery effort wust be unsde to limit sand wining operetions and
_dradging of water inteke “chennels for “utilities, Restorstion of berrier beechea

with ccnjllcd stposal f90111t1es ie. rte. Mouillee Rarrier Is]and is q_gpod altef;;
elive,

Other comments: CDCredge cuts snd borrow pits heve destroped masny segments of this

_unique topogzraphy. A Aliernstive dispossl 51tes for Ottewa River Dredgings should

_consider eroded sections. of the Woodtick Fenninsula ss an asrtificisl barrier
concept thet does not clesh with the netursl terrain of western lake Erie.

PIFEASE RETURN iocbisg oo y-«Rl 364 TO :

Citizen Shorelands Advisory Council

Michigan Department of Natural Resources

Stevens T. Mason Building o OR:
Lansing, Michigan 48926

A ]
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Present Ownership: <, é(d;g Zae fﬁ P : =
'i;
i 4 B4

TIID M o UNRL e AT i . _ .
Il'i' ‘ i R ~\-ﬁ_§ v {V“:‘k?%é\ €y :U‘(;w o X T

Nominator: Lhyp MERiTimE._ _Com .
Address: Y7 R B Tes L

..._ﬁm‘ili&uf.‘s.-_ /V)_./_
VL7704

28-00 ~0Y58 N O]

COASTAL ARFAS OF PARTICULAR CONCER NOMINATION FORM

Location: County 7’/"/}"’4/“2,

Township, City or Village
Boundary features (rivers, roads, section lines, etc.)

»
Z

Under which category does this area qualify? '(Please check only one)

l —~Tizh risk erosion island
flood hazard ’ coastal lake, rivermouth, bay
_______ecologically sensitive urban
l_______ natural area ' mineral resource
recreation area ' agricultural
__historic and archeologic site prime industrial
sard dune . water transportation

-I

Why 1is

opportunl ies, preaent use, problems, etc.) 7”2 av T Ponniis - asrk ao =

/A___.éﬁ_’i_.@ _,:Zfbfmﬁ«'fz.,_.ﬁ,z.w e 44/.’,___.,/’14/

thls area of particular concern to vou? (physical characteristics, damag
(s Prd

yfﬂ“'x————————

What do you think should _pe done with the area? (public acgq;uion local zonin

preservatjon, etc.) AZiQﬁ; Yggygyg£Z4¢£; < Aﬁﬁk&? S? __;‘
éﬂ__,/f?’:_g_ﬁ____4zeh___.ifgL&JE&ji___4£Z23¢3ALﬁ_*, A v FAZWEI

Other

cornents:

Citize
Michig
Stevens
Lansing

PLEASE RETIRN BY APRIL 1, 1976 10:

n Srorelands Advisory Council

an —\Vpaz tment of Natural Resources { -2 0 Date lonvarced to State Auen»‘y___,__-—t

s T. Mason Building Dmamu'hw—{ﬁbfj i
[ mﬂep—ﬂmy340“~————-——““"'
[

g, ¥Yichigan 48926
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(TP

XY

; r - .
'_? A 0 Y ¢;4‘7.’.‘ CT Jariiatr oo
P £[f-‘t- VLR /CJ...-, ‘

i i ST LTIt AL A - - <
' S8-03-02C ~FA ‘QC‘

nnwe (4f any): ?g/_m- Pver. fPlocmlé Crof Kzer -
CO\lfnt) J’AA’!’C COA .__f‘ . " ) ) ) . ., ’

TOHubLAp.
City or Villdgc- Nep ro & K
Towi, tange and section: 7'75 K GE Sectime /S /6. 22. T PSRGE -_.‘_

Eaciiy identifisbie doundary feafures (rivers, strecams, ;oads. polftical boundaries.
seccion 1lines):

7

DL

Present Ownership: nr:n«a.»:'/v Ars ywﬁ Sone seellic - Mm;rae %r?‘ /Mhﬁguf/uu
Presen:‘Use:ﬂ,:,«cq/ prarel — pefeclres -f»mﬁ' Lo mmaintemn e d”/6~g¢

faticipated changes in use orydevelopment (within ten year time frame): _Zn rrcasead
.o ] 4 .
,_/l /0 aC}L)\h‘i'r;‘ ,,q_(-/p","r,' EH 2 PnSIo e l
/77 .

Su‘-lu\lll(lthg 18nd*d5€(3) ["nu‘ft" ﬂ)@ﬂr //_/ﬂ.f} ﬁ/J(P”SJ/ 4’/*3 - ppfrOor &/.ﬁs“
ornee //ffwnnlﬂ/ P/kmL' C'ru:k Ea./ éj//ﬂ’j" /yrf‘s_‘

_[M.-) Cf:"f’u Yt il o )

Er.viro‘ner.tal cha:ac;e*‘sti S:

. . . '
: !

