
 

Meeting Announcement and Agenda 

Mt. Pleasant Planning Commission 
 

Thursday, November 2, 2017 at 7:00 p.m. 

City Hall Commission Chamber 

 
I. Roll Call:  Dailey, Driessnack, Friedrich, Hoenig, Horgan, Irwin, Joseph, Kostrzewa, Liesch 
 

II. Approval of Agenda: 
 

III. Approval of Minutes: 
 

 A. October 19, 2017 Special Meeting 
 

IV. Zoning Board of Appeals report – Monthly report for October: 
 

V. Communications: 
 

VI. Public Hearings: 
 

A. None  
  

VII. Public Comments: 
 

VIII. Site Plan Reviews: 
 

A. None 
  

IX. Unfinished Business: 
 

 A. None 
 

X. New Business: 
 

 A. None 
 

XI. Other: 
 

 A. Staff report. 

  1. December Planning Commission meeting – Anticipated agenda items 
 

XII. Adjourn to work session 

 

All interested persons may attend and participate.  Persons with disabilities needing assistance to participate may 

call the Personnel Office at 779-5314.  A 48-hour advance notice is necessary for accommodation. 



Mt. Pleasant Planning Commission 

Minutes of Special Meeting 

October 19, 2017 

 

I. Chair Hoenig called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 

 

Present: Dailey, Driessnack, Friedrich, Hoenig, Horgan, Irwin, Joseph, Kostrzewa, Liesch. 

 

  Staff: Kain, Murphy, City Attorney Nicholas Curcio  

 

II. Approval of Agenda: 

 

Motion by Friedrich, support by Kostrzewa, to approve the agenda. 

 

Motion approved unanimously. 

 

III. Approval of Minutes: 

 

September 21, 2017 Special Meeting  

 

Motion by Kostrzewa, support by Joseph, to approve the September 21, 2017 minutes. 

 

Motion approved unanimously. 

 

IV.    Communications: 

 

Kain reported that 9 communications were included in the meeting packet, all related to the 

proposed zoning ordinance.  In addition, following packet distribution, 10 communications 

related to the zoning ordinance were received and have been placed on the dais, along with one 

letter from staff related to the Charter Township of Union's draft Master Plan and one invitation 

from the Michigan Department of Transportation regarding some upcoming meetings that are 

open to the public regarding the Bay Region Regional Non-motorized Plan. 

 

V.      Public Hearings: 

  

A. Proposed Zoning Ordinance: 
 

Commissioner Driessnack recused himself due to a conflict of interest. 

 

Kain introduced the proposed zoning ordinance, noting that the last new zoning ordinance was 

adopted by the City in 1984.  Since that time there have been two major initiatives to help address 

some of the outdated standards: the Mission Redevelopment Overlay Zone, which provides some 

flexible redevelopment standards for certain properties within the C-3 General Business District 

in order to advance a preferred form of development, and the M-2 redevelopment process. 

 

Kain noted that each of these initiatives require a lot of discretion on the part of the Planning 

Commission and create uncertainty of the outcome for the developer which significantly reduces 
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their effectiveness. Neither initiative fixes underlying issues with the 1984 ordinance, produces 

consistent outcomes, or fully achieves the desired policy outcomes intended. 

 

Kain discussed how a character-based or form-based code such as the one proposed is a proven 

approach to zoning and is consistent with the goals of the City's Master Plan and the goals 

identified for this project, which include more predictable development outcomes, 

encouragement of mixed use development, promoting walking and biking, preserving 

neighborhoods, enhancing downtown, and transforming commercial corridors including Mission 

Street.  

 

Kain reviewed the background of the project noting that the City Commission funded the project 

in December 2015. In early 2016 both the City Commission and Planning Commission took part 

in the Planetizen Form Based Code 101 training series. Each commission then reviewed and 

confirmed the proposed scope of work. Next, proposals were reviewed by a Planning 

Commission subcommittee and two firms were brought forward for interview for the project. 

Ultimately, both the Planning Commission and City Commission unanimously selected Town 

Planning and Urban Design Collaborative, LLC (TPUDC) as the project consultant. 

 

In September 2016, TPUDC met with staff and policy makers, toured the city, conducted 

synoptic surveys, and held a public kick-off event.  In November 2016, hundreds of community 

members participated in Planapalooza, over 40 hours of public engagement activities over four 

days that included a workshop, four roundtable discussions, and an open and collaborative 

design studio.  

 

Since Planapalooza, the consultant and staff have worked on the draft zoning ordinance, which 

was presented to the public on July 27, 2017.  Both the City Commission and Planning 

Commission held work sessions in August to discuss the draft code and several meetings and 

communications took place with members of the public, staff, and policy makers.  The public 

review period ended at the end of August and TPUDC then prepared the adoption draft. 

 

Following tonight's public hearing, the Planning Commission will be asked to make a 

recommendation to the City Commission.  The City Commission has set a public hearing for 

November 13, 2017.  When they approve the zoning ordinance it will become effective 30 days 

later. 

 

Kain provided an overview of project goals that were identified for and are achieved by the 

proposed zoning ordinance: 

 

• Encouraging mixed-use, character-based development;  

• Providing standards for improved pedestrian and bicycle facilities; 

• Encouraging high-quality transformative redevelopment on Mission Street;  

• Establishing a Civic Zone to protect parks & open spaces;  

• Making quality development predictable; 

• Providing standards for context-sensitive infill and redevelopment;  

• Protecting the character of residential neighborhoods; and  
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• Designating appropriate areas for student housing.  

 

Kain reviewed various components of the ordinance: specific districts and how they relate to 

existing zoning classifications; building and lot regulations; frontage types; building types and 

standards; principal and accessory tables and standards; sign standards; development parcel plan 

standards; and others.  Kain highlighted the proposed use table, noting that this component of the 

new code is a significant improvement on the existing ordinance in terms of usability by the 

public and staff.  

 

Kain reviewed five changes requested by the City Commission during the public review, which 

included: 

 

• Permitting two-family dwellings in the CD-3L and CD-3 districts under specific limited 

circumstances. Special use permit criteria for that use can be found in Section 

154.410.B.4.v (p. 96). 

• Permitting accessory dwelling units in the CD-3L, CD-3, and CD-4 districts under 

specific limited circumstances. Special use permit criteria for that use can be found in 

Section 154.410.B.4.a (p. 90-91). 

• Permitting electronic message boards within signs under specific limited circumstances. 

See Section 154.414.B.6 (p. 115-116). 

• Clarifying the process for filling vacancies on the Zoning Board of Appeals in Section 

154.606.B.5 (p. 164). 

• Changing the proposed zoning of 11 properties located in the vicinity of W. Michigan 

and S. Leaton Streets from CD-4 to CD-3.  

 

Both two family dwellings and accessory dwelling units would require owner occupancy of one 

unit. 

 

Kain also reported that since the adoption draft was released there were three additional minor 

changes: 

 

• Changing the proposed zoning of properties owned by Trinity United Methodist Church 

at the southwest corner of E. Michigan and Elizabeth Streets from CD-3 to Civic Zone. 

• A spelling error in the Special Requirements legend was corrected. 

• Illustration 154.407.B (Principal Building / Accessory Building) was updated to more 

clearly differentiate between the two building types. Clarification was also made to the 

language on accessory building size in Section 154.407.C.3.a (p. 71).  

 

Kain referred to the map and the proposed zoning adjustment north of campus. This zoning 

adjustment was recommended by TPUDC and announced to the public at the “work-in-progress” 

presentation at the end of Planapalooza in November 2016. The consultant made the 

recommendation after reviewing the history of the area. The primary rationale for the proposed 

change was two-fold. First, the area in question, primarily east of Main Street and currently 

zoned M-2, is still characterized by housing original to the neighborhood and single-family in 

character, whereas the area from Main Street west has been largely redeveloped into purpose-
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built student housing. This is reaffirmed by data on the M-2 redevelopment program through 

which only 3 of the properties in the subject area east of Main have been redeveloped, whereas 

21 properties in the area from Main Street west have been redeveloped. Second, the 

recommendation was made on the basis of significant public input obtained through 

Planapalooza and visible in prior public engagement and policy development activities, including 

the 2014 Master Plan. Kain noted the following Master Plan goals and strategies that support the 

proposed map change: 

 
• “Ensure that an appropriate mix of residential uses is available in the City by increasing 

the opportunities for owner-occupied housing while discouraging conversions and 

expansions of non-family rentals.”  

• “Encourage the conversion of multiple-family units and rooming/ boarding units in older 

homes to owner-occupied type units.”  

• “Investigate and develop ordinances and/or zoning provisions that promote conversions 

to owner-occupied and allow appropriate conversion of single-family homes to multiple-

family.”  

• “Retain the historical character of the City where possible.”  

• “Develop more options or encourage greater opportunities for senior and assisted living 

within the City as well as opportunities for first time homebuyers.” 

 

Kain concluded his presentation with the recommendation to recommend that the City 

Commission adopt the proposed zoning ordinance. 

 

Commissioner Kostrzewa commented that there seems to be a fair amount of student rentals in 

the area that will be rezoned to CD-3, questioning how long they have been rentals. 

 

Chairman Hoenig opened the public hearing. 

 

The following people spoke in opposition of the changes to the zoning map for the area east of 

Main Street, south of High Street and west of Fancher that are currently zoned M-2 and would be 

rezoned to CD-3:  Paula Arndt, Amie Beard, Dave Cantrell, Nancy Cantrell, Elaine Davis, Lori 

Driessnack, Lynn Fauver, Kat Fisher, Arthur Fountain, Jerry Fountain, Roger Fultz, Melissa 

Gross, Jeff Jakeway, Nicole Jesse, Alan Johns, Richard Kerr, Christine LaBelle, Kevin Langlois, 

Denise Love, Rick McGuirk, Joe Olivieri, Todd Olivieri, Jacqueline Pelletier, Joseph Quandt, 

Spencer Robinson, Shirley Rosan, and Sharon Tilmann. 

 

The following people spoke in opposition to the proposed zoning ordinance: Damian Fisher, Jon 

Joslin, Brandon LaBelle, Doug LaBelle II, Amy Olson, Linda Partlo, Robin Stressman, Steve 

Stressman, Andy Theisen, and David Zamarron. 

 

The following people spoke in favor of the new zoning ordinance: Barbara Anderson, Anne 

Heidemann, Marie Koper, and Kristin LaLonde. 

 

Josh Chaffin questioned whether or not the appropriate zoning category was assigned to His 

House located at 211 W. Broomfield. 
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There being no one else who wished to speak the public hearing was closed. 

 

Board Discussion: 

 

Motion by Horgan, support by Joseph to recommend that the City Commission adopt the 

proposed zoning ordinance and map. 

 

Commissioner Dailey commented that the process of creating the proposed zoning ordinance and 

map was not hidden as some members of the public implied in their comments, and that the input 

provided tonight was late but should be considered in making a decision on how to move 

forward.  

 

Chair Hoenig commented that 90% of those who spoke are in the real estate business and further 

commented that there had been plenty of opportunity to be involved in the process. 

 

Vice-Chair Horgan also commented that she wished people would have participated earlier and 

that there has been a lot of promotion throughout this process and it has not been kept secret 

from the public.  

 

Commissioner Kostrzewa stated that he did not feel it was too late and that there were a lot of 

compelling speakers. He stated that a lot of time has been spent on this project and there are 

many good parts. Still, he felt that the portion of the zoning map that has been the major topic of 

concern at the public hearing should be addressed. 

 

Commissioner Friedrich asked Kain what options they had and if delaying would delay the City 

Commission's public hearing. 

 

Kain stated they could adopt the motion on the floor, which would move the project to the City 

Commission. He reminded the Board that this is simply a recommendation and there would be 

further time to study the issue. The City Commission is under no obligation to act on the 

recommendation. The Board could also adopt a different motion or postpone action. If 

postponement was preferred, the Board should provide some direction to staff as to the rationale 

for postponement and what information is needed in order to make a decision at a later date. 

 

Commissioner Liesch reminded the Board that along with the comments tonight, they also have 

12 letters of support. 

 

Commissioner Dailey asked about amending the map. 

 

Chair Hoenig commented that this process has been happening since last year and the public is 

assuming that no students will be living in this area.  She noted that non-conformities do not just 

go away. 

 

Kain noted that the map and line seems to be the area of contention and reiterated that the map 

change was announced at Planapalooza.  He commented that if the Board has a level of 
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discomfort over this element, they could include in their motion that the City Commission take 

into consideration the comments from tonight's public hearing. He further reminded them that 

tonight is not the final step in the adoption process. 

 

Commissioner Kostrzewa asked what would be the burden of waiting and if they have made a 

mistake why not correct it at this level.  He commented that overall this is a beautiful document 

with one major faux paus. 

 

Kain stated that if the Board wishes, they could amend the motion or make a new motion to 

make a change to the zoning map. 

 

Vice-Chair Horgan commented that many of the people in attendance tonight would love that 

change while many others do not.  She further commented that they are not pushing students out 

and that there will be plenty of space for the students. She noted that for her it is a choice 

between staying the same or planning for the future.  She further commented that Fancher School 

has recently put on a huge addition and this area is close to Sacred Heart and may therefore be 

appealing to single families. 

 

In compliance with the Board’s rules of procedure, a motion was made to extend the meeting 

beyond the present time of 10:00 p.m. by Joseph, supported by Liesch to extend the meeting 30 

minutes. Motion approved unanimously. 

 

Vice-Chair Horgan asked staff about the buffer that was created in the 2015 M-2 text change.  

Kain noted that the buffer is built into the special use permit standards and exists wherever the 

zoning district boundary is moved. 

 

Motion by Kostrzewa, support by Friedrich, to amend the motion to recommend that the City 

Commission adopt the proposed zoning ordinance with an amendment to the map to rezone the 

properties east of Main Street, south of High Street, and west of Fancher Street that are currently 

zoned M-2 to CD-4 with student organizations and rooming dwellings permitted. 

 

Commissioner Joseph commented that he feels it would be valuable to ask the City Commission 

to look at this as this seems to be the contention point. 

 

Commissioner Friedrich commented that the other side will have a chance to come forward at 

the City Commission public hearing. 

 

Commissioner Kostrzewa stated he would like to see this strong, forceful amendment added at 

the Planning Commission level. 

 

Commissioner Joseph commented that he lives in this area and would like to see it remain 

houses.  He noted students can still rent the houses.  If the area is changed to CD-4 he feels that 

would allow higher density housing that wouldn't fit the area.  He did comment that he would be 

okay with a house for no more than four. 
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Vice-Chair Horgan stated she lives on Kinney Street and there are several families in the 

neighborhood. 

 

Chairman Hoenig asked for a roll-call vote on the amendment to the motion: 

 

Yays:  Dailey, Friedrich, Irwin, Kostrzewa.  

Nays:  Horgan, Hoenig, Joseph, Liesch.   

 

Motion failed 4:4. 

 

Motion by Dailey, support by Joseph, to amend the motion to recommend that the City 

Commission adopt the proposed zoning ordinance and map but seriously reconsider whether all 

the parcels east of Main Street, south of High Street, and west of Fancher Street that are currently 

zoned M-2 should be zoned CD-4 with student organizations and rooming dwellings permitted.  

Vice-Chair Horgan accepted that amendment to her motion. 

 

Commissioner Liesch commented that this will keep the project moving along, as most of the 

proposed zoning ordinance is very positive and will allow the City Commission to take a closer 

look at the map. 

 

Roll Call Vote: 

Yays:  Dailey, Friedrich, Hoenig, Horgan, Joseph, Kostrzewa, Liesch.  

Nays:  Irwin 

 

Motion approved 7:1 

 

At this time Commissioner Driessnack rejoined the meeting. 

 

VI.    Public Comments: 

 

Chair Hoenig opened the floor for public comments.  There being no one who wished to speak, 

public comments was closed. 

 

VII.    Site Plan Reviews: 

 

 None 

 

VIII.   Unfinished Business: 

  

None 

 

IX.  New Business: 

 

Kain reported that throughout the summer the Medical Marihuana Ad Hoc committee met to 

review the Michigan Medical Marihuana Facilities Licensing Act (MMMFLA).  Kain provided a 

summary of the committee's tasks, noting that the committee has made a recommendation to the 
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City Commission to allow all five facility types under certain circumstances. Following several 

work sessions, the City Commission has asked the Planning Commission to provide feedback on 

the zoning criteria to be applied, including location criteria, prior to preparing an ordinance.  

