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Summary
The Planning and Performance Improvement Department (PPID) recommends the Ottawa County 
Planning Commission is dissolved and replaced with specialized committees as necessary, which 
are more adept at addressing the specific challenges facing Ottawa County. The planning com-
mission’s primary objective of fostering comprehensive, countywide land use will continue to be 
pursued by the county’s professional planning staff while resources and expertise are allocated 
towards groundwater, housing, broadband, farmland preservation, and other initiatives as needed. 

Background
On December 16, 1986, the Ottawa County Board of Commissioners approved the creation of a 
Grants Planner position (Item A), representing the inception of the Ottawa County Planning and 
Grants Department. Three years later, The Ottawa County Planning Commission was established. 
During this time, many Ottawa County communities were growing rapidly but lacked full-time zon-
ing administrators and planners. The lack of existing planning resources coupled with the prospect 
of unmanaged growth presented an unmet need that would be addressed by the creation of the 
county planning department and later the county planning commission. 

In the enabling resolution passed on August 8, 1989 (Item B), the planning commission would be 
tasked with coordinating the economic, social, and physical development of the county with local 
units of government. In the 1990 Summary of Duties (Item C), the planning commission would per-
form “intergovernmental coordination of all related planning activities among the state and local 
government agencies concerned.” Both the ordinance and by-laws (Item D and Item E) state this 
would be accomplished by creating a comprehensive county development plan and using powers 
granted to county planning commissions through enabling legislation. These powers are derived 
from the following legislation:

• Michigan Zoning Enabling Act of 2006
• Michigan Planning Enabling Act of 2008
• Natural Resources and Protection Act of 1994 (PA 116 Farmland Preservation)

These acts allow the planning commission to review local government’s rezoning and master plan 
amendments and farmland preservation applications. While these acts allow county planning 
commissions to provide feedback, suggestions, and recommendations, they do not provide legal 
authority to enforce the commission’s decisions, making the planning commission an advisory body 
at best. 
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While the Ottawa County Planning Commission has overseen numerous projects over its 30-year 
history (Item F), many of the reasons for its existence have changed in the past three decades. The 
following pages offer some considerations for dissolving the body and repurposing its resources to 
better meet the needs of Ottawa County and its communities.

County Planning Commission as Land Use Authority
The Michigan Zoning Enabling Act of 2006 enables counties to administer land use regulations in 
areas outside incorporated units of government. Sec. 102 (w) defines “zoning jurisdiction” as:

Zoning jurisdiction – “means the area encompassed by the legal boundaries of a city or 
village or the area encompassed by the legal boundaries of a county or township outside the 
limits of incorporated cities and villages. The zoning jurisdiction of a county does not include 
the areas subject to a township zoning ordinance.”

While many townships in Michigan have enacted zoning ordinances that grant them zoning jurisdic-
tion independent of the county, some townships in rural and sparsely populated areas of the state 
continue to operate without independent zoning. This results in the county retaining zoning juris-
diction and administering a countywide zoning ordinance in unincorporated areas. In these instanc-
es, a county planning commission is required to develop a zoning ordinance and oversee land use 
applications such as special use permits, planned unit developments, and rezoning requests.

Selection of counties in Michigan that administer countywide zoning ordinances. Ottawa County included for comparison. 

In Ottawa County, all 24 local units of government have zoning jurisdiction, as they have adopted 
independent zoning ordinances and feature planning commissions that make land use decisions 
within their boundaries. While the Ottawa County Planning Commission was created to facilitate 
multi-jurisdictional planning projects, the commission lacks authority and acts solely as an advisory 
body because of this.
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As of July 2020, there are 52 counties (63%) in Michigan that have planning commissions and 31 
counties (37%) that do not have planning commissions. Although there are outliers, counties with-
out planning commissions are typically more urbanized with higher populations – conditions that 
imply zoning jurisdiction is maintained by local units of government.

For comparative purposes relative to Ottawa County, the following table compares the five most 
populous counties with planning commissions to the five most-populous counties that do not have 
planning commissions. A spatial analysis of county planning/land use personnel is included in the 
attachments (Item G). 

Asterisk denotes county has planning department/personnel. None of the counties with planning commissions maintain zoning 
jurisdiction. 