. .- . « PR [
: L - . ’;'e rece’vad g 8 L _Date {nr‘\ar‘:’s'.' 'to SL., ﬁg'"n:_y T
: I‘a.c In va"‘t.f‘ to Reb-cw__-__. '5 S...tc I"verry E:: Gn . i .
v _ B o .
. . A . + i ,
'R:g?on:i Action R “ i : ] A ,
| .__'stafl approval rejected . I i . - -Ha l
. ; T f L S
|____‘commission 2pproval othet ] !
— 1

Briefly describe issues relathg to this area:
Fopuler Hshine grea. -especialde ‘;5(/73"( f”“’” é"‘f' ﬁ/l% 7 :

7;"ﬂv:a,//o.z Lovee ,,,:'“iﬁpfp/,ga/ ,V‘F P ls seriow :/ // fn-x/s‘J ﬂ< (J7LZ(dr'
F ce j’ f i ‘,.-SF° /,..., NS

/70}1" Dr &Jmm N ;5/1

H wa*ér‘ o fi'd 75 S ov,
?'*k,.; {5.- £ [ ‘IILJW_L v/ea_ d’z&/l :/A)L«J Iw-ﬂr.:;‘-c_ ag/HAJ’ «-
sitad de d/rnta,/ "1[” fp e /w_za._,
Bue*ly oes»nbe management neads: 7 J

/D “101'4:/1 o "’/“-4‘«/‘1’ AQ !M“jt’% : A ..»C,{ o ‘ia’w / 7“2““”""':‘
ffr ua//c vo.,Jnna’ auuz//w«a/ fW?"/ hﬂd‘ 5'40.0&’/ é‘ qu.rC/‘ p/ 4-& | 7Lu. )\144‘ J" '
é’h/rl/ /;-’ﬁ f"‘~ 74»')»«:" P/“116 eﬂ‘k &7 L ﬂr(&l £ wu’l ’\'L ; . :
Michi pas. D’U/? ¢ readess 17_ as 4— LWL Artpd g St uxfa ..Lehq.a/ LE"“"J@« .
oit Plpaiigtineend &,;&..,5417( oo < : -! i '
iher—couments: " R
Fonfocra ome ey /:,//4“,,,,7 /,ou«q/.tﬂ// c?//( 7‘*3' /re.:e«u.a, “‘7[7”175
J/m/ﬂur A5 -cvw/,/m‘z,/ Lo wneileit e | ‘ o | l

I
[
]
,' .
' . B L :
H : ! R
H Ve !
‘ lé
Y
i

1
1

Pleasa return to Water Development Services Ce T?repared by: . i
Olvision, Deparimead of Natuzal Resources , g F(,(} '
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Cossyme detiteT, crven Sowree N 6"-/’;/: oF JSmaT (preeis

FIVI BN 2 55 vil ST CrI S PRI PR S U111 WY

o >3- Oqao'zmo rA'Oft
smae (if any): {,/pAm/ C’pﬁf,f' F/%;/p‘/t/ ook Cf.“/aarq L
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3

e i Ay M o v —

County: /HoririsE / -~ L e .
Towunhip: La J¢//e . =4 T
Cicy or Village: -
Town, Tange and section: Zz75, RBE : T
Tasiiy identifiable boundary features (rivers, sircams, roads, political boundaties,
scciion lines): Soutn enc{ — /—?’//-p;.-., Cove . C e LR,
Present Ownership: ) N
Present Use: sigring develrapent - = /dr]de Doy FTom r?wtu‘" aﬁﬂ./f‘&r&a{
‘ v .
Anticipaged changes in use 0% development (within ten year tim frame)' ,Fur-url.,
’*’”A\C\ Cﬁ}‘“\ 3N ; Ou-&('\ LW M)M,sfq-,\ d BAriv L at‘i}:*ot‘é A
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Briefly describe management needs.
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chel’ comments:, Daie forviarded o Region_ ‘ji_ Siate Ageacy ection
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l ., Nominator: Fueene A. Jarecki, Chairman, Maumee Planning Board /4.
Address: Great Lakes Basin (.omusmon :

l .0, By 999
Ann Arhov, Mice hican AB105 .
' COASTAL AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN NOMINATION PORM
’ ' _ L r‘/q _
2H-0$-OISI-FA-0]
I Nawe of area nomlpated: wNorth Maymee Bay S
Location: County Monrae
Tovmshilp, Clty or Village Frie Townghip
. Boundary features (rivers, roads, section lines, ete.) That area separ arated
Lake Erie by the Woodtick Peninsula extendinsg south from the Michizan shoreline a dis-

ce of 4 miles approx 1matelv 1 mile east of the mainland terminating at North Cape, and bounded

‘1
\ihe south by. the Ohio State, Lucas County line!:
Present Ownership: Private, State '

Under which category does thls area qrxalif_y?‘ (Please check only one)

high risk ervosion ’ island

flood hazard - _ X coastal lake, rivermouth, bay

- ecologically sensitive ~ urban '
natural area . nineral resource

recreation area agricultural ’ .
historic and archeologic site prime irndustrial =
sand dune- water transportation '

Why 1s this area of particular concern to you? {(physical cbarqcteristics, damages
opportunities, present use, problems, etc.) Deterioration of unique mars
vegetation and habitat due to detriorating water quality and habitat aee.t_ructlon.

Lake flooding.of residential areas. !