Kain asked that the Board set a work session for November 2, 2017. 

 

Motion by Friedrich, support by Liesch, to set a work session on medical marihuana facilities at 

the November 2, 2017 regular meeting. 

 

Motion approved unanimously. 

 

X. Other: 

   

Staff Report:   

 
A. November Meeting:  Kain noted that we have not received any applications so the work 

session will likely be the only item on the November agenda. 

 

B. MDOT Invitation:  Kain referred to the information included in packets regarding a series 

of workshops on the Bay Region Non-motorized Transportation Plan that MDOT will be 

hosting, noting one will be in Mt. Pleasant and is open to anyone who wishes to attend. 

 

Kain thanked the Board for their hard work on the proposed zoning ordinance and map.  

 

XI. Adjournment: 

 

 Motion by Friedrich, support by Dailey, to adjourn.   

 

 Meeting was adjourned at 10:30 p.m. 

 

 

 bam 
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Kain, Jacob

From: Peter O'Connell <oconnellpeter@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 3:37 PM

To: Kain, Jacob

Cc: Ling, Kathy

Subject: Rezoning issue

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Jacob: 

 

I think some institutional knowledge would be helpful in the current rezoning decision regarding the land 

adjacent to CMU. Thirty (30) years ago the city had an aggressive plan to revitalize the area, the plan worked. 

Today that area is 100% better with a lot less difficulties for the court system. The buildings are safer and 

much improved over past practices. The old saying, "If its not broken, don't fix it" applies to this 

situation. There exists little practical reason to rezone at this time, unless you are looking to go back to the old 

days when many of these homes were in disrepair. Regards, 

 

Peter O'Connell 

1316 Crosslanes 

Mt Pleasant, Mi, 48858 
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Kain, Jacob

From: Sam Raisanen <Samuel.Raisanen@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 5:16 PM

To: Kain, Jacob; lesley@hoeniglaw.com

Cc: Ridley, Nancy; Ling, Kathy

Subject: Character-Based Zoning Ordinance

Follow Up Flag: Flag for follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Jacob, 

Could you please make sure the below communication is placed on the dais tonight?  Unfortunately, Lara and I 

are not going to be able to attend.  I am sorry for the lateness of our note as we had planned to attend the 

meeting and speak during the public hearing. 

Sam 

 

 

Dear Chairperson Hoenig and Members of the Planning Commission: 

 

We would love to attend the hearing tonight to congratulate the Planning Commission in 

person.  Unfortunately, we cannot be with you this evening to recognize your hard work.  However, we very 

much would like to applaud City Planner Jacob Kain and the members of the Planning Commission who have 

worked so tirelessly with the consultants to present a new zoning ordinance which truly embodies residents' 

wishes and vision for Mt. Pleasant.  From its focus on the preservation of our wonderful historic 

neighborhoods to its bold vision for the community's future, the draft ordinance is reflective of pride in our 

past and hope for our future.   

 

This Character Based Zoning Ordinance is an inspirational step toward a future in which Mount Pleasant 

recognizes its goals of vibrancy, diversity, and smart growth.  Accepting this vision takes strong and 

courageous leadership, a commitment to the future, and faith in the residents who spent their time during the 

planning process making their desires for their community known.  We urge the Planning Commission to 

recommend adoption of the draft zoning ordinance, as is, to the City Commission. 

 

We appreciate the thoughtful way the draft ordinance outlines plans for our downtown, for the Mission Street 

corridor, for our parks and civic spaces, and most importantly, for our neighborhoods.  It is an embodiment of 

the personality of our city, and an effort to recognize the potential of what our community can be. 

 

A last note on the change in zoning of the areas north of campus - Franklin, University, and Lansing 

Streets.  Those streets are perfect for the realization of what the character-based zoning ordinance envisions - 

a truly vibrant, diverse neighborhood with families and students living side-by-side in a neighborhood which 

preserves all that is wonderful about life in Mt Pleasant.  Please keep those streets zoned residential.  It is a 

first step toward achieving our community's vision for our future. 

 

Thank you for your hard work.  It is noticed and appreciated. 

 

Sincerely, 
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Samuel and Lara Raisanen 

507 S. University 

 

cc: Jacob Kain, City Planner, 

      Nancy Ridley, City Manager, and 

      the Honorable Kathy Ling, Mayor 

 

 







 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

TO: Planning Commission 

 

FROM: Jacob Kain, AICP 

 City Planner 

 

DATE: November 2, 2017 

 

SUBJECT: Medical marihuana facilities work session

 

The City Commission has requested additional input from the 

medical marihuana facilities prior to initiating the drafting of ordinances for those facilities. In particular, 

your feedback is sought on the following topics:

 

1. Should distance buffers be implemented for medical marihuana facilities from se

uses? If so, what uses should be buffered and at what distance? 

 

2. In what areas of the City should provisioning centers be permitted? In particular, given the 

expanded opportunity area for commercial uses under the proposed zoning ordinance an

within what areas should provisioning centers be permitted? 

 

3. Are there any other comments or concerns on the proposed regulations suggested by the City 

Commission at this time? An overview of the current City Commission direction on this issue is 

included as an attachment here. 

 

REQUESTED ACTION: 

 
Discuss the topics identified above and provide feedback to the City Commission

 

Attachments 

1. Staff memorandum on MMMFLA dated October 19, 2017

2. City Commission MMMFLA Discussions Leading to Ordinance Dra

3. MMMFLA buffer maps 

4. MMMFLA Ad-Hoc Committee Recommendation packet 

 

 

 

MEMORANDUM 

Planning Commission  

 

 

Medical marihuana facilities work session 

City Commission has requested additional input from the Planning Commission on the 

medical marihuana facilities prior to initiating the drafting of ordinances for those facilities. In particular, 

your feedback is sought on the following topics: 

Should distance buffers be implemented for medical marihuana facilities from se

uses? If so, what uses should be buffered and at what distance?  

In what areas of the City should provisioning centers be permitted? In particular, given the 

expanded opportunity area for commercial uses under the proposed zoning ordinance an

within what areas should provisioning centers be permitted?  

Are there any other comments or concerns on the proposed regulations suggested by the City 

An overview of the current City Commission direction on this issue is 

ncluded as an attachment here.   

and provide feedback to the City Commission. 

Staff memorandum on MMMFLA dated October 19, 2017 

City Commission MMMFLA Discussions Leading to Ordinance Drafting 

Hoc Committee Recommendation packet  

on the regulation of 

medical marihuana facilities prior to initiating the drafting of ordinances for those facilities. In particular, 

Should distance buffers be implemented for medical marihuana facilities from sensitive land 

In what areas of the City should provisioning centers be permitted? In particular, given the 

expanded opportunity area for commercial uses under the proposed zoning ordinance and map, 

Are there any other comments or concerns on the proposed regulations suggested by the City 

An overview of the current City Commission direction on this issue is 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

TO: Planning Commission 

 

FROM: Jacob Kain, AICP 

 City Planner 

 

DATE: October 19, 2017 

 

SUBJECT: Medical marihuana facility recommendations

 

You will recall that in early 2017 the City Commiss

Michigan Medical Marihuana Facilities Licensing Act

and Joseph were two of the seven voting members of 

liaison to the committee. The committee was tasked 

should permit any or all of the five medical marihu

provisioning centers, processors, safety compliance facilities, secure tran

committee was also tasked with providing suggested 

 

The committee ultimately recommended allowing all five facility types u

City Commission has subsequently held three work se

direction on the content of ordinances that would p

 

The State of Michigan is required to begin accepti

December 15, 2017. The Department of Licensing and 

emergency rules that will provide for the initial s

extensive permanent rules are expected to be prepar

 

The City Commission is currently awaiting release o

end of October – before drafting any ordinances. 

Planning Commission provide feedback on the zoning 

facilities – including considerations related to the location of

prepared. Both a regulatory and zoning ordinance will eventually

will come back to the Planning Commission for a pub

considered by the City Commission for adoption.

 

REQUESTED ACTION: 

 
Move to set a work session on medical marihuana facili

 

 

 

MEMORANDUM 

Planning Commission  

 

Medical marihuana facility recommendations 

You will recall that in early 2017 the City Commission created an ad-hoc committee to review the 

Michigan Medical Marihuana Facilities Licensing Act (MMMFLA). Planning Commissioners Hoenig 

and Joseph were two of the seven voting members of the committee, and I served as a non

liaison to the committee. The committee was tasked with providing recommendations on whether the City 

should permit any or all of the five medical marihuana facility types authorized under the act: 

ocessors, safety compliance facilities, secure transporters, and growers. The 

committee was also tasked with providing suggested regulatory parameters for facilities to be permitte

recommended allowing all five facility types under certain circumstances. The 

City Commission has subsequently held three work sessions to review the recommendation and provide 

direction on the content of ordinances that would permit the facilities.  

The State of Michigan is required to begin accepting applications for medical marihuana facilities on

December 15, 2017. The Department of Licensing and Regulatory Affairs (LARA) is currently preparing 

emergency rules that will provide for the initial state-level regulation of these facilities while more 

extensive permanent rules are expected to be prepared and adopted at some point over the next year. 

The City Commission is currently awaiting release of the emergency rules from LARA 

before drafting any ordinances. The City Commission has also requested that the 

Planning Commission provide feedback on the zoning criteria to be applied to medical marihuana 

including considerations related to the location of the facilities – before ordinances are 

h a regulatory and zoning ordinance will eventually be prepared, and the zoning ordinance 

will come back to the Planning Commission for a public hearing and recommendation before being 

considered by the City Commission for adoption. 

e to set a work session on medical marihuana facilities at your November 2, 2017 regular meeting.
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MMMFLA Discussions Leading to Ordinance Drafting

Summary of Parameters Generally Agreed to During September 11 Work Session

ü General agreement reached on following issues for initial draft of ordinances

o Allow all 5 facilities

o Allow all 3 sizes of grow facilities

o Include following regulations in appropriate ordinance

§ All facilities

• Odor control measures

• Security cameras

• Security lighting

• Panic alarms/Building alarm

• No on-site consumption of MM

• Waste containers stored inside

• Not allowed to replace an existing non-conforming use

• Security of cash

• Backflow prevention for water service lines

§ Provisioning Centers only

• Hours of operation (9:00 a.m. – 9:00 p.m.)

§ Secure Transporter only

• Transport vehicles stored inside an enclosed building

o Allow no more than 3 of each of the 5 types of facilities

Summary of Parameters Generally Agreed to During October 9 Work Session

ü Limits on proximity

o Some buffer (between 500 feet and 1000 feet) from K-12 schools, CMU, 

daycares, parks and churches-draft ordinance with a blank to be filled in.

o If within that same number of feet from residential, should be treated as a 

special regulated use – staff to draft language consistent with draft zoning code

ü Zoning designations

o Allow all five facilities in industrial zone

o Allow provisioning centers in areas that are considered commercial under 

current zoning (such as Pickard, Mission, Downtown)

§ Request input from Planning Commission on locations



Updated October 11, 2017

§ Recommendation from City Planner on how to write into the draft 

ordinance

ü Penalties for non-compliance

o Zoning violations should be handled similar to other zoning violations

o Regulation violations-would like staff recommendation

ü Waiting on LARA regulations/guidelines before addressing the following:

o Based on allowing three of each type of facility, how to decide who gets licensed 

if more than three apply?

o Separation/distance from like facilities

o Regulation questions remaining:

§ All facilities-require transfer and delivery inside an enclosed building?-

group was concerned whether this would work for provisioning centers

§ Need LARA guidance on whether a requirement can be imposed that 

marihuana must be grown in the City in order to be sold in the City

§ Need LARA guidance on how stacked licenses will be regulated?



























 
 

Date:   July 12, 2017 

 

To:  City Commission  

 

From:  Nicholas Madaj, City Commissioner 

Chair, Michigan Medical Marihuana Facilities Licensing Act (MMMFLA) Ad Hoc 

Committee  

 

Subject: Ad Hoc Committee recommendation 

 

On behalf of the Michigan Medical Marihuana Facilities Licensing Act (MMMFLA) Ad Hoc 

Committee, let me express our appreciation for the opportunity to review and provide a 

recommendation on this important issue. The committee has engaged with dozens of 

stakeholders since May in the preparation of this report. We have also researched how other 

Michigan communities are responding to the MMMFLA as well as the experience of other states 

who have legalized medical marijuana and/or recreational marijuana. 

 

The committee recommendation is premised upon providing local patient access to medical 

marijuana via provisioning centers and creating economic development opportunity through all 

five facility types while simultaneously mitigating any adverse impacts these uses might pose to 

adjacent uses – particularly residential neighborhoods and schools. To that end, the committee 

recommends permitting the facility types not accessed by patients in Industrial areas only and 

prohibiting provisioning centers adjacent to K-12 schools. The committee also recommends that 

all five facility types be treated as special uses under the zoning ordinance; this will not only 

ensure that facility approvals are subject to public scrutiny but also provide the Planning 

Commission with the ability to impose appropriate conditions to safeguard the community. 

 

Preliminary information obtained from the Michigan Department of Licensing and Regulatory 

Affairs indicates that the state will be promulgating limited “emergency” rules regulating the 

five facility types during at least the first year. The committee recommendation was adjusted on 

that basis to ensure critical issues such as odor control and security lighting were addressed. The 

committee further recommends that growers be permitted only within enclosed buildings; this 

will provide enhanced security and odor control while also increasing the potential property tax 

revenues from that facility type.  

 

The committee also feels a limitation on the number of provisioning centers was warranted to 

ensure the community is not overwhelmed with a disproportionate number of those facilities and 

so that the City can learn through experience with them over the coming year and beyond. 

Although some members continue to feel that the license cap should be lower or higher, the 

consensus of the committee is that 10 is an appropriate starting point.  

 

The committee recognizes the unique and important nature of this issue to the Mt. Pleasant 

community and respectfully submits the following recommendation and report for consideration 

by the City Commission. 
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I. CHARGE: 

 

 Research MMMFLA and provide recommendation to City Commission on the suggested 

parameters and elements to include in a draft ordinance(s) with reasons why and 

potential implications 

 Research to include but not be limited to: 

o Review of the law 

o What other Michigan communities have done or plan to do 

o Input from a couple of cities in other states to learn from their experience 

o Obtain input from: 

 City Prosecutor 

 County Prosecutor 

 Federal Prosecutor 

 Tribal Representatives 

 CMU Representatives 

 Chamber of Commerce 

 Tax Increment Finance Authority/Principal Shopping District (TIFA/PSD) 

 Downtown Development Authority (DDA) 

 Industrial Park South Property Owners Group 

 Neighborhood Associations 

 Proponents/Interested Facility Providers 

 Other Law Enforcement 

 Pharmacists 

 Hold a town hall type meeting to obtain input from residents 

 After general agreement by the City Commission on the recommended parameters, 

provide a draft ordinance(s) for consideration by the City Commission and Planning 

Commission 

 

  



 

II. RECOMMENDATION: 

 

Permit all five facility types authorized under the MMMFLA within the following parameters:  
 

Provisioning Centers 

 Allow in Commercial and Industrial zoning districts subject to special use permit. 

 Limit the number of facilities to 10 with review of the appropriateness of that limit by the 

City Commission 12 months after adoption. 

 Prohibit the location of provisioning centers adjacent to K-12 schools. 

 Implement special use criteria requiring that provisioning centers implement odor control 

measures and provide security lighting. 

 

Processors 

 Allow in Industrial zoning districts subject to special use permit. 

 No prescribed limit on the number of facilities.  

 Implement special use criteria requiring that processors implement odor control measures 

and provide security lighting. 

 

Safety Compliance Facilities 

 Allow in Industrial zoning districts subject to special use permit. 

 No prescribed limit on the number of facilities.  

 Implement special use criteria requiring that safety compliance facilities provide security 

lighting. 

 

Secure Transporters 

 Allow in Industrial zoning districts subject to special use permit. 

 No prescribed limit on the number of facilities. 

 Implement special use criteria requiring that secure transporters provide security 

lighting. 