County Planning Commissions in Michigan

Tri-Cities Region

Counties:  Saginaw, Bay, Midland
Regional Population:  376,821 (2019)

West Michigan Region

Counties:  Kent, Ottawa, Muskegon, Allegan
Regional Population:  1,240,432 (2019)

Metro Detroit Region

Counties:  Wayne, Oakland, Macomb, Washtenaw,  
Monroe

Regional Population:  4,399,073 (2019)

Population Centers Highlight
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Recently Dissolved Planning Commissions
In the interest of eliminating redundancies within local government, numerous counties in Michi-
gan have dissolved their planning commissions. Two of these counties are Grand Traverse County 
and Monroe County. The Grand Traverse County Planning Commission was dissolved on September 
19, 2018 after the county folded its planning department in 2017 due to consultants handling the 
county’s economic development endeavors. The Monroe County Planning Commission was dis-
solved on October 15, 2019, with many of the former commission’s duties currently accomplished 
by the Monroe County Community Planning and Engagement Department. 

The planning commission can be dissolved by adopting a resolution in accordance with Sec. 46.11 
(j) of Act 156 (Item H). Both the Grand Traverse County resolution (Item I) and Monroe County res-
olution (Item J) are included for reference.

In order to garner direct insights about the dissolution process and relevant impacts, PPID staff 
contacted Christopher Forsyth, Deputy County Administrator for Grand Traverse County and Jeff 
McBee, Director of the Monroe County Community Planning and Engagement Department. Their 
experiences are a valuable resource in considering the purpose of the Ottawa County Planning 
Commission, as both individuals offer insight on county land use operations absent of a planning 
commission.

What were the primary reasons to dissolve the planning commission?

Jeff McBee: “The primary reason to dissolve the planning commission was to make the de-
velopment process at the local municipality level more efficient. This really drove the whole 
process. As you stated, the planning commission’s role was only advisory.”

Christopher Forsyth: “Toward the end of 2017, then County Administrator Vicki Uppal decid-
ed to dissolve the county’s planning and economic development department with economic 
development issues like brownfield projects being handled by a consultant. In the summer of 
2018, then interim (and now current) County Administrator Nate Alger hosted a meeting of 
the Board of Commissioners with township and city officials to discuss the county’s planning 
commission. The consensus from those that attended the meeting was the county should 
focus on community development and not zoning and planning, which are best addressed 
by the local units of government. The dissolution of the department and input from city and 
township officials led to the dissolution of the planning commission.”
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Counties that lack zoning jurisdiction can only perform advisory duties, offering suggestions to 
local units of government on zoning ordinance revisions/master plan updates. Has this process 
changed since the planning department has assumed the responsibility without consulting a 
planning commission?

Jeff McBee: “Recommendations/comment on local master plans are now submitted directly 
to the [Monroe] County Board of Commissioners following a review by our staff planner. The 
review of zoning ordinance revisions was waived by our board of commissioners, as permit-
ted by the Planning Enabling Act.”

Since dissolving the body, have planning efforts changed in the county?

Christopher Forsyth: “With no planning commission or staff the county has not engaged in 
those activities or responsibilities as provided in the Planning Enabling Act such as develop-
ing or updating a county master plan.”

In your experience, has dissolving the planning commission increased the planning department’s 
capacity to assume new projects/operate more efficiently?

Jeff McBee: “Yes, dissolving the commission has freed up time to focus on other projects.”

Have relations with local units of government changed since the body was dissolved?

Jeff McBee: “With the exception of less mandated communication for zoning reviews, I 
would say the relations with local units of government have not changed.”

Christopher Forsyth: “Township and city officials have responded favorably.”

Assessing Ottawa County Planning Commission’s Duties
Listed as a primary objective in the planning commission’s establishing resolution, the creation of 
the 1992 Ottawa County Development Plan would “provide a framework within which each local 
planning commission and legislative body can operate, while working with its neighbors to build 
a sense of community.” The document outlined specific land use goals, such as balancing devel-
opment pressures with farmland and natural space preservation, ensuring safe and efficient in-
ter-county travel, and improving communication between local units of government.

To accomplish these objectives, the document outlined action items to be pursued by the planning 
commission. The table on the following page lists these action items along with the ability of the 
PPID to perform them in the planning commission’s absence.
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As the table above illustrates, the PPID can perform all action items outlined in the 1992 Ottawa 
County Development Plan. Over its thirty-year history, the planning commission has also exercised 
state-enabled advisory duties for local units of government.
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As discussed in the “Background” section of this document, enabling legislation for county planning 
commissions allow them to provide input and suggestions on master plans, zoning revisions, and 
farmland preservation applications. The enforcement “teeth” of these acts remains with local units 
of government maintaining zoning jurisdiction however, making county planning commissions lack-
ing zoning jurisdiction merely advisory bodies.

While the Ottawa County Planning Commission has performed these advisory duties in the past, 
many of them have been delegated to the PPID over the past decade. With these responsibilities 
already handled internally by the county’s professional planning staff, the planning commission is 
not necessary to continue these duties. These duties and the manner in which the PPID currently 
performs them is discussed below.