Vhat do you think should be done with the area? (public acquisition, local zoning,
preservation, etc.) Complete shoreland and bay managment and zoning for wvetlands,

fish and w11dlife habitat, open space, and public recreation.

Other comments: Encouragement of flood plain (shoreland) management programs for
residential areas frequently flooded and further residential, commercial and
industrial development limited to strict and compatible environmental considerations.

PLEASE RETURN TO:

Citizen Shorelands Advisory Council . : : .
Michlgan Department of Natural Resources’ OR: ‘
Stevens T. Mason Building

Lansing, Michigan 48926
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Briefly describe dssues relat.:L'w to this area:
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Please return to Water Development Sexvices . . Prepared by:
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Narme:

County: :
Towuship: s, o
Town, ronge and section: 7S 2 e

Present Cwnership: o,/ va7€
4

Present Uses:i guafrr (20 ;g,:;n}' o (‘4:7(9/,1 donrcAkarve o Zf,;,&,,f’ ,f;-,z
Anticipated changes or ‘infreases in use or development/ (within ten year time frame):

et -yl

Should this island be designated in its entirety?

yes

-Unique physiczl oxr biological characteristies:
/70 F e Poresf é/‘?"'-t‘rcu;w{ "J““;" Acrvon mo‘éU Arons J';Jll' 24?‘&*0[

]"’,g 2 i

Bmcfl/ doscrlbe .LQSUES relating to this island- ‘ ~tl
/;xﬁw

7'; reéa <-~b<e( / Jo .('.e_r'L/,.‘,{’ JCJ /7 /L‘ux‘

/

.Briefly describe managenment needs: ,}zr‘?qar:u/} ﬁ?rf{f" (Jjé’ ﬁl f/M f/@L

/!)b'/.—;.{ é—Q. :".S‘r‘é‘)rdd’/ &s S
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e o e mee bota Tornariesd e S1312 An2Ucy
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Nawe (1f any): Huweon ;P.-/Ue .P voetisiad < /ﬁ,ﬁg /‘/ow;yt.‘_.) TR ,‘:;‘*i=wm£5, .
County: , e w
Townghip: Prrarsicwn =+ Coriin Tures, - Ce
City or Village: : - AR T F o e e S e
Town, range and section: 5SS R jo & - S Se:-}—.c..e 29V 2 3467
Easily identifiabie boundary features (rivers, streams, roads, political boundaries,f.
section lines): - b @gﬁgﬁ;ﬁwr jf 5

. R . L"'-‘v ) Ty
Tresent Ownership: Mo+ ',n:ﬁ o vieaech 1z public [MDIUR); ﬁa‘i “has L.
Presert Use: [/ y‘\}C‘-\-‘ A I PN S L L LYV R ¢ i A T acauir .- -(

?

Fria gl - \_.e;‘., R A B N Ll {7 i ,
Anticipated changes in use or development (within ten year time frame). T : '
i ! 2 /7 . EEER S . hy
Surrounding land—use (8): Zrepriaced revead o A pr.ol o= Fo 4T »
,‘ P ‘ﬂ'vb"'\ Mo g 2N T aaan T S p A . ’ S K g '

Environmental characteristics:
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Briefly describe issues relating to this area: ' n,,/ A ‘ﬂ]
o bondk 1 woder conchrudlivn o 7 et

meu)k ? Auarch  Aalitl ‘ - .

Briefly describe nznagement needs.

Date received C{ g i Date {orwaided to State Apency

¢ S State Agenty action : __J

. -
Date lorcarded to Region . T .

v Regional Action i : l
' staft approval o feiccted - : — :

Other comments:

other

commission appraval

Please return to Water Development Services o Prepared by:
Division, Department of Natural Resources ) ' .
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Nominator: ‘0 re(‘?[« A K/(’ FrATR N .
Mdress:___[S G767 Fed Locd PE-OS-OET- FA

e e by RN /7 [ . )
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COASTAL AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN KOMINATION FORM '

Name of area nominated: .',’.'81({’ [;l")‘f /MZ)(SLP; [fi’w\ M)nFOP' SOUTL\
: +o Chisc Loime

‘Location: County A~ ro€ : e

' Township, City or Villaze /Mo prpe T o - o

Boundary features (rivers, roads, section lines, ete.) " -—785

re

‘Present Ownership: ‘ l/ﬂzp._ﬂg’

Under which category does this area qualify? (Please check only one)

high risk erosion » ~~island :
. flood hazard S coastal lake, rivermouth, bay
ecologiczally sensitive : urban
natural area . : : ‘mineral resource
recreaticn area B agricultural
‘historic and archeologic site ' prime industrial
__sand dune ' wvater transportation

Vhy is this area of particular concern to vou? ' (phvsical character istics, damages
opportunitiss, present use, problems, etc.) rea g< o denf Lt eSS
{yemr hiohuav (G- 753 widenind filiian e, ospd ‘Hhe Wonrae
{yovv © P/?LL‘* LE.E D‘.’T."G}f E(’fur-/f\ -’

¥hat do you think should be done with the area? (public acquisition, local zoning,

preservation, etc.)__dAve 25 yaych pearsh 35 possible. Crevead

v wnore destroction

Other comments:
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Citizen Shorelands Advisory Council