 

Growers 

 Allow in Industrial zoning districts subject to special use permit. 

 No prescribed limit on the number of facilities. 

 Implement special use criteria requiring that grow operations occur within an enclosed 

building, implement odor control measures, and provide security lighting. 

 

  



 

III. MEETING NOTES 

  



 

MEETING NOTES 
Michigan Medical Marihuana Facilities Licensing Act (MMMFLA) Ad Hoc Committee  

May 3, 2017 

7:00 p.m., City Hall 

 

I. Call to Order 

Meeting called to order at 7:01 p.m. 

 

Members Present: Curcio (left at 8:04 p.m.), Foster, Gillis, Joseph, Kain, Kridler, 

Lauria, Madaj, McQueen 

Members Absent:  Hoenig 

 

II. Welcome and Introductions      
Chair Madaj welcomed the group.  

Committee member introductions occurred. 

 

III. Review of Committee Charge      
Chair Madaj reviewed charge with the committee.  

 

Gillis indicated that the committee should look at the timeframe of operations and 

preventing the location of provisioning centers near parks.  

 

Joseph indicated that the committee should consider other communities’ ordinances, 

revenue, insurance requirement, location, and quantity.  

 

McQueen indicated that the committee should consider what is best for patients, the 

community, and business interests. 

 

Kain noted that a webpage has been created on the City’s website with information 

about this issue so that members of the public can stay informed. 

 
IV. Review of MMMFLA Law 

Curcio provided presentation on MMMFLA law. 

 

Gillis inquired about fees and revenues. Curcio clarified how revenues will be 

distributed.  

 

Gillis inquired about improving additional local taxes. Curcio clarified that there is no 

state enabling legislation.  

 

McQueen inquired about tax on growers. Curcio to check, but does not believe so.  

 

Madaj asked about limitation on facility quantities. McQueen stated that product flow 

will track supply, and only limiting provisions centers will limit supply to consumers. 

Curcio and McQueen clarified that LARA working out regulations regarding cap on 

facility types.  

 



 

McQueen indicated he would prefer special use permit with either a hard number or 

location limits.  

 

Kridler indicated spatial limits in City would likely control extent of growing.  

 

Gillis indicated that we have sufficient industrial land including industrial parks 

within which growers could locate.  

 

Gillis asked if any ordinances limited quantities by population. Curcio stated he has 

not but it would likely be possible.      
 

V. Public Input on Agenda Items-5 minute limit per person 
Ron Shirely, Mitchell Wagoner, and Glenn Bordine addressed the committee. 

   

VI. Discussion on Next Steps      
The committee discussed ideas for stakeholder outreach. Consensus was to mail a 

letter requesting input from the stakeholder groups identified in the charge with the 

addition of local physicians (via McLaren Central Michigan) and the public schools. 

Kain stated that he will prepare a draft letter to mail out within the next week to 

stakeholders. 

 

Gillis requested that Lauria reach out to law enforcement agencies in other 

communities that currently have dispensaries such as Ypsilanti and East Lansing. 

Lauria agreed to reach out. 

 

McQueen agreed that feedback from law enforcement agencies would be useful. 

 

The committee discussed additional information that would be helpful in forming a 

recommendation.  

 

McQueen suggested the committee keep in mind SB 660 that relates to the 

rescheduling of Medical Marihuana by the state in the event that the federal 

government does so first. McQueen also suggested that the committee consider the 

potential of future legalization of recreational marihuana. 

 

Kridler recommended that the group stick to the charge from the City Commission. 

Kridler also inquired about the current number of caregivers and patients in Isabella 

County. Madaj concurred and requested similar numbers from adjacent counties as 

well. Kain noted that MSU Extension had provided figures but those numbers were not 

legible in the copies including in the committee’s materials. Kain will obtain statewide 

numbers by county for the committee. 

 

Kain requested that committee members begin thinking about which of the five facility 

types they may want to recommend permitting, where and where not to locate those 

facilities, how many facilities would be desired, and what conditions they may wish to 

impose on allowed facilities. Kain will prepare information on special use regulation for 

the committee’s next meeting. 

 



 

VII. Adjournment 

Meeting adjourned at 8:55 p.m. 

  



 

MEETING NOTES 
Michigan Medical Marihuana Facilities Licensing Act (MMMFLA) Ad Hoc Committee  

May 17, 2017 

7:00 p.m., City Hall 
 

Agenda 
 

I. Call to Order 

Meeting called to order at 7:00 p.m. 

 

Members Present: Curcio, Foster, Gillis, Hoenig, Joseph, Kain, Kridler, Lauria, Madaj, 

McQueen 

Members Absent:  None 

 

II. Communications 

No communications at this time. Kain provided an overview of the county data that 

was requested by the committee at the last meeting and which was included in the 

meeting packet. 

 

Madaj introduced Hoenig, who was absent at the last meeting. 

 

III. Public Input on Agenda Items 
Mitchell Wagoner, David Palermo, Diyonn Fahlman, and Ron Shirely addressed the 

committee. 
 

IV. Stakeholder Outreach Update 

Kain reviewed the stakeholder letter that was mailed out on May 8, 2017. 

 

Madaj suggested supplementing the outreach letter with a follow up letter containing 

the draft recommendation after the June 7 meeting ahead of the town hall. 

 
V. Review of regulatory options through zoning 

Kain provided a presentation on zoning basics with an emphasis on how uses are 

permitted by right or special use permit. McQueen stated that the special use permit 

seemed like the right approach for medical marihuana uses. Foster asked for 

clarification on requirements for uses allowed by right. Kridler asked about the timing 

of the new ordinance and whether medical marihuana can be integrated. Kain noted 

that placeholders are being added to the draft ordinance so that more specific language 

can be added later to address these uses. 
 

VI. Discussion of potential regulatory framework 
 

a. Facility types 

Committee expressed willingness to recommend all 5 uses under certain 

circumstance. Kridler asked if outdoor grow operations made sense in the City. 

McQueen indicated that indoor grow operations generally produce a better quality 

product and are more secure. Kain noted that indoor grow operations would also 

likely provide more revenue since buildings are the primary source of taxable value. 



 

Foster indicated a willingness of allowing all three classes of growing operations. 

McQueen recommended allowing all three classes as well, as the space needed will 

vary depending on the size of the plants. Madaj indicated a willingness to entertain 

all three classes of growers. No one stated any objections.  

 

b. Location considerations for each type 

Provisioning Center: The group concurred that the use would make the most sense 

in a commercial district. Kain inquired whether industrial would also be 

appropriate. Group concurred that it would. 

 

Processors: The group concurred that the use would make sense in an industrial 

district. McQueen felt Commercial districts may be appropriate. Group was willing 

to readdress next week. Gillis indicated that committee should be open to both and 

further discuss next week. Foster agreed. Discussion ensued on the methods of 

processing marihuana. 

 

Secure Transporter: The group concurred that the use would make sense in an 

industrial district. Gillis indicated that commercial would be okay. Foster agreed 

that commercial would be okay.  

 

Safety Compliance: McQueen indicated that this use may be appropriate in an office 

district. Kain indicated that this facility type may have heavy truck traffic from the 

secure transporters and may be more appropriate in a district that permits similar 

uses. McQueen agreed. Gillis indicated awareness of a testing center in Walled 

Lake that looked like an office. The group concurred that the use would make sense 

in an industrial district.  

 

Grower: McQueen asked if we had unzoned land. Kain indicated no. McQueen 

asked about the residential properties north of Pickard in the industrial area. Kain 

indicated that the City has recognized redevelopment challenges in that area but no 

formal plans have been established. It is expected to remain industrially zoned 

under the new zoning ordinance. McQueen asked about rezoning to industrial to 

permit growing operations in commercial districts. McQueen indicated that a Class 

A grower might fit in other districts. Kridler disagreed. Curcio indicated that from a 

legal perspective, the master plan and existing uses would likely create challenges 

to this idea. Curcio also clarified that zoning regulations can be imposed on 

caregivers in contrary to McQueen’s point. Kain indicated that the legislative intent 

was not to permit growing in a residential district. McQueen indicated we need to 

fight back against the state. Hoenig indicated that those folks are unlikely to apply 

for a rezoning. Curcio indicated that this ordinance would not preclude such an 

application but it is unlikely to proceed. Gillis agreed that safety is a concern with 

existing grow houses. McQueen suggested not having a cap on Class A licenses.  

 

Curcio will look into offset of particular uses from other uses.  

 

c. Conditions imposed for each type  

Discussion postponed to next meeting. Kain indicated that members should 

consider both additional location issues for each use as well as other conditions they 



 

may want to impose on each use. Kain suggested using the 7 special use permit 

criteria as a starting point for the members’ thoughts.  

 

VII. Discussion on Next Steps 
Discussion postponed to next meeting. Kain indicated that the members should plan to 

discuss the format of the town hall meeting at the next meeting. The group will also 

need to develop a conceptual outline of the recommendation by the end of the next 

meeting.  

 

Gillis inquired whether an additional public comment period should be added to the 

end of the committee’s meeting agenda. Hoenig indicated that she did not support this. 

Kain indicated that the committee was just the first step of the process and that there 

would be abundant opportunities for public input. The group consented to leaving the 

public comment period as-is for future meetings. 
 

VIII. Adjournment 

Meeting adjourned at 9:05 p.m. 

  



 

MEETING NOTES 
Michigan Medical Marihuana Facilities Licensing Act (MMMFLA) Ad Hoc Committee  

June 7, 2017 

7:00 p.m., City Hall 

 

I. Call to Order 

Meeting called to order at 7:00 p.m. 

 

Members Present: Curcio, Foster, Gillis, Hoenig, Joseph, Kain, Lauria, Madaj, 

McQueen 

Members Absent:  Kridler 

 

II. Communications 

Four communications were received and were included in the meeting packet.  

 

III. Public Input on Agenda Items 
Glenn Bordine, Jennifer Verleger, Jen Zielinski, and Patty Strong addressed the 

committee. 
 

IV. Discussion on potential regulatory framework 

Kain provided each member with a worksheet that included possible regulatory factors 

for each facility type. Members completed the worksheets and results were compiled for 

discussion.  

 

Discussion ensued on the various areas of need.  

 

V. Finalize draft recommendation 
 

Following discussion, the group consensus will be compiled into a draft 

recommendation to share publicly and with the stakeholders. 
 

VI. Planning for Town Hall meeting / Next steps 
 

McQueen stated that the City should provide preference to local owners. Curcio stated 

that it not clear that state regulations would permit that. Kain indicated concern about 

providing local preference. Curcio stated that the committee could consider 

recommending the City have input into the selection of licenses. Madaj asked if there 

was consensus interest in a local preference. Committee agreed to have the attorney 

research the matter.  

 

Kain provided an overview of the town hall format for the committee.  
 

VII. Adjournment 

Meeting adjourned at 8:56 p.m. 

  



 

MEETING NOTES 
Michigan Medical Marihuana Facilities Licensing Act (MMMFLA) Ad Hoc Committee  

TOWN HALL 

June 19, 2017 

7:00 p.m., City Hall 

 

I. Call to Order 

Meeting called to order at 7:01 p.m. 

 

Members Present: Foster, Hoenig, Joseph (arrived at 7:09 p.m.), Kain, Kridler, Lauria, 

Madaj, McQueen 

Members Absent:  Curcio, Gillis 

 

II. Communications 

Three communications were received and were included in the meeting packet. Four 

additional communications were provided on the dais. 

 

III. Overview of committee charge and draft recommendation 

Kain provided a presentation. 

 
IV. Public Input  

Madaj opened the public input period. 

 

Jim Moreno, 316 S. Arnold, spoke in favor of medical marihuana. 

 

Jamie Webb, Dunaskiss Consulting, 169 West Clarkston Road, Lake Orion, spoke in 

favor of medical marihuana. She encouraged the city 1,000 foot school radius consistent 

with drug free school zones. She stated that residency preference could cause litigation 

and would need to be in the City Charter.  

 

Pat McGann-Zionts, 404 S. Washington, spoke in favor of medical marihuana access in 

the community.  

 

Diyonn Fahlman, 4278 Fairway Lane, spoke against medical marihuana and called for 

a school distance of larger than 1,000 feet.  

 

Jeremy Wimpey, 208 E. Maple, spoke in favor of medical marihuana.  

 

Todd Levitt, 600 E. Broadway, spoke in favor of the recommendation. He asked about 

limitations on provisioning centers based upon limited commercial properties in the 

city and suggested speaking to the landlords to encourage their participation.  

 

Ashley Nola, 4300 Collegiate Way, President of the Student Advocates for the Medical 

and Responsible Use of Cannabis at Central Michigan University, spoke in favor of 

medical marihuana.  

 

Kara Kurtz, 315 W. Locust #8, spoke in favor of medical marihuana and the 

recommendation. She suggested putting some of the revenue toward local education. 



 

 

Madaj closed the public input session at 7:37 p.m. 

 

V. Review of next steps 

Kain reminded the committee that a meeting would be held on Wednesday to discuss 

the public input, review the recommendation, and determine any revisions. 

 
VI. Adjournment 

Meeting adjourned at 7:39 p.m. 

  



 

MEETING NOTES 
Michigan Medical Marihuana Facilities Licensing Act (MMMFLA) Ad Hoc Committee  

June 21, 2017 

7:00 p.m., City Hall 

 

I. Call to Order 

Meeting called to order at 7:01 p.m. 

 

Members Present: Curcio, Foster, Hoenig, Joseph, Kain, Kridler, Lauria, Madaj, 

McQueen 

Members Absent:  Gillis 

 

II. Communications 

No communications were received.  

 

III. Public Input on Agenda Items 
Erik Rodriguez on behalf of the Saginaw Chippewa Indian Tribe, Michael Covarrubias, 

Ashley Nola, Mildred Wujek, and Steve Stressman addressed the committee. 
 

IV. Discussion of Town Hall feedback and potential revisions to draft 

recommendation 

Kain provided an update on the ordinance development process in the City of Lansing. 

He also stated that he has learned that the City of Big Rapids and Big Rapids 

Township would not be opting in. Kain updated the committee on pending ordinances 

on these facilities from the City of Lansing in response to Gillis’ statements at the last 

meeting. Kain also indicated that he and Lauria had attended a training that included 

a question and answer session with the director of LARA. Kain learned that LARA will 

likely issue emergency rules regulating these facilities and that the rules will likely 

address only site security and no other elements, contrary to what some committee 

members had anticipated. He also learned that municipal involvement in permit 

approvals would be minimal and would likely preclude the desire of this committee to 

explore preference to local ownership. 

 

McQueen asked for clarification on special use permits. Kain explained the purpose for 

regulating uses by special use permit. 

 

Foster asked for clarification on the letter from Chief Yeagley regarding the proximity 

of facilities to campus. 

 

Joseph stated that he appreciated the feedback from the public. He suggested that the 

committee may want to consider more regulation. He asked if the committee should 

recommend a fee. Madaj stated that was not part of the charge and can be left to the 

City Commission. 

 

Madaj stated that he would like to further discuss the placement of facilities in 

relationship to neighborhoods and schools. He advocated a slower, more deliberate 

approach.  

 



 

Kridler asked if we could opt in at any time. Curcio stated that we could. Kridler asked 

for clarification on the licensing input from the municipality. Kain clarified that per the 

answers provided by the director of LARA the municipality would provide any adopted 

ordinances and that would be the extent of the municipal involvement. 

 

Madaj asked for direction from Curcio on the legal opinion. Madaj asked to reopen the 

discussion on local preference. Committee consensus is to remove this item from the 

recommendation. 

 

Kridler asked that communications from the Saginaw Chippewa Indian Tribe be 

received as soon as possible before July 12th so that the committee has time to review 

in advance of the next meeting. Other members of the committee concurred.  

 

McQueen asked about including information in the packet about local support for 

recreational marijuana. Kain stated that the committee can include anything they see 

fit but recommended including not cherry-picking the items included. Kridler stated 

that information on recreational marijuana not be included so as not to confuse the 

issue.  

 

Kain suggested readdressing some of the facility-specific special use criteria such as 

light trespass, odor, and traffic.  

 

Committee consensus was to regulate security lighting for all uses and odor for 

provisioning centers, processors, and growers.  