Michigan Department of Natural t1esources " OR:
Stevens T. Mzson Building 7
Lansiug, Michigan 48%iv ’ —
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Nominator: /'/2/’/1/(—( (/ /// //I‘ZJA//\ 7 ’ .
Address: Jress S ,",wm.m o
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COASTAL AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN NOMINATION FORM —
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: _(/l/{‘ -/’-)’ g PRSP o
Present Ownership: / /9//»%/(; . - /,«/%

Under which category does this area qualify? (Please check only one)

hvigh risk erosion ' island
flood hazard ‘ v i ,4 coastal lake, rivenrwouth, bay

ecologically sensitive ) " urban

natural area mineral resource

Z recreation area . agricultural

historic and archeologic site __ ¢~ prinme industrial
sand dune o T water transportation

opportunities, present use, problems, etc. ) g A,/r ., o .
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'APPENDIX "E"

Individual Rating
Methodology Sheets



RATING METHODOLOGTES

BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

County Nomination Number and Area Name Nomination #6
Enrico Fermi Atomic Power Plant

1. Consistant With Public Plans

Yes
No

2. Availability of Water, Rail, and Highway Transpottation

a)
b)
¢)
d)

all three (3) available to area

two transportation systems available
only oune (1) system available

none available

3. Availability of Water, Sewer, and Gas

a)
b)
c)
d)

all available
two available
one ‘available

- none available

4. Availability of Vacant Developable Land

2 points
0 points

5 points
3 points
1 point

0 points

5 points
3 points
1 point

0 points

1 point -
2 points
3 points
4 points

1 point
2 points
3 points

-4 points

TOTAL POINTS

a) Tor I'mmediate Development
1) 0-100 Acres
. 2) 100-250 Acres
3) 250-500 Acres
4) 500 + Acres
b)  Potential Developable Lands
1) 0-100 Acres
2) 100-250 Acres
3) 250-500 Acres
4) 500 + Acres
Maximum Permissable Score Rating 10 = 50%

20



County Nomination Number and Area Name

RATING METHODOLOGIES

BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Areas of Industrial Importance

Nomination #10

Monroe Port Area

1. Consistant With Public Plans

Yes
No

N

points
0 points

2. Availability of Water, Rail, and Highwéy Trangportation

a)
b)
c)
d)

all three (3) available to area

two transportation systems available
only one (1) system available

none available

‘3. Availability of Water, Sewer,and Gas

a)
b)
c)
d)

“all available

two available
one available
none available

4. Availability of Vacant Deyelopable Land

a) Tor Immediate Development
1) 0-100 Acres
"2) 100-250 Acres
3) 250-500 Acres
4) 500 + Acres
b) Potential Developable Lands
1) 0-100 Acres
- 2) 100-250 Acres
3) 250-500 Acres
4) - 500 + Acres
Maximum Permissable Score Rating 19 = 957

20

points
points
" point
points

O~ Wwu

points
points
point

O+ wun

point

points
points
points

BN S N I g

point

points
points
points

ESJRUCIN VA

TOTAL POINTS

points
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RATTNG METHODOLOGTES

BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Areas of Industrial Importance
County Nomination Number and Area Name Nomination #20
Consumers Power Plant

1. Consistant With Public Plans

Yes ) _ _ 2 points :
No ' o 0 points 2 -

2.  Availability of Water, Raii, and Highway Transportation -

a) all three (3) available to area 5 points
b) two transportation systems available " 3 points
¢) only . one (1) system available 1 point
d) none available 0 points 3
3. Availability of Water, Sewer, and Gas
a) all available " 5 points
"b) two available 3 points
¢) one available 1 point
d) none available 0 points - 5
4. Availability of Vacant Develbpable Land
a) For Immediate Development ‘ _ o {
1) 0-100 Acres 1 point
2) 100-250 Acres 2 points
3) 250-500 Acres 3 points
4) 500 + Acres 4 points. 1
b} Potential Developable Lands
1) 0-100 Acres 1 point
2) 100-250 Acres . 2 points
3) 250-500 Acres 3 points
4) 500 + Acres 4 points 2
TOTAL POINTS 13
Maximum Permissablie Score Rating 13 = 65%

20
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RATING METHODOLOGIES

BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Areas of Ecological Importance

County Nomination Number and Area Name  Nomination #1
Pointe Mouillee State Game Area

1. Criteria of Ecological Importance

A. Marshes lakeward or landward with capacity for:

1) brooding, feeding, resting area for migratory fowl
2) traditional waterfowl hunting area
3) habitat supporting furbearing population 5
‘ .
B. All open water area to a depth of 20 fathoms having
submerged aquatic plants important to waterfowl = 5
C. Upland areas with following wildlife values
1) stopover area of migratory birds
2) gull, tern, or heron rooderies J
3) eagle or osprey nest e
habitat for deer, furbearers, hawks, owls '5

4)

D. Marshes lakeward or landward with the following
1) 'significant fisheries of sport or commercial species
support significant fisheries through management or

2)

potential areas for spawning for important

2. Location from Urban Areas

1.
2.
3.
4.
5

.

0 -% mile .

L -1 mile L
.1-2 miles: ' ‘
2-3 miles

3-5 miles

3. Relationship to Water and Sewer Lines

O T

0 =% mile

L -1 mile
1-2 miles
2-3 miles
3-5

miles C .

4. Public Ownership

1. 0-50%
2. 50-75%
3. 75-100%
- Maximum Permissable.Score Rating 28 = 85%

.33

species 5

Ve W

Voo =

TOTAL POINTS

points

points

points

points

point

points
points
points
points

point
points
points

points

points

points
points
point

28 '



RATING METHODOLOGIES

BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR .CONCERN

Areas of Ecological Importance

County Nomination Number and Area Name Nomination #22
. Erie State Game Area

{

1. Criteria of Ecological Importance

A. Marshes lakeward or landward with capacity for:
1) brooding, feeding, resting area for migratory fowl

2) traditional waterfowl hunting area

3} habitat supporting furbearing population 5
B. ALl open water area to a depth of 20 fathoms having
“submerged aquatic plants important to waterfowl : 5
C. Upland areas with following wildlife values
1) stopover area of migratory birds
2) gull, tern, or heron rooderies
3) eagle or osprey nest .
4) habitat for deer, furbearers, hawks, owls 5
D. Marshes lakeward or landward with thé following
1) significant fisheries of sport or commercial species
2) support significant fisheries through management or
potential areas for spawning for important species 5
2. Location from Urban Areas
1. 0 -% mile 1
2. % -1 mile 2
3. 1-2 miles . 3
4. 2-3 miles 4
5. 3-5 miles 5
3. Relationship to Water and Sewer Lines
1. 0 ~% mile 1
2. % -1 mile 2
3. 1-2 miles 3
4. 2-3 miles 4
5. 3-5 miles 5
4. Public Ownership
1. 0-50% 3
2. 50-75% 2
3. 75-100% 1
TOTAL POINTS
Maximum Permissable Score Rating 30  =91%

33

points

points

points

points

point

points
points
points
points

point

points
points
points
points

points

points
point

i

|



County Nomination Number and Area Name

RATING METHODOLOGIES

BY AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Urban Areas of Particular Concern

1.. Physical Features of Area

a)

b)

¢)

d)

e)

Population

1) 0-1,000 people
2) 1,000-2,500 pecople
3) 2,500 + people

Nomination #7
Frenchtown Beach Area

1 point
2 points
3 points

Percentage of deficient housing

1) 0-10%
2) T0-257
3)  30%

Flood Prevention Devices

1) Permanent or Temporary Structures
- 2) No Structures

1 point
2 points
3 points

(Residential Area)

1 point
2 points

Percentuge of Undeveloped Land

1) 0-25%

2) 25-507
3) . 50-100%

1 point

2 points’

3 points

Availability of Water and Sewer

1} Existing or Proposed
2) Not Proposed '

- 10

Maximum Permissable Score Rating

13

1 point
2 points

TOTAL POINTS

77% .



RATING METHODOLOGIES

BY AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Urban Areas of Particular Concern

County Nomination Number and Area Name

1. Physical Features of Area
a) .Population

1) 0-1,000 people

2) 1,000-2,500 people

3) 2,500 + people

Nomination #14
Bolles Harbor/Avalon Beach Area

b) Percentage of deficient housing

1) 0-10%
2y 10=-25%
3) 307

¢) Flood Prevention Devices (Residential Area)

-1) Permanent or Temporary Structures

2) No Structures

d) Percentage of Undeveloped Land

1) 0-257%
2) 25-50%
3) 50-100%

e) Availability of Water and Sewer

1) Existing or Proposed

2) Not Proposed

Maximum Permissable Score Rating

= 547

TOTAL POINTS

1 point
2 points
3 points

1 point’
2 puints
3 points

1 point
2 points

1 point
2 points
3 points

1 point
2 points

N

N

(N 1IN I



RATING METHODOLOGTES

BY AREA OF PARTTCULAR CONCERN

Urban Areas of Particular Concern

County Nomination Number and Area Name

1. Physical Features of Area
a) Population
1) 0-1,000 people

2) 1,000-2,500 people
3) 2,500 + people

Nomination #19

City of Luna Pier

b) Percentage of deficient housing

1) 0-10%
2) 10-25%
3) 30%

o) Flood Prevention Devices (Residential Area)

1) Permanent or Temporary Structures

2) No Structures

d) Pérvvntugu'uf Undeve loped Land
1) 0-25%
2) 25-50%

3) 50-100%

e) Availability of Water and Sewer

1) Existing or Proposed

2) Not Proposed

Maximum Permissable Score Rating

9 = 69%

13

TOTAL POTNTS

L]

S

3]

point
points
points

point
points
points

point
points

point
points
points

point
points

|
‘(..s.)
|

2



RATING METHODOLOGIES
BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Recreation Areas of Particular Concern