 

Discussion ensued on distance to K-12 schools. Committee consensus was to 

recommend a distance regulation for all five facilities from K-12 schools but not provide 

a specific distance regulation. Committee requested that Curcio research the 

applicability to federal drug free school zone regulations to the university.  

 

Madaj requested that the committee consider limiting the number of facilities, 

particularly provisioning centers, to provide the city an opportunity to incrementally 

evaluate our regulations and adjust as needed. Foster argued against a limit on the 

number of facilities to maintain patient access. Joseph suggested that finding a 

number allowable would be difficult and that a high limit might be meaningless. 

McQueen stated that we have had 5-6 have operated in the past. Hoenig stated that it 

would seem cumbersome to change a limit later. McQueen stated that a maximum 

number may be beneficial for the committee to influence. Kain advocated for a 

maximum that would provide at least some control initially and shared some thoughts 

on the local commercial market. Discussion ensued on a specific number. Foster 

mentioned that medical marihuana is expensive and most patients do not obtain a 30 

day supply and expressed concern about overcrowding of provisioning centers. Kridler 

and Madaj were interested in a cap of 10 or less; the other committee members felt 10-

15 was more appropriate. The item will be further discussed at the next meeting. 

 

V. Adjournment 

Meeting adjourned at 9:12 p.m.  

 



 

MEETING NOTES 
Michigan Medical Marihuana Facilities Licensing Act (MMMFLA) Ad Hoc Committee  

July 12, 2017 

7:00 p.m., City Hall 

 

I. Call to Order 

Meeting called to order at 7:01 p.m. 

 

Members Present: Curcio, Foster, Gillis, Hoenig, Joseph, Kain, Kridler, Lauria, Madaj, 

McQueen 

Members Absent:  None 

 

II. Communications 

Two communications were received.  

 

III. Public Input on Agenda Items 
Matthew Taylor, Travis Copenhaver, Joseph Fisher, Glenn Bordine, Ashley Nola, and 

Jenn Zielinski addressed the committee. 
 

IV. Finalize recommendation to City Commission 
Kain provided an overview of the recommendation packet.  

 

Foster advocated against including a cap on provisioning center licenses.  

 

Joseph questioned whether or not the committee can or should provide a specific 

number or cap on provisioning centers. He indicated 15 would likely be too many, but 

that it was hard to say whether 0-10 was appropriate.  

 

McQueen indicated that he agreed with both Foster and Joseph. He challenged the 

assumption that having more provisioning centers would increase the likelihood that 

marijuana would be obtained by individuals not eligible for medical marihuana.  

 

Kridler spoke in favor of a cap because it would be easier to increase than decrease the 

number permitted. He indicated that the burden would likely be on the City to 

demonstrate that someone should not receive a permit renewal from the state. He 

indicated that a distance limit based upon proximity to schools would provide some 

limitation. He suggested a limit of 10.  

 

Foster indicated support for a limit of 10. 

 

Hoenig concurred. 

 

Gillis indicated that she was concerned about the 1,000 foot limitation for proximity to 

K-12 schools. She pointed to the Mission Pharmacy and its proximity to Fancher 

School. She indicated that the potential risk with regard to the Drug-Free Schools and 

Communities Act falls upon the business owner. She indicated concern about a cap of 

10 due to the potential that licenses would be cherry-picked by the state licensing 

board.  



 

 

Madaj indicated that he would advocate greater caution up front. He stated that he 

would prefer a minimum number initially.  

 

Curcio provided information to the committee on the state licensing process. Based 

upon the text of the statute, it appears the state will control the licensing process and 

any local involvement would have to be delegated. At this point it appears LARA will 

be implementing emergency rules initially so this delegation is unlikely at the outset. 

He further discussed drug-free school zones, which create enhanced penalties for 

certain marijuana-related crimes within 1,000 feet of K-12 schools, universities, and 

100 feet of certain recreation facilities. He found that some states have mirrored these 

distance regulations under their own marijuana laws but did not see evidence that the 

federal government had sought to penalize cities or states that have permitted 

marijuana facilities within the drug-free school zone. 

 

McQueen stated that based upon his recommendation that he would be comfortable not 

limiting provisioning centers based upon proximity to schools.  

 

Foster indicated agreement based upon her understanding of the impact a buffer would 

have downtown due to Sacred Heart Academy. 

 

Gillis indicated that allowing them near schools may help fill empty storefronts. 

 

Foster asked other committee members if they would want to remove the K-12 schools 

distance requirement. Joseph indicated he felt some sort of buffer should be 

maintained but perhaps less than 1,000 feet. He indicated that he felt a buffer to the 

university would not be necessary.  

 

Madaj suggested that the committee may not be able to reach a consensus on the 

proximity distance to K-12 schools or the cap on the number of provisioning centers.  

 

Kain encouraged the committee to implement a cap given that the market potential is 

unknown and it may take time to sort out. A cap would protect the community from 

consequences as the market reaches equilibrium. 

 

Discussion ensued on the proximity to K-12 schools and the cap on provisioning 

centers. The consensus was to modify the recommendation to recommend a cap of 10 

and to explain that some committee members felt a lower or higher number would be 

appropriate in the cover memo. The committee consensus was to limit provisioning 

centers adjacent to K-12 schools, which included locations across the street from a 

school. 

 

Joseph moved to adopt the recommendation with the addition of the meeting notes and 

communications and the amendments made this evening. McQueen seconded.  

 

Motion approved 6-1.  

 

Aye: Foster, Gillis, Hoenig, Joseph, Kridler, McQueen.  



 

 

Nay: Madaj. 

 

V. Adjournment 

Meeting adjourned at 8:54 p.m. 

  



 

IV. STAKEHOLDER LIST 

 
Organizations Contact Address 

Martineau, Hackett, O'Neil & Klaus, 

PLLC 

Michael Hackett, City of Mt. Pleasant 

Prosecuting Attorney 

555 N. Main Street 

Isabella Prosecuting Attorney's 

Office 

Risa Hunt-Scully, Isabella County 

Prosecuting Attorney 

200 N. Main Street 

United States Attorney’s Office Daniel L. Lemisch, Acting U.S. Attorney 211 W. Fort Street, Suite 

2001 

Saginaw Chippewa Indian Tribe Chief Frank Cloutier 7070 E. Broadway Street 

Central Michigan University President George Ross Warriner Hall 106 

Chamber of Commerce Bret Hyble, President and CEO 113 W. Broadway Street, 

Suite 180 

Middle Michigan Development 

Corporation 

c/o Industrial Park South Property Owners 

Group 

200 E. Broadway Street 

McLaren Central Michigan  Bill Lawrence, President and CEO 1221 South Drive 

Tax Increment Finance 

Authority/Principal Shopping 

District (TIFA/PSD) 

Michelle Sponseller msponseller@mt-

pleasant.org 

Downtown Development Authority 

(DDA) 

Bill Mrdeza wmrdeza@mt-pleasant.org 

Neighborhood Associations Contact Address 

Westside Beautification Committee Heather Grass 307 N. Adams 

Orchard Glen Condo Association Karen Clark 305 Cresthaven Lane 

Washington Area Neighborhood 

Association 

David Stairs 109 W. Locust 

Mt. Pleasant Housing Commission Kim Johnson 1 W. Mosher Street 

SWAN Tom Moffit 1101 Watson 

Glenwood Neighborhood Association Brian Sponseller 1001 Glenwood 

Law Enforcement Agencies Contact Address 

Isabella County Sheriff’s 

Department 

Michael Main, Sheriff 207 Court Street #A 

Michigan State Police-Mt. Pleasant 

Post 

Tpr. Michael White 3580 S. Isabella Road 

Central Michigan University Police 

Department 

William Yeagley, Chief of Police 1720 S. East Campus 

Drive 

Saginaw Chippewa Tribal Police 

Department 

Chief of Police Donielle Bannon 6954 E Broadway 

Pharmacies Contact Address 

Downtown Drugs 
 

121 E. Broadway 

Mission Pharmacy 
 

926 S. Mission 

CVS Pharmacy 
 

1306 S. Mission 

Rite Aid 
 

117 N. Mission 

Walgreens 
 

903 N. Mission 

Meijer Pharmacy 
 

1015 W. Pickard 

Walgreens 
 

1309 S. Mission 

Schools Contact Address 

Mt. Pleasant Public Schools Mike Pung, Superintendent 720 N. Kinney 

Sacred Heart Academy Mary Kay Yonker, Principal 316 E. Michigan 



 

Committee Applicants Contact Address 
 

Brooke Bradley 811 Oakland Drive 
 

Ashley Brauker 1648 E. High Street 
 

Damian Fisher 1441 Meadow Street 
 

Diane Fleming 615 N. Lansing Street 
 

Patricia Lyon 1111 W. Pickard 
 

Patty Strong 906 E. Chippewa 
 

Mitchell Wagoner 2016 ½ S. Adams 
 

Glenn Bordine 7265 S. Mission Rd. 
 

Andrew Brockman 2402 Joseph Drive 
 

Jerry Hendon 745 E. Rosebush Rd. 
 

Father Don Henkes 302 S. Kinney Street 
 

Judy Mako 5232 E. Broadway Lot 360  
 

David Palermo 3220 E. Deerfield Rd. 
 

Matt Taylor 4511 S. Crawford 
 

Gail Unger 4902 Winding River Drive 
 

Oneal Warnsley 4300 Collegiate Way APT. 

1426B 

Other Stakeholders Contact Address 

 Kyle Slabotsky kslabotsky@gmail.com 

 Douglas E. Mains Dmains@honigman.com 

 

  



 

V. STAKEHOLDER MAILINGS 

 

  



 

May 4, 2017 

 

 

 

Dear Stakeholder: 

 

The Mt. Pleasant City Commission has created an ad hoc committee to research the Michigan 

Medical Marihuana Facilities Licensing Act (MMMFLA). The committee is charged with 

providing recommendations on the suggested parameters and elements on how the City might 

permit any of the five marihuana facility types established under the act.  

 

I am writing on behalf of the committee to seek your input on this issue. Your input will help us 

make a sound and balanced recommendation to the City Commission on this issue. We expect to 

have a draft recommendation prepared by mid-June and will be providing our final 

recommendation to the City Commission at the end of July.  

 

There are three primary ways you can provide your input to us:   

 

1. Join us at any of our remaining committee meetings, all of which are held at 7 p.m. 

in the Mt. Pleasant City Hall Commission Chamber – 320 W. Broadway Street. 

Each meeting will include an opportunity for public comment at which you can 

share your thoughts with the committee. 

Wednesday, May 17 

Wednesday, June 7 

Monday, June 19 – Town Hall 

Wednesday, June 21 

Wednesday, July 12 

2. Provide your input by mail. Please send correspondence to the Ad-Hoc Committee 

on MMMFLA, 320 W. Broadway Street, Mt. Pleasant, MI 48858. 

3. Provide your input by email. Please send correspondence to manager@mt-

pleasant.org.  

 

If you have any questions about the committee’s work, please feel free to contact Jacob Kain, 

City Planner, at (989) 779-5346 or jkain@mt-pleasant.org. You can also stay updated on the 

City’s progress on this issue by visiting www.mt-pleasant.org/MMMFLA.    

 

Thank you in advance for your input on this important issue. 

 

Sincerely 

 

 

 

Nicholas Madaj 

City Commissioner 

Chair, Ad Hoc Committee on MMMFLA 

 

  



 

June 7, 2017 

 

 

 

Dear Stakeholder: 

 

I am following up on my earlier letter to you dated 05/04/2017 regarding the City of Mt. 

Pleasant’s ad hoc committee on the Michigan Medical Marihuana Facilities Licensing Act 

(MMMFLA). You will recall that the committee is charged with providing recommendations on 

the suggested parameters and elements on how the City might permit any of the five marihuana 

facility types established under the act.  

 

The committee has prepared a draft recommendation which is attached to this letter. On behalf 

of the committee, I invite you to join for a town hall meeting regarding the recommendation on 

Monday, June 19th at 7 p.m. Mt. Pleasant City Hall Commission Chamber – 320 W. Broadway 

Street. This meeting will be dedicated to receiving public input on the proposed recommendation. 

The committee’s final recommendation will be provided to the City Commission in July.  

 

If you are unable to join us on June 19th, you may also provide your comments by mail or email. 

Please send correspondence to the Ad-Hoc Committee on MMMFLA, 320 W. Broadway Street, 

Mt. Pleasant, MI 48858 or to manager@mt-pleasant.org.  

 

If you have any questions about the committee’s work, please feel free to contact Jacob Kain, 

City Planner, at (989) 779-5346 or jkain@mt-pleasant.org. You can also stay updated on the 

City’s progress on this issue by visiting www.mt-pleasant.org/MMMFLA.    

 

Thank you to those who have provided input to the committee to date. We appreciate your 

continued involvement in this important process. 

 

Sincerely 

 

 

 

Nicholas Madaj 

City Commissioner 

Chair, Ad Hoc Committee on MMMFLA 

 

  



 

VI. COMMUNICATIONS RECEIVED 
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Kain, Jacob

From: Patty Lyon <lyonwilltoo@yahoo.com>

Sent: Sunday, May 21, 2017 5:31 PM

To: Kain, Jacob

Subject: Input for Consideration of MMMFLA Committee

Attachments: city.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Flag for follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hello Jacob, 

I received a letter asking for input regarding the suggested parameters and elements on how the City might permit any 

of the five marijuana facilities.   

 

I have attached a .PDF that I created from a Word document.  In it I share some ideas, and thoughts from researching 

the legalization of marijuana. 

 

Thank you for your consideration, 

Patricia Lyon 



In June 2016, I finished my Business Administration bachelor’s degree at Northwood University.  During 

one of my last classes, I had the opportunity to write a paper about the legalization of marijuana.  I 

found it very interesting to compare the likeness of the legalization of marijuana to the legalization of 

alcohol in 1933.  When you requested volunteers for your committee, I thought it might be interesting 

to learn about the city’s new opportunities. 

Some people believed alcohol was created by the devil.  That anyone who would consume it would 

become like the devil themselves.  A sin tax was created as an excise tax specifically levied on certain 

goods deemed harmful to society, for example alcohol and tobacco, candies, drugs, soft drinks, fast 

foods, coffee, sugar, and gambling.  The hope being that it would educate users on the effects of such 

goods.  As we all know, alcohol was legalized and the rest as we say, “is history”.   

Regarding marijuana, many people praise it’s use for pain relief and other types of medical needs, like 

type claims have been made with alcohol.  Some people believe marijuana helps them to see more 

clearly or understand life better.  Like alcohol, marijuana has been deemed harmful to society and the 

beginning of the end.  However, unlike cigarettes, the cannabis plant does not include nicotine.  Nicotine 

is a antiherbivore chemical which is commonly used in insecticide.  Yet, cigarettes are legal and anyone 

over the age of 18 may purchase them.   

The issue to determine parameters and elements on how the city may permit any of the five marijuana 

facilities might consider the following: 

• Research the zoning laws to determine the best location.  Respect the area and avoid conflict 

with other businesses.    

• Hire knowledgeable people to run such establishments and establish a business plan, including 

accurate accounting practices. 

• Ensure that law enforcement know the business has no criminal intentions. 

• Market the business to attract customers. 

With the diverse population in the Mt. Pleasant area, and its central location in the state, Mt. Pleasant 

should be a good location.     

When marijuana sales become legal, having an established business may help with creditability and 

increased awareness. 
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Pritchard, Addie

Subject: FW: MMMFLA

From: Isabella County Sheriff [mailto:mmain@isabellacounty.org]  

Sent: Tuesday, May 30, 2017 2:41 PM 
To: city manager 

Subject: MMMFLA 

 

Nancy I hope all is well in your world. I recently received a letter from Commissioner Nicholas Madaj in 

regards to the Ad hoc committee for MMMFLA and an invite to participate. I have had some informal 

discussions early with P.S. Dir Lauria and a local business man who was interested in such a business model. 

Obviously he was told and was aware of the zoning matters that those would have to be decided prior to moving 

forward. . Although, I have some concerns in regards to an increase in potential criminal opportunity with such 

a business, I also understand the positive financial impact that it may have on municipalities through new 

business and taxable options.  It is my understanding that we have the Counties Zoning representation at these 

meetings as well. I believe between MPPD's input and the Counties Zoning, my Offices best interest is being 

served at this time through those folks. I would always be open to answering any questions that might not fall 

outside of what they might feel comfortable answering on behalf of my Office. Again, I thank you and the Ad 

Hoc committee for the invitation and will monitor from a distance. If you have any questions or if the 

committee has any questions for me please let me know.  

 

 

 

Sheriff 
Michael Main 

Isabella County  

 
 

207 Court Street 
Mt Pleasant MI 48858 

 

989 772 5911 Main Line 

989 779 3301 Direct Line 

989 317 4911 Direct Fax 

www.Isabellacounty.org  

isabellasheriff@isabellacounty.org  

 

Those who cannot change their minds cannot change anything - George Bernard Shaw 

"Are you a Guardian or a Pioneer" 
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Subject: FW: Sample medical marihuana ordinance | Draft 06 01 17

Attachments: CLEAN ORDINANCE TEMPLATE (cities) v2.doc

 

From: Kevin Chang [mailto:kevinchang@wildbillstobacco.com]  

Sent: Thursday, June 01, 2017 4:58 PM 

To: Kain, Jacob <jkain@mt-pleasant.org> 

Subject: Sample medical marihuana ordinance | Draft 06 01 17 

Hi Jacob, 

Enclosed you will find a sample draft ordinance in compliance with the MMFLA.  We drafted this sample ordinance to 
include the implementation of all five facilities via a thorough vetting process of each applicant by committee and requiring 
each facility to operate under a minimum operational standard. 

Should there be any questions regarding our sample ordinance, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Thank you in advance, 

                    Kevin CKevin CKevin CKevin C. Chang. Chang. Chang. Chang    

    Wild Bill’s TobaccoWild Bill’s TobaccoWild Bill’s TobaccoWild Bill’s Tobacco
    Corporate OfficeCorporate OfficeCorporate OfficeCorporate Office 

 1100 W Maple Rd. 

 Troy, MI. 48084 

 (248) 647-9999 x 108 – Office 

 (248) 647-9987 - Fax 

     (949) 338-6727 - Cell 

 kevinchang@wildbillstobacco.com 

 www.wildbillstobacco.com 

Wild Bills Tobacco, PROPRIETARY & CONFIDENTIAL.  Electronic Correspondence cannot be guaranteed to be secure, 
timely or error free.  This is subject to change without notice and is intended only for employees, Licensees and/or 
affiliates.  We do not take responsibility for acting on time-sensitive instructions sent by email.  The information in this 
transmittal is confidential.  Do not copy, provide, or otherwise disseminate.  It is intended for the individual or entity named 
above.  If you have received this email in error please contact the person identified above immediately and destroy this 
message.



 

CITY OF [_____________], MICHIGAN 1 
ORDINANCE NO._____ 2 

 3 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF [_____________], MICHIGAN TO 4 

ESTABLISH LAND USE AND ZONING REQUIREMENTS ATTENDANT THERETO; 5 
TO PROTECT THE PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, AND WELFARE OF THE CITY OF 6 
[_____________]; TO SET LICENSING FEES FOR THE PURPOSE OF DEFRAYING 7 
THE COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE IMPLEMENTATION AND ENFORCEMENT 8 
OF THE PROVISIONS OF THE CHAPTER; AND TO PROVIDE PENALTIES FOR 9 
VIOLATIONS OF THE CHAPTER.  10 

 11 
THE CITY OF [_____________] ORDAINS: 12 
 13 
SECTION ONE:  Chapter _____ of the City of [_____________] Code of Ordinances is 14 

hereby replaced in its entirety to read as follows: 15 
 16 
____.1   Legislative Intent. 17 
____.2   Definitions, Interpretation and Conflicts. 18 
____.3   Operation without License Prohibited. 19 
____.4   License Application Submission. 20 
____.5   License Application Evaluation. 21 
____.6   Licenses Generally. 22 
____.7   Minimum Operational Standards of Provisioning Center. 23 
____.8   Minimum Operational Standards of Grower Facility. 24 
____.9   Minimum Operational Standards of Safety Compliance Facility. 25 
____.10  Minimum Operational Standards of Processor Facility. 26 
____.11  Minimum Operational Standards of Secure Transporter Facility. 27 
____.12  Location of Grower Facility, Safety Compliance Facility, Processor Facility, and 28 

Secure Transporter. 29 
____.13  Location of Provisioning Centers. 30 
____.14  Denial and Revocation. 31 
____.15  Penalties.  32 
____.16  No Vested Rights 33 
____.17  Zoning Board of Appeals.  34 

35 
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SECTION ______.1  LEGISLATIVE INTENT. 1 
 2 
The purpose of this chapter is to exercise the police regulatory, and land use powers of 3 

the City of [_____________] by licensing and regulating Provisioning Centers, Grower 4 
Facilities, Safety Compliance Facilities, Processor Facilities, and Secure Transporter to the 5 
extent permissible under State of Michigan and federal laws and regulations and to protect the 6 
public health, safety, and welfare of the residents of the City of [_____________]; and as such 7 
this Chapter constitutes a public purpose. 8 

 9 
The City finds that the activities described in this chapter are significantly connected to 10 

the public health, safety, security and welfare of its citizens and it is therefore necessary to 11 
regulate and enforce safety, security, fire, police, health and sanitation practices related to such 12 
activities and also to provide a method to defray administrative costs incurred by such regulation 13 
and enforcement.  14 

 15 
Expect as may be required or permitted by law or regulation, it is not the intent of this 16 

chapter to diminish abrogate, or restrict the protections for medical use of Marihuana found in 17 
the Michigan Medical Marihuana Act or the MMFLA. 18 

 19 
SECTION _____.2  DEFINITIONS, INTERPRETATION AND CONFLICTS. 20 

 21 
For the purposes of this Chapter: 22 

 23 
(A) Any term defined by the Michigan Medical Marihuana Act, 2008 IL 1, MCL 333.26421 ET 24 

SEQ., as amended (“MMMA”) or the Medical Marihuana Facilities Licensing Act, 2016 PA 25 
281, (“MMFLA”) shall have the definition given in the MMMA, as amended, or the 26 
MMFLA, as amended.  If the definition of a word or phrase set forth in this Chapter conflicts 27 
with the definition in the MMMA or the MMFLA, or if a term is not defined but is defined in 28 
the MMMA or the MMFLA, then the definition in the MMMA or the MMFLA shall apply. 29 

 30 
(B) Any term defined by 21 USC 860(E) referenced in this Chapter shall have the definition 31 

given by 21 USC 860(E).  32 
 33 
(C) This ordinance shall not limit an individual’s or entity’s rights under the MMMA or the 34 

MMFLA.  The MMMA and the MMFLA supersede this Ordinance where there is a conflict 35 
between them. 36 

 37 
(D) All activities related to Marihuana, including those related to a Provisioning Center, a 38 

Grower Facility, Secure Transporter, Processor Facility, or a Safety Compliance Facility 39 
shall be in compliance with the rules of the Medical Marihuana Licensing Board, the 40 
Michigan Department of Licensing and Regulatory Affairs or any successor agency, the rules 41 
and regulations of the City of [_____________], and the MMMA and the MMFLA.  42 

(E) Any use which purports to have engaged in the cultivation or processing of Marihuana into 43 
an usable form, or the distribution of Marihuana, or the testing of Marihuana either prior to or 44 
after enactment of this Chapter but without obtaining the required licensing set forth in this 45 
chapter shall be deemed to not be a legally established use and therefore not entitled to legal 46 
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nonconforming status under the provisions of this Chapter and/or state law.  The City finds 1 
and determines that it has not heretofore authorized or licensed the existence of any Medical 2 
Marihuana Facility, as defined herein, in the city. 3 

 4 
(F) The following terms shall have the definitions given: 5 

 6 
“Chapter” means this Chapter _______. 7 
 8 
“City” means the City of [_____________], Michigan. 9 
 10 
“Council, or City Council” means the City Council of [_____________], Michigan. 11 
 12 
 “Enclosed Locked Facility” means a closet, room, or other comparable, stationary, and fully 13 
enclosed are equipped with secured locks or other functioning security devices.  Marihuana 14 
plants grown outdoors are considered to be in a enclosed, locked facility if they are not 15 
visible to the unaided eye from a adjacent property when viewed  by an individual at ground 16 
level or from a permanent structure and are grown within a stationary structure that is 17 
enclosed on all asides, except for the base, by chain-link fencing, wooden slats, or a similar 18 
material that prevents access by the general public and that is anchored, attached, or affixed 19 
to the ground and as defined in the MMMA.. 20 
 21 
“Grower” or “Grower Facility” means a commercial entity that cultivated, dries, trims, or 22 
cures and packages Marihuana for sale to a Processor or Provisioning Center. 23 
 24 
“License Application” refers to the requirements and procedures set forth in Sections 25 
_______.4 and _________.5. 26 
 27 
“Marihuana Plant(s)” means any plant of the species Cannabis sativa L. 28 
 29 
“Marihuana” means that termed as defined in section 7106 of the public health code, 1978 30 
PA 368, MCL 333.7106. 31 
 32 
“Medical Marihuana Facility(s)” means any facility, establishment and/or center that is 33 
required to be licensed under this Chapter including a Provisioning Center, Grower, 34 
Processor, Safety Compliance Facility, and Secure Transporter. 35 
 36 
“Ordinance” means the ordinance adopting this Chapter _______. 37 
 38 
“Person” means an individual, corporation, limited liability company, partnership, limited 39 
partnership, limited liability partnership, limited liability limited partnership, trust, or other 40 
legal entity. 41 
 42 
“Processor” or “Processor Facility” means a commercial entity that purchases Marihuana 43 
from a Grower and that extracts resin from the Marihuana or creates a Marihuana-infused 44 
product for sale and transfer in packaged form to a Provisioning Center. 45 
 46 
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“Provisioning Center” means a commercial entity that purchases Marihuana from a Grower 1 
or Processor and sells, supplies, or provides Marihuana to registered qualifying patients, 2 
directly or through the patients’ registered primary caregivers.  Provisioning Center includes 3 
any commercial property where Marihuana is sold at retail to registered qualifying patients or 4 
registered primary caregivers.  A noncommercial location used by a primary caregiver to 5 
assist a qualifying patient connected to the caregiver through the department’s Marihuana 6 
registration process in accordance with the MMMA is not a Provisioning Center for the 7 
purposes of this Ordinance. 8 
 9 
“Restricted/Limited Access Area” means a building, room or other area under the control of 10 
the licensee with access governed by the MMMA or other applicable state law. 11 
 12 
“Safety Compliance Facility” means a commercial entity that receives Marihuana from a 13 
Medical Marihuana Facility or registered primary caregiver, tests it for contaminants and for 14 
tetrahydrocannabinol and other cannabinoids, returns the test results, and may return the 15 
Marihuana to the Medical Marihuana Facility. 16 
 17 
“Secure Transporter” means a commercial entity that stores Marihuana and transports 18 
Marihuana between Medical Marihuana Facilities for a fee. 19 
 20 
“Stakeholder” means, with respect to a trust, the beneficiaries, with respect to a limited 21 
liability company, the managers or members, with respect to a corporation, whether profit or 22 
non-profit, the officers, directors, or shareholders, and with respect to a partnership or limited 23 
liability partnership, the partners, both general and limited. 24 
 25 
“State” means the State of Michigan. 26 
 27 

(G) Any term defined by the MMMA or the MMFLA and not defined in this Chapter shall have 28 
the definition given in the MMMA or the Medical Marihuana Facilities Act. 29 

 30 
SECTION _____.3  LICENSE ALLOCATION AND ANNUAL FEES. 31 

 32 
(A) No person shall operate a Provisioning Center, Grower Facility, Processor Facility or Safety 33 

Compliance Facility in the City of [_____________] without first obtaining a license to do so 34 
from the City Clerk and the State of Michigan. 35 

 36 
(B) The City Clerk, after the approval from City Council, shall issue no more than [Two (2) 37 

Provisioning Center licenses].  There shall be no cap or limit on licenses for Medical 38 
Marihuana Facility excluding the license for Provisioning Centers.  The term of each license 39 
shall be one (1) year.   40 

 41 
(C) The non-refundable application fee for a Medical Marihuana Facility license shall be 42 

$2,500.00. The annual fee for a Medical Marihuana Facility License shall be $2,500.00 43 
 44 

SECTION _____.4  LICENSE APPLICATIONS SUBMISSION. 45 
 46 
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(A) Application for each Medical Marihuana Facility license required by this Chapter shall be 1 
made in writing to the City Clerk, and must be approved by the City Council after receiving 2 
recommendation submitted by the Planning Commission, and approved by the State of 3 
Michigan, prior to commencing operation. Upon the expiration of an existing license, a 4 
license will be automatically renewed by the City of [_____________] for one (1) year if (1) 5 
there are no uncured administrative violations in the prior year; (2) the applicant has paid the 6 
annual licensing fee for the renewal period; (3) any Stakeholder changes have been fully 7 
disclosed to the City of [_____________]; and (4) the applicant has paid and received the 8 
renewal of its State license. 9 

 10 
(B) An application for a Medical Marihuana Facility license required by this chapter shall 11 

contain the following: 12 
 13 

1. The appropriate non-refundable application fee and the refundable licensee fee in the 14 
amount per Section _____.3(C); 15 

 16 
2. If the applicant is an individual, the applicant's name, date of birth, physical address, 17 

copy of government issued photo identification, email address, and one or more phone 18 
numbers, including emergency contact information; 19 

 20 
3. If the applicant is not an individual, the names, dates of birth, physical addresses, copy of 21 

government issued photo identification, email addresses, and one or more phone numbers 22 
of each stakeholder of the applicant, including designation of the highest ranking 23 
stakeholder as an emergency contact person and contact information for the emergency 24 
contact person, articles of incorporation, assumed name registration documents, Internal 25 
Revenue Service SS-4 EIN confirmation letter, and a copy of the operating agreement of 26 
the applicant, if a limited liability company, a copy of the partnership agreement, if a 27 
partnership, or a copy of the by-laws or shareholder agreement, if a corporation; 28 

 29 
4. The name and address of the proposed Medical Marihuana Facility and any additional 30 

contact information deemed necessary by the City Clerk; 31 
 32 
5. For the applicant, for each Stakeholder of the applicant, an affirmation under oath as to 33 

whether they are at least 18 years of age and have never been indicted for, charged with, 34 
arrest for, or convicted of, pled guilty or nolo contendere to, forfeited bail concerning, or 35 
had expunged any criminal offense under the laws of any jurisdiction, either felony or 36 
controlled-substance-related misdemeanor not including traffic violations, regardless of 37 
whether the offense has been expunged, pardoned, reversed on appeal or otherwise, 38 
including the date, name and location of the court, arresting agency, and prosecuting 39 
agency, the case caption, the docket number, the offense, the disposition, and the location 40 
and length of incarceration. 41 

 42 
6. Before hiring a prospective agent or employee of the applicant, and after, the holder of a 43 

license shall conduct a background check of the prospective employee.  If the background 44 
check indicates a pending charge or conviction within the past ten (10) years for a 45 
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controlled substance-related felony, the applicant shall not hire the prospective employee 1 
or agent without written permission from the City Clerk; 2 

 3 
7. A signed release authorizing the City of [_____________] Police Department to perform 4 

a criminal background check to ascertain whether the applicant, each Stakeholder of the 5 
applicant, each managerial employee and employee of the applicant meet the criteria set 6 
forth in this Ordinance; 7 

 8 
8. The name, date of birth, physical address, copy of photo identification, and email address 9 

for any managerial employee or employee of the Medical Marihuana Facility, if other 10 
than the applicant; 11 

 12 
9. An affirmation under oath as to whether the applicant has ever applied for or has been 13 

granted any commercial license or certificate issued by a licensing authority in Michigan 14 
or any other jurisdiction that has been denied, restricted, suspended, revoked, or not 15 
renewed and a statement describing the facts and circumstances concerning the 16 
application, denial, restriction, suspension, revocation, or nonrenewal, including the 17 
licensing authority, the date each action was taken, and the reason for each action; 18 

 19 
10. One of the following: (a) proof of ownership of the entire premises wherein the Medical 20 

Marihuana Facility is to be operated; or (b) written consent from the property owner for 21 
use of the premises in a manner requiring licensure under this chapter along with a copy 22 
of the lease for the premises; 23 