County Nomination Number and Area Name  Nomination #13
LaPlaisance Creek Area

1. Relationship to Public Plans

a) Consistent

2 points
b) Not Consistent 1 point 2
~2. Existing Recreation Arca and Facilities:
a) Existing or Proposed ' x 1 point
b) Year-round Use : " x 1 point
¢) Playground Equipment ’ 1 point
d) Picnic Area (Group Recreation) 1 point
e¢) Baseball or Softball Field 1 point’
f) Shelter Building or Restrooms x 1 point
g) Swimming = ‘ ’ 1 point
h) Wooded Area 1 point
1 point
j). Boat Launching Facilities x 1 point
k) Golf o 1 point
1) Camping (Short or Long Term) 1 point
m} Fishing S ' ' x 1 point
.n) Leisure Area (Benches, Walks, Etc.) - ' x 1 point 7
3. Further Expansion to Site
1)° No expansion o points
2) 0-100 acres 1 point
3) 100-250 acres 3 points
4) 250 + acres 5 points 1

TOTAL POINTS 10

Maximum Permissable Score Rating 10 = 48%
' -2

. i) Boating R X



County Nominiation Number and Area Name

RATING METHODOLOGIES

BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

rorqutjon Areas of Particular Concern

Nomination #9

Sterling State Park Area

. Relationship to Public Plans

a)
b)

Consistent
Not Consistent

2. lixisting Recreation Arca and Facilities

a)
b}
c)
d)
¢)
)

g)

h)
)
i
L)
1)
m)
n)

Existing or Proposed
Year-round Use

Playground Equipment

Picnic Area (Group Recrecation)
Baseball or Softball Field
Shelter Building or Restrooms
Swimming

Wooded Area

Boating

Boat lLaunching Facilities
Golt »

Camping (Short or lLong Term)
FFishing

Leisure Area (Benches, Walks, Etc.)

3. Further Expansion to Site

1) NQ cxpansion
2) 0-100 acres
3) 100-250 acres
4) 250 + acres
Maximum Permissable Score Rating 19 =

[

e

>
e e i e e e e T )

R S R T

[ ¥ IRV I i )

TOTAL

90%

points
point

point
peint
point
point
point
point
point
point
point
point
point
point
point
point

points
point

points
points

POINTS

12



RATING METHODOLOGIES
BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Recreation Areas of Particular Concern

County Nomination Number and Area Name  Nomination #18
Toledo Beach Area

‘1. Relationship to Public Plans

points

a) Consistent 2
b)" Not Consistent 1 point
2. Existing Recreation Area and Facilities
a) Existing or Proposed : ‘ x .1 point
b) Year-round Use 1 point.
c) - Playground Equipment 1 point
d) Picnic Area (Group Recreation) x 1 point
e) - Baseball or Softball Field 1 point
f) Shelter Building or Restrooms x 1 point
g) Swimming x 1 point
h) Wooded Area ' x 1 point
’ _ ' x 1 point
j) Boat Launching Facilities 5 1 point ‘
k) Golf ’ ‘ 1 point
1) Camping (Short or Long Term) x 1 point
m) Fishing o ’ 1 point
n) Leisure Area (Benches, Walks, Etc.) x 1 point 8
3. Further Expansion to Site !
1) No expansion ' 0 points
2) 0-100 acres 1 point
3) 100-250 acres 3 points
4) 250 + acres 5 points 5
- TOTAL POINTS 15

Maximum Permissable Score Rating 15 = 71%

l i) Boating



RATING METHODOLOGTES

BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Klood Hazards Acres of Particular Concern

County Nomination Number and Area Name Nomination #3

Swan Creek Flood Hazards Area

1. Within H.U.D. Flood Hazards Boundary

Yes
No

2. Presence of Flood Protection devices

None
Yes

3. Consistent to Public Plans
Not at all
Partially
Consistant

4. Developed or Underdeveloped Land
DeVeloped extensively -
Slightly developed
Undeveloped

5. Potential for Phdse 1L Ecological Areas
a) All

b) Part
¢) None

Maximum Permissable Score Rating ' 11 = 73%

2 pbints
Q points

2 points
0 points

3 points
2 points
1 point

wn

points
points
1 point

(%)

3 points .

2 points
1 point

TOTAL POINTS

11



RATING METHODOLOGTES
BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Flood Hazards Acres of Particular Concern

County Nomination Number and Area Name Nomination #5
Enrico Fermi Flood Hazards Area

1. Within H.U.D. Flood Hazards Boundary:

Yes : . 2 points
No , 0 points 2

2. Presence of Flood Protection devices

points

None - : 2

Yes : _ . -0 points 2
3. Consistent to Public Plans

Not at all ' ) . ‘ .o 3 points

Partially ‘ 2 points

Consistant I point 1.
4. Developed or Underdeveloped Land

Devéloped ¢xtensively " ' ' 5 points

Slightly developed 3 points

Undeveloped ' , 1 point 3
5. Potential for Phase II Ecological Areas

a) - All 3 points

b) Part 2 points

c) None 1l point 2

TOTAL POINTS - 10

Maximum Permissable Score Rating 10 = 67%

15
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County Nominat ion Number and Area Name

Wil
.