 24 
11. Proof of an adequate premise liability and casualty insurance policy in the amount not 25 

exceeding the requirements addressed in the MMFLA or applicable State laws, covering 26 
the Medical Marihuana Facility and naming the City as an additional insured party, 27 
available for the payment of any damages arising out of an act or omission of the 28 
applicant or its stakeholders, agents, employees, or subcontractors; 29 

 30 
12. A description of the security plan for the Medical Marihuana Facility, including, but not 31 

limited to, any lighting alarms, barriers, recording/monitoring devices, and/or security 32 
guard arrangements proposed for the facility and premises.  The security plan must 33 
contain the specification details of each piece of security equipment; 34 

 35 
13. A floor plan of the Medical Marihuana Facility, as well as a scale diagram illustrating the 36 

property upon which the Medical Marihuana Facility is to be operated, including all 37 
available parking spaces, and specifying which parking spaces, if any, are handicapped-38 
accessible; 39 

 40 
14. An affidavit that neither the applicant nor any Stakeholder of the applicant is in default to 41 

the City.  Specifically, that the applicant or Stakeholder of the applicant has not failed to 42 
pay any property taxes, special assessments, fines, fee or other financial obligations to the 43 
City; 44 

 45 
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15. An affidavit that the transfer of Marihuana to and from Medical Marihuana Facilities 1 
shall be in compliance with the MMMA and the MMFLA or other applicable state laws; 2 

 3 
16. A staffing plan; 4 
 5 
17. Any proposed text or graphical materials to be shown on the exterior of the proposed 6 

Medical Marihuana Facility; 7 
 8 
18. A patient education plan; 9 
 10 
19. A business plan; 11 
 12 
20. A location area map of the Medical Marihuana Facility and surrounding area that 13 

identifies the relative locations  and the distances (closest property line to the subject 14 
Medical Marihuana Facility’s building) to the  subject Medical Marihuana Facility to the 15 
closest real property comprising a public or private elementary, vocational or secondary 16 
school; 17 

 18 
21. A facility sanitation plan to protect against any Marihuana being ingested by any person 19 

or animal, indicating how the waste will be stored and disposed of, and how any 20 
Marihuana will be rendered unusable upon disposal.   Disposal by on-site burning or 21 
introduction in the sewerage system is prohibited;  22 

 23 
22. Verification, with copies of actual bank statements, showing that the applicant has liquid 24 

funds in the applicant’s name in the amount needed to complete the Medical Marihuana 25 
Facility, but in no event less than $250,000.00, in immediately available funds; 26 

 27 
23. As it relates to a Grower Facility, the following additional items shall be required: 28 
 29 

i. A grower plan that includes at a minimum a description of the Grower methods to 30 
be used, including plans for the growing mediums, treatments and/or additives; 31 

 32 
ii. A production testing plan that includes at a minimum a description of how and 33 

when samples for laboratory testing by a state approved Safety Compliance 34 
Facility will be selected, what type of testing will be requested, and how the test 35 
results will be used; 36 

 37 
iii. An affidavit that all operations will be conducted in conformance with the 38 

MMMA, the MMFLA or other applicable State laws and such operations shall not 39 
be cultivated on the premises at any one time more than the permitted number of 40 
Marihuana Plants per the Michigan Medical Marihuana Act, as amended, and the 41 
MMFLA;  42 

 43 
iv. A chemical and pesticide storage plan that states the names of pesticides to be 44 

used in Grower and where and how pesticides and chemicals will be stored in the 45 
facility, along with a plan for the disposal of unused pesticides; 46 
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 1 
v. All Growers must be performed within an Enclosed Locked Facility. 2 

 3 
(C) Upon receipt of a completed Medical Marihuana Facility application meeting the 4 

requirements of this Chapter and confirmation that the number of existing licenses does not 5 
exceed the maximum number established by resolution pursuant to [Section ____.03(A)], the 6 
City Clerk shall refer a copy of the application to each of the following for their review and 7 
approval: the [City Attorney or their designee], the [Police Department or their designee], the 8 
[Fire Department or their designee], the [Building Safety Office or similar city department], 9 
the [Zoning Administrator or similar city official], and the [City Treasurer or their designee]. 10 
Once applications are verified by each department to be sufficiently complete and 11 
comprehensive, and no sooner, the City Clerk shall forward the applications to the Planning 12 
Commission for recommendation to the City Council.  13 

 14 
(D) No application shall be approved unless: 15 

 16 
1. The [Fire Department or designee] and the [Building Safety Office or similar city 17 

department] have inspected the plans of the proposed location for compliance with all 18 
laws for which they are charged with enforcement;  19 

 20 
2. The applicant, each Stakeholder of the applicant, and the managerial employees and 21 

employees of the applicant, have passed a criminal background check conducted by the 22 
City of [_____________] Police Department;  23 

 24 
3. The [Zoning Administrator or similar city official] has confirmed that the proposed 25 

location complies with the Zoning Code; 26 
 27 
4. The [City Treasurer or their designee] has confirmed that the applicant and each 28 

Stakeholder of the applicant are not in default to the City; 29 
 30 
5. The [City Attorney or their designee] has completed a detailed review of the Medical 31 

Marihuana Facility application for compliance with the applicable state laws and City 32 
Ordinances; 33 

 34 
(E) If written approval is given by each individual or department identified in Section (D)(1-5), 35 

the City Clerk shall submit the application to the Planning Commission for recommendation 36 
to the City Council for the issuing of a license to the applicant.  All licenses issued are 37 
contingent upon the State of Michigan issuing a license for the operation under State law; 38 

 39 
(F) Licensees shall report any other change in the information required by Subsection (b) to the 40 

City Clerk within ten days of the change.  Fees shall be set by Council Resolution for any 41 
Stakeholder added after the original Application is filed. 42 

 43 
SECTION ______.5  LICENSE APPLICATIONS EVALUATION. 44 
 45 
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(A) The City Council and Planning Commission will assess all applications referred to it by the 1 
Planning Commission pursuant to Section _____.4  and ________.5. 2 

 3 
(B) In its application deliberations, the City Council shall assess each application in each of the 4 

following categories: 5 
 6 

1. The applicant’s experience in operating other similarly licensed businesses. 7 
 8 
2. The applicant’s general business management experience. 9 

 10 
3. The applicant’s general business reputation. 11 

 12 
4. The integrity, moral character, and reputation; personal and business probity; financial 13 

ability and experience; and responsibility or means to operate or maintain a Medical 14 
Marihuana Facility of the applicant. 15 

 16 
5. The financial ability of the applicant to purchase and maintain adequate liability and 17 

casualty insurance. 18 
 19 
6. The sources and total amount of the applicant’s capitalization to operate and maintain the 20 

proposed Medical Marihuana Facility. 21 
 22 

7. Whether the applicant has been indicted for, changed with, arrest for, or convicted of, 23 
pled guilty or nolo contendere to, forfeited bail concerning, or had expunged any relevant 24 
criminal offense under the laws of any jurisdiction, either felony or misdemeanor, not 25 
including traffic violations, regardless of whether the offense has been expunged, 26 
pardoned, or revered as appeal or otherwise. 27 

 28 
8. Past convictions of the applicant involving any of the following, but limited to: 29 

 30 
i. Gambling; 31 
ii. Prostitution; 32 
iii. Weapons; 33 
iv. Violence; 34 
v. Tax evasion; 35 
vi. Fraudulent activity; and 36 
vii. Serious moral turpitude. 37 
 38 

9. A felony or misdemeanor of such a nature that it may impair the ability of the applicant 39 
to operate a licensed business in a safe and competent manner. 40 

 41 
10. Whether the applicant has filed, or had filed against it, a proceeding for bankruptcy 42 

within the past seven (7) years. 43 
 44 
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11. Whether the applicant has been served with a complaint or other notice filed with any 1 
public body regarding payment of any tax required under federal, state, or local law that 2 
has been delinquent for one (1) or more years. 3 

 4 
12. Whether the applicant has a history of noncompliance with any regulatory requirements 5 

in this state or any other jurisdiction. 6 
 7 

13. As it related to operation of a Provisioning Center, the applicant’s type of service and 8 
product that will be offered and the overall theme and atmosphere of the proposed 9 
Provisioning Center. 10 

 11 
(C) City Council shall assess each application with aforementioned categories Section 12 

_____.5(B)1 through 13 and issue a license to the applicant most qualified and meets the 13 
most categories in this section. 14 

 15 
SECTION _______.6  LICENSES GENERALLY. 16 
 17 
(A) To the extent permissible, all information submitted in conjunction with an application for a 18 

license or license renewal required by this Chapter is confidential and exempt from 19 
disclosure under the Michigan Freedom of Information Act, 1976 PA 442, MCL 15.231 ET 20 
SEQ.  Furthermore, no personal information concerning the applicant shall be submitted to 21 
City Council. 22 

 23 
(B) Licensees may transfer a license issued under this Chapter to a different location upon 24 

receiving written approval from the City Clerk.  In order to request approval to transfer a 25 
license location, the licensee must make a written request to the City Clerk, indicating the 26 
current license location and the proposed license location, upon receiving the written request, 27 
the City Clerk shall refer a copy of the written request to each of the following for their 28 
approval: the [Fire Department or their designee], the [Building Safety Office or similar city 29 
department], the [Police Department or their designee], the [Zoning Administrator or other 30 
city official], the [City Treasurer or their designee], and the City Council.  No License 31 
transfer shall be approved unless each such individual or department gives written approval 32 
that the Licensee and the proposed License location meet the standards identified in this 33 
Ordinance. 34 

 35 
(C) Licensees may transfer a license issued under this Chapter to a different individual or entity 36 

upon receiving written approval by the City Clerk.  In order to request approval to transfer a 37 
license to a different individual or entity, the licensee must make a written request to the City 38 
Clerk, indicating the current licensee and the proposed licensee.  Upon receiving the written 39 
request, the City Clerk shall consider the request as a new application for a license and the 40 
procedures set forth in ____.4 and ____.5 shall be followed. 41 

 42 
(D) Licensees shall report any other change in the information required by this Chapter to the 43 

City Clerk within ten (10) business days of the change.  Failure to do so may result in 44 
suspension or revocation of the license. 45 
 46 
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SECTION _____.7  MINIMUM OPERATIONAL STANDARDS OF PROVISIONING CENTERS. 1 
 2 
The following minimum standards for Provisioning Center shall apply: 3 
 4 
(A) No Provisioning Center shall be open between the hours of 9 p.m. and 9 a.m.; 5 
 6 
(B) Consumption of Marihuana shall be prohibited on the premises of a Provisioning Center, 7 

and a sign shall be posted on the premises of each Provisioning Center indicating that 8 
consumption is prohibited on the premises; 9 

 10 
(C) Provisioning Centers shall continuously monitor the entire premises on which they are 11 

operated with surveillance systems that include security cameras. The video recordings 12 
shall be maintained in a secure, off-site location for a period of 14 days; 13 

 14 
(D) Unless permitted by the MMMA and MMFLA or applicable state law, public or common 15 

areas of the Provisioning Center must be separated from restricted or non-public areas of 16 
the provisioning center by a permanent barrier. Unless permitted by the MMMA and 17 
MMFLA or applicable state law, no Marihuana is permitted to be stored, displayed, or 18 
transferred in an area accessible to the general public; 19 

 20 
(E) All Marihuana storage areas within Provisioning Center must be separated from any 21 

customer/patient areas by a permanent barrier. Unless permitted by the MMMA and 22 
MMFLA or applicable state law, no Marihuana is permitted to be stored in an area 23 
accessible by the general public or registered customers/patients.  Marihuana may be 24 
displayed in a sales area only if permitted by the MMMA or the MMFLA; 25 

 26 
(F) Any usable Marihuana remaining on the premises of a Provisioning Center while the 27 

Provisioning Center is not in operation shall be secured in a safe permanently affixed to 28 
the premises; 29 

 30 
(G) Drive-through window on the premises of a Provisioning Center shall not be permitted; 31 
 32 
(H) Provisioning Center shall not allow the sale, consumption, or use of alcohol or tobacco 33 

products on the premises; 34 
 35 
(I) No Provisioning Center shall be operated in a manner creating noise, dust, vibration, 36 

glare, fumes, or odors detectable to normal senses beyond the boundaries of the property 37 
on which the Provisioning Center is operated; 38 

 39 
(J) The license required by this Chapter shall be prominently displayed on the premises of a 40 

Provisioning Center; 41 
 42 
(K) Disposal of Marihuana shall be accomplished in a manner that prevents its acquisition by 43 

any person who may not lawfully possess it and otherwise in non-conformance with state 44 
laws; 45 

 46 
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(L) All Marihuana delivered to a patient shall be packaged and labeled as provided by state 1 
laws. 2 

 3 
(M) All registered patients must present both their Michigan Medical Marihuana 4 

patient/caregiver identification card and a government issued photo identification prior to 5 
entering restricted/limited areas or non-public areas of the Provisioning Center, and if no 6 
restricted/limited area is required, then promptly upon entering the Provisioning Center. 7 

 8 
(N) The premises shall be open, at all times, to any Michigan Medical Marihuana Licensing 9 

Board investigators, agents, auditors, the State Police, or City of [_____________] Police 10 
Department, without a warrant and without notice to the holder of the license, enter the 11 
premises, offices, facilities, or other places of business of a licensee, if evidence of 12 
compliance or noncompliance with the MMMA and MMFLA or applicable state laws is 13 
likely to be found and consistent with constitutional limitations, for the following 14 
purposes: 15 

 16 
1. To inspect and examine all premises of Medical Marihuana Facility. 17 
 18 
2. To inspect, examine, and audit relevant records of the licensee and, if the holder of 19 

the license or any of the managerial employees or employees fails to cooperate with 20 
an investigation, impound, seize, assume physical control of, or summarily remove 21 
from the premises all books, ledgers, documents, writings, photocopies, 22 
correspondence, records, and videotapes, including electronically stored records, 23 
money receptacles, or equipment in which the records are stored. 24 

 25 
3. To inspect the person, and inspect or examine personal effects present in a Medical 26 

Marihuana Facility, of any holder of state operating license while that person is 27 
present in a Medical Marihuana Facility. 28 

 29 
4. To investigate alleged violations of the MMMA and MMFLA or applicable state 30 

laws. 31 
 32 

(O) It shall be prohibited to display any signs that are inconsistent with local laws or 33 
regulations or state law. 34 

 35 
(P) It shall be prohibited to use advertising material that is misleading, deceptive, or false, or 36 

that is designed to appeal to minors. 37 
 38 
(Q) It shall be prohibited to use the symbol or image of a Marihuana leaf in any exterior 39 

building signage. 40 
 41 
(R) No licensed Provisioning Center shall place or maintain, or cause to be placed or 42 

maintained, an advertisement of Marihuana in any form or through any medium within 43 
one thousand feet of the real property comprising a public or private elementary, 44 
vocational or secondary school. 45 

 46 
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(S) Certified laboratory testing results that meets the MMMA and MMFLA or applicable 1 
state laws must be available to all Provisioning Center patients/customers upon request. 2 

 3 
SECTION _____.8 MINIMUM OPERATIONAL STANDARDS OF GROWER FACILITY 4 

 5 
The following minimum standards for Grower Facility shall apply: 6 

 7 
(A) The Grower facility shall comply at all times and in all circumstances with the Michigan 8 

Medical Marihuana Act, the MMFLA, and the general rules of the Department of 9 
Licensing and Regulatory Affairs, as they may be amended from time to time; 10 

 11 
(B) The premises shall be open for inspection upon probable cause that a violation of this 12 

Chapter has occurred, during the stated hours of operation and as such other times as 13 
anyone is present on the premises; 14 

 15 
(C) Any Grower Facility shall maintain a log book and/or database indicating the number of 16 

Marihuana Plants.  Each Marihuana Plant will be tagged as required by the MMMA and 17 
MMFLA; 18 

 19 
(D) All Marihuana shall be contained within an Enclosed Locked Facility; 20 
 21 
(E) All necessary building, electrical plumbing and mechanical permits shall be obtained for 22 

any portion of the structure in which electrical wiring, lighting and/or watering devices 23 
that support the Grower, growing or harvesting of Marihuana are located; 24 

 25 
(F) That portion of the structure where the storage of any chemicals such as herbicides, 26 

pesticides, and fertilizers shall be subject to inspection and approval by the City of 27 
[_____________] Fire Department to insure compliance with the Michigan Fire 28 
Protection Code; 29 

 30 
(G) The dispensing of Marihuana at the Grower Facility shall be prohibited; 31 
 32 
(H) All persons working in direct contact with Marihuana shall conform to hygienic practices 33 

while on duty, including but not limited to: 34 
 35 

1. Maintaining adequate personal cleanliness; 36 
 37 
2. Washing hands thoroughly in adequate hand-washing areas before starting work and at 38 

any other time when the hands may have become soiled or contaminated; 39 
 40 
3. Refraining from having direct contact with Marihuana if the person has or may have an 41 

illness, open lesion, including boils, sores or infected wounds, or any other abnormal 42 
source of microbial contamination, until the condition is corrected. 43 

 44 
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(I) Litter and waste shall be properly removed and the operating systems for waste disposal 1 
are maintained in an adequate manner so that they do not constitute a source of 2 
contamination in areas where Marihuana is exposed; 3 

 4 
(J) Floors, walls, and ceilings shall be constructed in such a manner that they may be 5 

adequately cleaned and kept clean and in good repair; 6 
 7 
(K) There shall be adequate screening or other protection against the entry or pests. Rubbish 8 

shall be disposed of so as to minimize the development of odor and minimize the 9 
potential for the waste development of odor and minimize the potential for waste 10 
becoming and attractant, harborage or breeding places for pests; 11 

 12 
(L) Any buildings, fixtures and other facilities shall be maintained in a sanitary condition; 13 
 14 
(M) Each Grower Facility shall provide its occupants with adequate and readily accessible 15 

toilet facilities that are maintained in a sanitary condition and good repair; 16 
 17 
(N) Marihuana that can support the rapid growth of undesirable microorganisms shall be held 18 

in a manner that prevents the growth of these microorganisms; 19 
 20 
(O) Grower Facility shall be free from infestation by insects, rodents, birds, or vermin or any 21 

kind; 22 
 23 
(P) Exterior signage or advertising identifying the facility as a Grower Facility shall be 24 

prohibited. 25 
 26 

SECTION_____.9 MINIMUM OPERATIONAL STANDARDS OF SAFETY COMPLIANCE FACILITY. 27 
 28 

The following minimum standards for Safety Compliance Facility shall apply: 29 
 30 

(A) The Safety Compliance Facility shall comply at all times and in all circumstances with 31 
the MMMA and MMFLA or applicable State laws, and the general rules of the 32 
Department of Licensing and Regulatory Affairs, as they may be amended from time to 33 
time; 34 

 35 
(B) Consumption and/or use of Marihuana shall be prohibited at the facility; 36 
 37 
(C) The premises shall be open, at all times, to any Michigan Medical Marihuana Licensing 38 

Board investigators, agents, auditors, the State Police, or the City of [_____________] 39 
Police Department, without a warrant and without notice to the licensee, enter the 40 
premises, offices, facilities, or other places of business of a licensee, if evidence of 41 
compliance or noncompliance with the MMMA and MMFLA or applicable state laws is 42 
likely to be found and consistent with constitutional limitations, for the following 43 
purposes: 44 

 45 
1. To inspect and examine all premises of Medical Marihuana Facilities. 46 
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 1 
2. To inspect, examine, and audit relevant records of the licensee and, if the licensee or 2 

any managerial employees or employees fails to cooperate with an investigation, 3 
impound, seize, assume physical control of, or summarily remove from the premises 4 
all books, ledgers, documents, writings, photocopies, correspondence, records, and 5 
videotapes, including electronically stored records, money receptacles, or equipment 6 
in which the records are stored. 7 

 8 
3. To inspect the person, and inspect or examine personal effects present in a Medical 9 

Marihuana Facility, of any holder of state operating license while that person is 10 
present in a Medical Marihuana Facility. 11 

 12 
4. To investigate alleged violations of the MMMA and MMFLA or applicable state 13 

laws. 14 
 15 

(D) Any Safety Compliance Facility shall maintain a log book and/or database which 16 
complies with the MMMA and MMFLA or applicable state laws; 17 

 18 
(E) All Marihuana shall be contained within the building in an enclosed, locked facility in 19 

accordance with the MMMA, as amended, and MMFLA or applicable state laws; 20 
 21 
(F) There shall be no other accessory uses permitted within the same facility other than those 22 

associated with testing Marihuana;  23 
 24 
(G) All persons working in direct contact with Marihuana shall conform to hygienic practices 25 

while on duty; 26 
 27 
(H) Litter and waste shall be properly removed and the operating systems for waste disposal 28 

are maintained in an adequate manner so that they do not constitute a source of 29 
contamination in areas where Marihuana is exposed; 30 

 31 
(I) Floors, walls and ceilings shall be constructed in such a manner that they may adequately 32 

cleaned and kept clean and in good repair; 33 
 34 
(J) Any buildings, fixtures and other facilities shall be maintained in a sanitary condition; 35 
 36 
(K) Marihuana that can support the rapid growth of undesirable microorganisms shall be held 37 

in a manner that prevents the growth of these microorganisms; 38 
 39 
(L) Exterior signage or advertising identifying the facility as a Safety Compliance Facility 40 

shall be prohibited. 41 
 42 

SECTION ______.10  MINIMUM OPERATIONAL STANDARDS OF PROCESSOR FACILITY. 43 
 44 

The following minimum standards for Processor Facility shall apply: 45 
 46 
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(A) The Processor shall comply at all times and in all circumstances with the Michigan 1 
Medical Marihuana Act, the MMFLA, and the general rules of the Department of 2 
Licensing and Regulatory Affairs, as they may be amended from time to time; 3 

 4 
(B) Consumption and/or use of Marihuana shall be prohibited at the Processor Facility; 5 
 6 
(C) All activity related to the Processor Facility shall be done indoors; 7 
 8 
(D) The premises shall be open, at all times, to any Michigan Medical Marihuana Licensing 9 

Board investigators, agents, auditors, the State Police, or the City of [_____________] 10 
Police Department, without a warrant and without notice to the licensee, enter the 11 
premises, offices, facilities, or other places of business of a licensee, if evidence of 12 
compliance or noncompliance with the MMMA and MMFLA or applicable state laws is 13 
likely to be found and consistent with constitutional limitations, for the following 14 
purposes: 15 

 16 
1. To inspect and examine all premises of Medical Marihuana Facilities. 17 
 18 
2. To inspect, examine, and audit relevant records of the licensee and, if the licensee or 19 

any managerial employees or employees fails to cooperate with an investigation, 20 
impound, seize, assume physical control of, or summarily remove from the premises 21 
all books, ledgers, documents, writings, photocopies, correspondence, records, and 22 
videotapes, including electronically stored records, money receptacles, or equipment 23 
in which the records are stored. 24 

 25 
3. To inspect the person, and inspect or examine personal effects present in a Medical 26 

Marihuana Facility, of any holder of state operating license while that person is 27 
present in a Medical Marihuana Facility. 28 

 29 
4. To investigate alleged violations of the MMMA and MMFLA or applicable state 30 

laws. 31 
 32 

(E) Any Processor Facility shall maintain a log book and/or database which complies with 33 
the MMMA, as amended, and MMFLA or applicable state laws; 34 

 35 
(F) All Marihuana will be tagged as required by the MMMA, the MMFLA or applicable state 36 

laws. 37 
 38 
(G) All Marihuana shall be contained within Enclosed locked facility in accordance with the 39 

MMMA, as amended; 40 
 41 
(H) All necessary building, electrical plumbing and mechanical permits shall be obtained for 42 

any portion of the structure in which electrical wiring for devices that support the 43 
processing of Marihuana are located; 44 

 45 
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(I) That portion of the structure where the storage of any chemicals shall be subject to 1 
inspection and approval by the City of [_____________] Fire Department to insure 2 
compliance with the Michigan Fire Protection Code; 3 

 4 
(J) The dispensing of medical Marihuana at the Processor facility shall be prohibited; 5 
 6 
(K) All persons working in direct contact with Marihuana shall conform to hygienic practices 7 

while on duty, including but not limited to: 8 
 9 

1. Maintaining adequate personal cleanliness; 10 
 11 

2. Washing hands thoroughly in adequate hand-washing areas before starting work and 12 
at any other time when the hands may have become soiled or contaminated. 13 

 14 
3. Refraining from having direct contact with Marihuana if the person has or may have 15 

an illness, open lesion, including boils, sores or infected wounds, or any other 16 
abnormal source of microbial contamination, until the condition is corrected. 17 

 18 
(L) Litter and waste shall be properly removed and the operating systems for waste disposal 19 

are maintained in an adequate manner so that they do not constitute a source of 20 
contamination in areas where Marihuana is exposed; 21 

 22 
(M) Floors, walls, and ceilings shall be constructed in such a manner that they may be 23 

adequately cleaned and kept clean and in good repair; 24 
 25 
(N) There shall be adequate screening or other protection against the entry or pests. Rubbish 26 

shall be disposed of so as to minimize the development of odor and minimize the 27 
potential for the waste development of odor and minimize the potential for waste 28 
becoming and attractant, harborage or breeding places for pests; 29 

 30 
(O) Any buildings, fixtures and other facilities shall be maintained in a sanitary condition; 31 
 32 
(P) Each Processor Facility shall provide its occupants with adequate and readily accessible 33 

toilet facilities that are maintained in a sanitary condition and good repair; 34 
 35 
(Q) Marihuana that can support the rapid growth of undesirable microorganisms shall be held 36 

in a manner that prevents the growth of these microorganisms; 37 
 38 
(R) Processor Facility shall be free from infestation by insects, rodents, birds, or vermin or 39 

any kind; 40 
 41 
(S) Processor Facility shall produce no products other than useable Marihuana intended for 42 

human consumption. 43 
 44 
(T) Exterior signage or advertising identifying the facility as a Processor Facility shall be 45 

prohibited. 46 
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 1 
SECTION ______.11 MINIMUM OPERATIONAL STANDARDS OF SECURE TRANSPORTER 2 
FACILITY. 3 

 4 
The following minimum standards for Secure Transporter Facility shall apply: 5 

 6 
(A) The Secure Transporter Facility shall comply at all times and in all circumstances with 7 

the Michigan Medical Marihuana Act, the MMFLA, and the general rules of the 8 
Department of Licensing and Regulatory Affairs, as they may be amended from time to 9 
time; 10 

 11 
(B) Consumption and/or use of Marihuana shall be prohibited at the Secure Transporter 12 

Facility; 13 
 14 
(C) All activity related to the Secure Transporter Facility shall be done indoors; 15 
 16 
(D) The premises shall be open, at all times, to any Michigan Medical Marihuana Licensing 17 

Board investigators, agents, auditors, the State Police, or the City of [_____________] 18 
Police Department, without a warrant and without notice to the licensee, enter the 19 
premises, offices, facilities, or other places of business of a licensee, if evidence of 20 
compliance or noncompliance with the MMMA and MMFLA or applicable state laws is 21 
likely to be found and consistent with constitutional limitations, for the following 22 
purposes: 23 

 24 
1. To inspect and examine all premises of Medical Marihuana Facilities. 25 

 26 
2. To inspect, examine, and audit relevant records of the licensee and, if the licensee 27 

or any managerial employees or employees fails to cooperate with an 28 
investigation, impound, seize, assume physical control of, or summarily remove 29 
from the premises all books, ledgers, documents, writings, photocopies, 30 
correspondence, records, and videotapes, including electronically stored records, 31 
money receptacles, or equipment in which the records are stored. 32 

 33 
3. To inspect the person, and inspect or examine personal effects present in a 34 

Medical Marihuana Facility, of any holder of state operating license while that 35 
person is present in a Medical Marihuana Facility. 36 

 37 
4. To investigate alleged violations of the MMMA and MMFLA or applicable state 38 

laws. 39 
 40 
(E) Any Secure Transporter Facility shall maintain a log book and/or database which 41 

complies with the MMMA, as amended, and MMFLA or applicable state laws; 42 
 43 
(F) All Marihuana will be tagged as required by the MMMA, the MMFLA or applicable state 44 

laws. 45 
 46 
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(G) All Marihuana shall be contained within Enclosed locked facility in accordance with the 1 
MMMA, as amended; 2 

 3 
(H) All necessary building, electrical plumbing and mechanical permits shall be obtained for 4 

any portion of the structure in which electrical wiring for devices that support the 5 
processing of Marihuana are located; 6 

 7 
(I) That portion of the structure where the storage of any chemicals shall be subject to 8 

inspection and approval by the City of [_____________] Fire Department to insure 9 
compliance with the Michigan Fire Protection Code; 10 

 11 
(J) The dispensing of medical Marihuana at the Secure Transporter Facility shall be 12 

prohibited; 13 
 14 
(K) All persons working in direct contact with Marihuana shall conform to hygienic practices 15 

while on duty, including but not limited to: 16 
 17 

1. Maintaining adequate personal cleanliness; 18 
 19 

2. Washing hands thoroughly in adequate hand-washing areas before starting work 20 
and at any other time when the hands may have become soiled or contaminated. 21 

 22 
3. Refraining from having direct contact with Marihuana if the person has or may 23 

have an illness, open lesion, including boils, sores or infected wounds, or any 24 
other abnormal source of microbial contamination, until the condition is 25 
corrected. 26 

 27 
(L) Litter and waste shall be properly removed and the operating systems for waste disposal 28 

are maintained in an adequate manner so that they do not constitute a source of 29 
contamination in areas where Marihuana is exposed; 30 

 31 
(M) Floors, walls, and ceilings shall be constructed in such a manner that they may be 32 

adequately cleaned and kept clean and in good repair; 33 
 34 
(N) There shall be adequate screening or other protection against the entry or pests. Rubbish 35 

shall be disposed of so as to minimize the development of odor and minimize the 36 
potential for the waste development of odor and minimize the potential for waste 37 
becoming and attractant, harborage or breeding places for pests; 38 

 39 
(O) Any buildings, fixtures and other facilities shall be maintained in a sanitary condition; 40 
 41 
(P) Each Secure Transporter Facility shall provide its occupants with adequate and readily 42 

accessible toilet facilities that are maintained in a sanitary condition and good repair; 43 
 44 
(Q) Marihuana that can support the rapid growth of undesirable microorganisms shall be held 45 

in a manner that prevents the growth of these microorganisms; 46 
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 1 
(R) Secure Transporter Facility shall be free from infestation by insects, rodents, birds, or 2 

vermin or any kind; 3 
 4 
(S) Secure Transporter Facility shall produce no products other than useable Marihuana 5 

intended for human consumption. 6 
 7 
(T) Exterior signage or advertising identifying the facility as a Secure Transporter Facility 8 

shall be prohibited. 9 
 10 

SECTION _____.12 LOCATION OF GROWER FACILITY, SAFETY COMPLIANCE FACILITY, 11 
PROCESSOR FACILITY, AND SECURE TRANSPORTER. 12 

 13 
(A) No Grower Facility, Safety Compliance Facility, Processor Facility, or Secure Transporter 14 

shall be located within one thousand (1,000) feet of real property comprising a public or 15 
private elementary, vocational, or secondary school. 16 

 17 
(B) All Grower Facility, Safety Compliance Facility, Secure Transporter, and Processor Facility 18 

shall be subject to Section _____.11(A) and shall be limited to the [Industrial and 19 
Agricultural Zoning District] as identified in the City Zoning Ordinance. 20 
 21 

SECTION _____.13  LOCATION OF PROVISIONING CENTERS. 22 
 23 

(A) No Provisioning Center shall be located within: 24 
 25 

One thousand (1,000) feet of real property comprising a public or private elementary, 26 
vocational, or secondary school. 27 
 28 

(B) All Provisioning Centers shall be subject to Section _____.12(A) and shall be limited to the 29 
[Commercial - General Business Zoning District] as identified in the City Zoning Ordinance. 30 