RATING METHODOLOGIES

BY ARFAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Flood Hazards Acres of Particular Concern

Nomination #11

Plumb Creek Bay Flood Hazards Area

Within H.U.D. Flood Hazards Boundary
. .
Yes
No

Presence of Flood Protection devices

None
Yes

Consistent to Public Plans

Not at all
Partially
Consistant

Developed or Underdeveloped Land
Developed extensively
Slightly developed
Undeveloped ’

Potential for Phase lI. Ecological Areas
a) -All

b) ‘Part
¢) None

Maximum Permissable Score Rating: 10 =677

15

2 points
0 points

2 points
0 points

3 points
points
1 point

™

points
points
1 point

w

3 points
points
1 point

N

~TOTAL POINTS

-2

_1q



RATING METHODOLOG LES
BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Flood Hazards Acres of Particular Concern

County Nomination Number and Area Name Nomination #16

LaSalle Township Flood

1. Within H.U.D. Flood Hazards Boundary

Yes
Ny

2. Presence of Flood Protection‘dévices

. None
Yes

3. Consistent to Public Plans
Not at all
Partially
Consistant
4. Developed or Underdeveloped Land
.Developed extensively'
‘Slightly developed
Undeveloped
5. Potential for Phase II Ecological Areas
&) All

‘b)Y ﬁPaqt
¢) “None

[y

N

w

3
2
1

Hazards

points
points

points
points

points
points
point

o
4

p@ﬁnxsb

points
point

points
points

. point

TOTAL POINTS

Maximum Permissable Score Rating 10 = 67%
' 15

Area

(A=




RATING METHODOLOGIES
BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Flood Hazards Acres of Particular Concern

Nomination #21

County Nomination Number and Area Name
Erie Township Flood Hazards Ares

1. Within H.U.D. Fleod Hazards Boundary

Yes 2 points

No 0 points 2
‘2. Presence of Flood Protection devices

None 2 points

Yes 0 points 0

3. Consistent to Public Plans

3 points

Not at all
Partially 2 points :
Consistant 1 point 1

4. Developed or Underdeveldped Land

5 points

Developed extensively
3 points

Stightiy developed

Undeveloped 1 point 3
5. Potential for Phase [ Ecological Areas
a) All 3 points
b) Part 2 points
1 point 2

c) None
TOTAL POINTS = . g

Maximum Permissable Score Rating 8

8  =-53%



County Nomination Number and Area Name

RATING METHODOLOGIES

BY ARFEAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Areas of High Risk Erosion

1. Characteristics of LErosion

a)
b)
)
d)
e)
£)
- 8)
h)
i)

Vegetation Removed

Narrow Beach

Flat Beach

Bank Slumping : .
Turbidity of Adjacent Waters
Damaged Erosion Control Structures
Damaged Land Structures

Protective Works Structures
Unusual Angle of Repolse

2. Past to Present Aerial Photo Documentation

a)
b)
¢)

3. Proposcd

a)
b)

0-25% Recession
25-507% Recession
50-100% Recession

Plans for Arca (1€ Any)

Plans Proposed for Area
No Plans Proposed for Area

4, Erosion Pgtentidl of Surrounding Lands

l.
2.
3.

Maximum Permissable Score Rating

High -
‘Slight
None at all

Nomination #8
North Beach - Sterling

b

k]
O SV U S

N

w o

5
3
1

point,
point
point
point
point

. point

point
point
point

points
points
points

points
points

points
points
point

TOTAL POINTS

State Park

10

18



RATING METHODOLOGIES

BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Areas of High Risk Erosion

County Nomination Number and Area Name  Nomination #23 _
Woodtick Peninsula

1. Characteristics of Erosion

a) Vegetation Removed

b) Narrow Beach-

¢) Flat Beach

d) Bank Slumping

e) Turbidity of Adjacent Waters

f) Damaged Erosion Control Structures
"g) Damaged Land Structures

h)Y Protective Works Structures

i) Unusual Angle of Repose

2. Past to Present Aerial Photo Documentation

a) 0-25% Recession
b) 25-50% Recession
¢) 50-100% Recession

3. Proposed Plans for Arca (Tf Any)
a) Plans Proposed for Area
b) No Plans Proposed for Area

4. FErosion Potential of Surrounding Lands
L. High -

2. Slight
3. None at all

Maximum Permissable Scdre.Rafing 25 = 86%
- i : 29

: »
b e e e e

0
5

5
3
1

point'
point
point
point

point
point
point
point

points
points
points

points
points

points
points
point

TOTAL POINTS

“point -

10

2
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RATING METHODOLOGIES
BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Agricultural Areas of Particular -Concern

County Nomination Number and Area Name Nomination #2
Berlin Agricultural Area

1. Future Master Plan Relationship

1. 1In accordance : 5

2. Not in accordance : -0 5
2. Size of Area

1. 0-100 acres 1

2. 100-250 2

3. 251-500 3

4. 500-1000 _ 4

5. 1000 and above 5 5
3. Relationship to Water and Sewer Lines

1. 0-Y4 mile 1

2. Y%-1 mile 2

3. 1-2 miles 3

4. 2-~3 miles 4

5. 3-5 miles 5 2
4. Productivity of Acreage ~ Corm and Wheat

1. Below State average yield peracre 1

2. Average State yield per acre 3

3. Above average State yield 5 3

Total Points 17
Maximum Permissable Score Rating 17 = 85%
' : 20



RATING METHODOLOGIES

BY AREAS. OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Agricultural Areas of Particular Concern