 31 
SECTION _____.14  DENIAL AND REVOCATION. 32 

 33 
(A) A license issued under this chapter may be revoked after an administrative hearing at which 34 

the City Clerk determines that any grounds for revocation under Subsection (2) exist. Notice 35 
of the time and place of the Hearing and the grounds for revocation must be given to the 36 
holder of license at least five days prior to the date of the hearing, by first class mail to the 37 
address given on the license application or any address provided pursuant to Section 38 
________; 39 

 40 
(B) A license applied for or issued under this Chapter may be denied or revoked on any of the 41 

following basis: 42 
 43 
1. Violation of this Chapter; 44 
 45 
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2. Any conviction of or release from incarceration for a felony under the laws of this State, 1 
any other state, or the United States within the past five (5) years by the Applicant or any 2 
stakeholder of the Applicant as measured from the date of the Application or the date of 3 
becoming a stakeholder, whichever occurs later, or while licensed under this Chapter; or 4 
any conviction of a substance-related felony by the Applicant or any stakeholder of the 5 
Applicant ever or while licensed under this Chapter; 6 

 7 
3. Commission of fraud or misrepresentation or the making of a false statement by the 8 

Applicant or any stakeholder of the Applicant while engaging in any activity for which 9 
this Chapter requires a license; 10 

 11 
4. Sufficient evidence that the Applicant(s) lack, or have failed to demonstrate, the requisite 12 

professionalism and/or business experience required to assure strict adherence to this 13 
Chapter and the rules and regulations governing the Medical Marihuana Program in the 14 
State of Michigan; 15 

 16 
5. The Medical Marihuana Facility is determined by the City of [_____________] to have 17 

become a public nuisance; 18 
 19 
6. The Michigan Medical Marihuana Licensing Board has denied, revoked or suspended the 20 

applicant’s state license. 21 
 22 

SECTION ______.15  PENALTIES AND DISCIPLINE. 23 
 24 

(A) The City of [_____________] may require an applicant or holder of license of a Medical 25 
Marihuana Facility to produce documents, records, or any other material pertinent to the 26 
investigation of an application or alleged violation of this Chapter. Failure to provide the 27 
required material may be grounds for application denial, license revocation, or discipline; 28 

 29 
(B) Any person in violation of any provision of this Chapter or any provision of a license issued 30 

under this chapter is responsible for a misdemeanor, punishable by a fine of up to $500.00 31 
plus cost of prosecution, 90 days imprisonment, or both, or each violation.  This section is 32 
not intended to prevent enforcement of any provision of the State law by the City of 33 
[_____________] Police Department; 34 

 35 
(C) All fines imposed under this Chapter shall be paid within forty-five (45) days after the 36 

effective date of the order imposing the fine or as otherwise specified in the order; 37 
 38 
(D) The City Clerk may temporarily suspend a Medical Marihuana Facility License without a 39 

hearing if the City Clerk finds that public safety or welfare requires emergency action. The 40 
City Clerk shall cause the temporary suspension by issuing a Suspension Notice in 41 
connection with institution of proceedings for a Hearing; 42 

 43 
(E) If the City Clerk temporarily suspends a license without a Hearing, the holder of license is 44 

entitled to a hearing within thirty (30) days after the Suspension Notice has been issued. The 45 
hearing shall be limited to the issues cited in the Suspension Notice; 46 
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 1 
(F) If the City Clerk does not hold a hearing within thirty (30) days after the date of suspension 2 

was issued, then the suspended license shall be automatically reinstated and the suspension 3 
vacated. 4 

  5 
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Pritchard, Addie

From: Apt215 Melissa Brown <honeyonelife@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 12:16 AM

To: city manager

Subject: Marijuana committee

Melissa E Brown 

Winchester Towers 

2001 Elva 215 

Mt. Pleasant MI 

 

Since I'm low income, I assume that one day I just might face severe pain, nausea or dementia and might lack 

long-term access to powerful prescription drugs. 

While I don't favor recreational use, I'd readily accept it if it also meant medical use. Also, the potential revenue 

in taxes appeals to me since municipalities don't issue their own currency. This would support and open up local 

vital entrepreneurship.  

 

SIDE POINT: Know any local humanists? I want to join or form a group here in town. Please, if you do, pass it 

on with my email. Thanks. 
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Pritchard, Addie

From: Apt215 Melissa Brown <honeyonelife@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 12:18 AM

To: city manager

Subject: Volunteer committee

Sorry I can't attend the committee on marijuana. Seven pm is too late to count on frequent buses.  
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Pritchard, Addie

From: dhenkes@charter.net

Sent: Wednesday, June 14, 2017 6:05 PM

To: city manager

Subject: MMMFLA/Parameters

Thank you for sending the information sheet. 

 

I have only one comment. Indoor grows are very energy intensive (lights, ventilation, summer AC, winter heat) 

but are very secure. Would outdoor grows on the former Regional Center property work? They could be 

surrounded by chain link fencing, covered with a translucent cap, secured with locks and closely monitored. 

This may be impractical but I think it is worth considering. 
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From: stephen foster <phiniusj@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, June 19, 2017 2:49 PM

To: city manager

Subject: Medical Marijuana

Hello,  

I cannot attend the meeting this evening but I would like to express my support for the recommendations made 

by the ad-hoc committee. I've reviewed the draft recommendations and as a Mt Pleasant resident I completely 

agree with their recommendations. Medical marijuana establishments will be a great resource for community 

members seeking alternative treatment and will be great for the city's tax revenue. Full-support.  

Thanks for your time,  

Stephen Foster 

424 N Lansing St. 

Mt Pleasant 
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Kain, Jacob

From: Madaj, Nicholas

Sent: Monday, June 19, 2017 5:40 PM

To: Kain, Jacob

Subject: FW: Special Meeting 6/19/17

Follow Up Flag: Flag for follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Jacob, please provide this correspondence to the MMMFLA committee. Thank you! 

 
Nicholas Madaj  

Mount Pleasant City Commissioner 
(989) 854-5231 

 

From: Matt Mertz [mmertz01@gmail.com] 

Sent: Monday, June 19, 2017 5:37 PM 

To: Madaj, Nicholas 
Subject: Special Meeting 6/19/17 

There are 3 things I hope you would consider in making your recommendations to the city about the oversight 

of marijuana..I believe that this is a better way to raise these issues than by speaking at tonight's meeting.   

 

Dispensaries who are going to make to provide this medication should have strains available to those who 

benefit from cannabinoids (CBD) but do not want the other effects, strains with increased levels of 

cannabinoids and very low or no THC. 

The legalization of Marijuana in Colorado has reduced the number of DUI arrests by a third (Colorado's 

Marijuana DUIs Are Down 33% Time http://time.com/4749802/colorado-marijuana-dui-drop-33-percent-2017/. 

This has also caused a decrease DWIs and Colorado highway fatalities (Since marijuana legalization, highway 

fatalities in Colorado are at near-historic lows Washington Post https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/the-

watch/wp/2014/08/05/since-marijuana-legalization-highway-fatalities-in-colorado-are-at-near-historic-

lows/?utm_term=.7b954c8122ba).  

 

CMU students are taken out to dinner every year for graduation and inevitably one will comment that they had 

never been downtown, or worse, they didn't even know there was a downtown. If the City encouraged a 

dispensary to open downtown. students would know that downtown Mt Pleasant existed. 
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Kain, Jacob

From: Pritchard, Addie

Sent: Monday, June 19, 2017 10:26 AM

To: Kain, Jacob

Subject: FW: MMMFLA

 

 

Addie Pritchard 

 

From: Taracks@aol.com [mailto:Taracks@aol.com]  

Sent: Saturday, June 17, 2017 9:16 PM 

To: city manager 
Subject: RE: MMMFLA 

 
   I believe that very, very specific guidelines need to be implemented and MONITORED with a specific 
process of evaluating all facilities in a reasonable time frame....avoiding loopholes for people misusing the drugs or 
creating various drug varieties of marijuana for profit only.... not medicinal purposes.  
  
   If at any point, the process is suspected or not operating and managed according to adopted plan, the plan may be 
modified or changed at any time to keep what the intended purposes of the Michigan Law which I believe should only 
used for medical reasons and dispensed by medically licensed professionals.. 
  
  I am very concerned that the MMFLA will become as BIG a business as the alcohol/ mciro beer industry for profit.  As 
taxpayers we will continue to increase using taxpayers money for the court system and rehab addiction.  This is one BIG 
vicious circle with business corporations being the winners. 
  
    Lois Taracks 
  
    Mt. PLeasant,MI 
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Subject: FW: MMMFLA

From: Williams, Stephanie [mailto:willi5s@cmich.edu] 

Sent: Thursday, June 15, 2017 3:51 PM 

To: city manager 
Cc: Yeagley Jr, Bill 

Subject: MMMFLA 

Dear Ad Hoc Committee on MMMFLA: 

Thank you for the opportunity to make comments to the City of Mt. Pleasant ad hoc committee on the 

MMMFLA. I appreciate the seriousness with which the committee is providing recommendations and 

suggested parameters on the establishment of facilities to the City of Mt. Pleasant. 

I would request the committee research other communities that may have enacted similar statues for the 

purpose of finding out what went well, what didn’t go well and other unintended consequences. I would 

hope the committee will review this data prior to making a recommendation to the city.  

If you are intending to recommend these facilities in our community, I request you consider only 

permitting a few such facilities in the first year or two, allowing for evaluation of the process, its effects on 

the community and to make any changes you see as valuable prior to allowing unlimited numbers 

of  facilities in our community. 

Lastly, in accordance with the Federal Drug Free Schools and Communities Act, CMU campus has a 

policy which prohibits medical marijuana on campus. In an effort to honor the policy, we would request 

that MMMFLA facilities would not be permitted adjacent/close proximity to campus. 

I appreciate your consideration in these matters and look forward to your response. 

Sincerely, 

William Yeagley, Chief of Police 

Central Michigan University 
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Kain, Jacob

From: Matt Taylor <matty.pro74@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 12, 2017 12:55 PM

To: Kain, Jacob; city manager

Subject: MJ Retail Limits

Follow Up Flag: Flag for follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

                                                                                                Matthew C Taylor 

                                                                                                Mission Biggby#279 

                                                                                                CA Partner  

                                                                                                517 243 0413 

 

To Whom it May Concern, 

 

       I am glad that the State is allowing Mount Pleasant to do what the Council long ago agreed they would like 

to engage in - medical MJ provisioning. But I feel it is vital to not let that enthusiasm run so far that we make 

decisions that cant be undone. Even though I support MJ business, I do not want to see the character and 

aesthetics of Mount Pleasant changed drastically. The aesthetics of Lansing has been cheapened and forever 

changed because the Mayor never addressed limits or proliferation, and out of respect for all other Mt Pleasant 

residence, some who are older, some who are against MJ, we can not make that same mistake. And there are 

many unforeseen consequences we should be aware of. 

 

      The most MJ Retail shops we should have is 3. Why is that? 

 

      From other states we have evidence that it may, but not yet proof that it does, work well. And even those 

states had issues implementing it at first. We will also. So we have no proof yet that even more than one will be 

viable. Let alone more than 2 or 3.  

      Nor can we extrapolate from the number of shops in Lansing / Population that Mt Pleasant can sustain the 

same ratio. That is because none of the shops there are following any rules at all. And this Bill is so highly 

regulated I am not even sure if I plan to try and open one.  

      Nor can we use the fact that there were 6 here before to extrapolate that this number will be viable under the 

new Bill. None of those shops followed the same set of rules, certainly not this level of regulation. And the new 

Bill requires far more capital, which means each place will have to do more Gross Sales to remain viable.  

       

      We have to remain aware of potential pitfalls and preserve the aesthetics of our City. In retrospect, after CA 

was closed, I am glad Risa Scully retained and asserted her right to injunctive relief via nuisance clause. As that 

has kept us a "virgin" city on MJ Biz, which leaves us citizens in control of how the City will be perceived. Not 

speculators who care more about profit than community.  

       One of these potential problems is that the more we allow, the more competitive each will have to be. And 

that means they will have more pressure to advertise in Morning Sun and on radio, which does change both the 

character and feel of a City. This is exactly why people perceive Michigan Avenue and Lansing in general to be 

shoddy now. We must avoid that. 

       What will Morning Sun look like with 5 MJ ads in it as opposed to 1 -3? Lansing State Journal does not 

allow MJ Ads, but City Pulse has entire pages of MJ Ads! I do not think a 60 year resident of Mount Pleasant 

wants to open the paper and suddenly see a half page of MJ ads. The same is true for radio. And billboards 
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around town, and in town. How will parents feel about sending kids to CMU if they visit and see MJ Billboards 

and ads all over the paper?  

       Nor can you control what people will use in ads, or in a name. CA had a name without "bud" or "weed" in 

it. And if I do open one, that is what I will do again. But in Lansing you have names like "StarBuds", 

"BestBuds", and so on, and they all put MJ leaves or half naked girls in the ads. The more retailers we allow, 

the more chance we will have operators who act that way, as opposed to a more low key and respectful manner. 

      The main point being that we can control this now with a protective limit that also makes each stores 

success more viable. We can not go backward if we allow 5, and one turns out to act like a "yahoo". We and the 

City will be stuck with that... forever!  

 

       It may sound petty and protective to say we only want 3 and prefer the people involved are mostly locals 

with a proven track record of caring for the community via donations, public / civic work, or volunteering, but I 

feel we should be both petty and protective when it comes to the future permanent appearance of our Mt 

Pleasant. It is our community and this will be a permanent change. So I feel moderation is called for. 

      I am happy we have no Danny Trevinos here, and I would hate to have one sneak in because we had pie in 

the eye enthusiasm to allow more than needed. We should keep it this way. 

      

      We must also consider how many other businesses there are. How many processing plants will open here in 

addition to 5 retailers? How many testing facilities? How many secure transport facilities? These are all big 

capital entities now, so how many partners total would 5 retailers be composed of? Will they all be viable, will 

there be enough Gross sales to make them all happy? Viable businesses that are doing well tend to get along 

with one another better, and advertise more responsibly.  

 

      Imagine how the community would change to long time residents if in one year 5 retailers, 3 processors, 2 

testing labs, and 10 Class A Grows are all here with ads, billboards, radio spots, etc. - what will visitors 

perceive?  

     There are only 2 Biggby here, and we don't always get along. There are only 3 MCD's, and 1 Taco Bell. It 

may not be wise to saturate the City more than even major national name brands have without knowing how it 

will play out, right?  

       

      For all these reasons and more, I feel it will be better for the operators and the community to start with 3 or 

less retailers. The fewer there are, the more viable each one will be anyways. And that means better relations, 

less tensions, and less pressure to advertise.   

      This limit will make each more viable, and reduce the aesthetic change to Mount Pleasant. Again, remaining 

aware that many other MJ Businesses will arise besides retailing. All of these reasons combined lead me to the 

conclusion that 3 at most is all we need here. 

 

      Thank you, 

Matthew C Taylor 

 

 

      PS - honestly I think the ideal would be one retailer, and it would be the largest, most professional, and best 

in the state. If I do open one, that will be my goal. Obviously only allowing one contract would cause trouble 

and be fought over. But maybe that isn't so bad? Maybe it forces the locals to work together, and take on more 

partners and be fair to them? Obviously the review board would check and see if this is inclusive or excludes to 

many. So those applying would have to consider that. 

       In my dream world, Brandon would open one, and I would open one. Seeing as we both have proven 

dedication to the cause and community for years ( and got kind of screwed, but for good reason I see now ), and 

get along despite vast differences of opinion. But that might not be fully fair to others either. 
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       So that leaves me with the number 3. I do not see why 3 major retailers could not include all local 

professionals who care about the City and want the aesthetics preserved as some kind of partner in it. And at the 

same time keep each one as viable as possible. Especially as we do not know yet if Lansing will close all their 

blind pig stores, and Ann Arbor, etc.  

       We simply do not even know what it will be like when everyone standardizes ( if they do ) under these 

rules. And therefore we really don't know how viable any will be. Therefore again, based on viability alone it 

seems that a Maximum of 3 retailers is a wise choice.  

    

 

        



 

VII. TOWN HALL VIDEO 

A video recording of the June 19, 2017 Town Hall meeting is available on the City’s YouTube 

channel at https://www.youtube.com/user/MtPleasantMI. Thirty-five individuals attended the 

Town Hall meeting and eight members of the public addressed the committee.  

 

https://www.youtube.com/user/MtPleasantMI
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