County Nomination Number and Area Name Nomination #4
- Frenchtown Agricultural Area

1. Future Master Plan Relationship

1. In accordance
2. Not in accordance

2. Size of Area

1. 0-100 acres
2. 100-250

3. -251-500

4., 500-1,000

5

.'1,000 and above
3. Relationship to Water and Sewer Lines

0-1% mile

1.
2. %—l_mile,
3. 1-2 miles
4, 2-3 miles
5

« . 3-5 miles
4, Productivity‘of'Acreage - Corn and Wheat
1. Below State average yieldzﬁer acre

2. Average State yield per acre
3." Above average State yield

Maximum Permissable Score Rating 18 ='90%
' . - 20

[NV, 38

N W=

1
"3
5

TOTAL POINTS =~ 18

e WNE

points
points

point
points

“points

points
points

point

points
points
points
points

point.
points
points
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RATING METHODOLOGIES
BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN |

Agricultural Areas of Particular Concern

“County Nomination Number and Area Name  Nomination #12
' LaPlaisance/Dunbar Road Agricultural Area

1. Future Master Plan Relationship

‘1. In accordance i S ) 5

2. Not in accordance 7 0 2
2. Size of Aréa

1. 0-100 acres’ 1

2. 100~-250 2

3. 251-500 ° 3 ,

4. 500-1000 4

5. 1000 and above _ 5 ' . : 2 .
3. Relationship to Water and Sewer Lines

1. O-% mile 1

2. %-1 mile 2

3. 1-2 miles 3

4. 2-3 miles 4

5. 3-5 miles 5 1
4. Productivity.of.Acreage - Corn and Wheat

1. Below.State average yield peracre 1

2. Average State yield per acre = 3~ .

“3.. Above average State yield . - 5 5

| Total Points : 13

Maximum Permissable Score Rating 13 = 65%

20
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RATING METHODOLOGIES

BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Agricultural Areas of Particular Concern

County Nomination Number and Area Name Nomination #15 ,
: Monroe/LaSalle Township Agricultural Area

1. Future Master Plan Relationship

1. 1In accordance o 5 _
2. Not in accordance 0 5

2. Size of Area

0-100 acres
100-250
251-500
500-1000
1000 and above 1 4

s W
LN =

3. Relationship to Water and Sewer Lines
0~} mile
-1 mile
1-2 miles
-3 miles
-5 miles

[V, 30 ~ S S S
[CORN Sy St
U1 £ b

4. Productivity of Acreage - Corn and Wheat

1. Below State average yield peracre 1

2. Average State yield per acre 3 ' . .
3. Above average State yield 5 i >
Total;Poiuts 16
Maximum Permissable Score Rating 16 = 807
20



. RATING METHODOLOGIES _
BY AREAS OF PARTICULAR CONCERN

Agricultural Areas of Particular Concern

Nomination #17

County Nomination Number and Area Name .
Otter Creek/I-75 Agricultural Area

1. Future Master Plan Relationship

1. In accordance : b
2. Not in accordance 0 5

2. Size of Area

0-100 acres
100-250
251-500 .
500-1000

1000 and above

W N
« & e s e
Ut & W R =

3. Relationship to Water and Sewer Lines

0-% mile
“ k-1 mile
1-2 miles
2-3 miles
3-5 miles

W whkhe -
e« s a e e
& W e

4. Productivity of Acreage - Corn and Wheat

1. Below State average yield peracre 1
2. Average State yield per acre 3 :
3. Above average State yield 5 - ’ 5

Total Points 15

Maximum Permissable Score Rating 15 = 75%
: 20
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RATING METHODOLOGIES
RY AREA OF PARTICULAR CONCERN
Tslands of Particular Concern
County"Nomination Number and Area Name Nomination #24
Erie State Gamg Area Islands

1. Physical Features and Location of Island. .

A) Proximity to Urban Node

i) 0 to % mile 1 point
ii). % to mile 2 points
1ii) 1 mile + 3 points 3
B) Amount of Developmént
i) 0-25% 3 points
ii) 26-50% 2 points
iii) 50% + _ ‘ 1 points 3
C) Size
i) 0-10 acres 1 point
ii) 11-50 acres ' 2 points
iii) 51 + acres : 3 points 2
D) Natural Scetting g 2 polats 2
E) 0f biological importance ' 2 points 2
F) Nature area of Fish and Wildlife , 2 points 2
G) Suseptibility to Erosion ' 2 points 2
H) OQwnership
1) Public | 3 points
ii) Public and Private , ' 2 points
iii) Private 1 point _ 2
TOTAL POINTS 18

Mazimum Permissable Score Rating 18  =90%
20



— ey SR N g

N N ..

L
v L]

APPENDIX "F"

Supporting Maps

—
L]

Monroe County CzM Map.

Monroe County General
Development Plan Map
Overburden Thickness Map
Glacial Deposits Map
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