Zoning Ordinance Reviews
Sec. 307 of the Michigan Zoning Enabling Act (Item K) requires townships to submit proposed zon-
ing ordinances and maps to the county planning or county zoning commission. If neither of these 
bodies exist, Sec. 307 (2) states that the county can create a coordinating zoning committee com-
posed of 3 or 5 members appointed by the county board of commissioners. Sec. 307 (4) states the 
county board of commissioners may also waive its right to review these ordinances by resolution. 

On October 24, 2006, the Ottawa County Board of Commissioners passed a resolution waiving local 
government zoning reviews that occurred more than 500 feet from municipal boundaries. On De-
cember 22, 2015, the board of commissioners signed a resolution waiving all zoning reviews from 
local governments (Item L). The board of commissioners waived these reviews again on December 
11, 2018, with a sunset of December 30, 2021 (Item M). 

Since this resolution, the PPID has continued consulting with local units of government on an ad-
hoc basis, reviewing ordinances and zoning maps when requested. In the absence of the planning 
commission, the department can continue working with local units of government on an as-needed 
basis.
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Master Plan Reviews
Sec. 39 (2)(e) of the Michigan Planning Enabling Act (Item N) states that local units of government 
must notify the county planning commission or the county board of commissioners when they are 
performing a master plan update. Sec. 41 (2)(e) (Item O) states that once a local unit of govern-
ment prepares a proposed master plan, it must provide the plan to the county planning commis-
sion or the county board of commissioners. The county planning commission or the county board 
of commissioners are empowered to provide feedback on the proposed master plan, but only serve 
advisory roles as stated in Sec. 41 (4). Upon the local unit of government’s adoption of the master 
plan, notice of its adoption and copies of the plan are to be provided to either the planning com-
mission or the county board of commissioners. 

Due to their advisory nature, the PPID has handled master plan reviews in-house, offering feedback 
and professional suggestions to local units of government. In the absence of the planning commis-
sion, the board of commissioners would instead receive notices of master plan updates from local 
units of government and the PPID would continue to conduct the reviews. 

PA 116 Application Reviews
The county planning commission can review applications for the MDARD Farmland and Open Space 
Program (PA 116). This program seeks to preserve agricultural land by creating a development 
rights agreement between farm owners and the State of Michigan. The PA 116 application process 
begins with a farm owner filing an MDARD-issued application with their local unit of government. 
Sec. 36104 of the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act of 1994 (Item P) states that 
the county planning commission or regional planning commission and soil conservation district 
must be consulted and has 30 days to review and comment on applications. After 30 days, the local 
unit of government can send the application to MDARD regardless of whether they receive feed-
back from these agencies.

On August 6, 2003, the planning commission decided that staff would administer all PA 116 reviews 
except for applications for termination from the program. On November 28, 2011, the planning 
commission decided that only new PA 116 applications would be discussed by the commission, 
with applications for program renewal or termination handled by staff.

Sec. 36104 (2) states that if there is no county planning commission, PA 116 applications will be 
sent to the regional planning commission and soil conservation district for review. In Ottawa Coun-
ty, these will be the Ottawa Conservation District and the West Michigan Regional Planning Com-
mission (WMRPC). Due to Ottawa County’s continued commitment towards farmland preservation, 
a memorandum of understanding could be drafted and submitted to WMRPC to retain PPID re-
cord-keeping and advisory duties on all farmland preservation applications within Ottawa County.
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In summary, all of the planning commission advisory duties can continue to be accomplished by 
the PPID, taking advantage of the county’s staff resources while reducing the regulatory burden 
on local units of government. The following table summarizes how these advisory duties would be 
performed without the planning commission.

Current and Potential Opportunities
While the need for a countywide planning advisory body has diminished over the past thirty years, 
regional issues that cross municipal boundaries have emerged that require immediate attention. 
Shifting from a broad commission that is only empowered to offer suggestions to nimbler, more 
specialized committees that have clear objectives can better address these regional challenges. 
Potential examples are provided below:

Housing Commission – Reinstated on April 9, 2019, the Ottawa County Housing Commission 
seeks to gain status as a public housing agency (PHA) to secure housing vouchers for Ottawa 
County communities. With increasing housing costs countywide, this body will be a crucial 
partner for local municipalities and other housing organizations within the region.

Farmland Preservation Board - Continuing Ottawa County’s commitment towards promoting 
its vibrant agricultural industry, this body will work with the agricultural community and staff 
to develop programs and resources for producers and the preservation of prime agricultural 
land within the county. 

Groundwater Commission - Listed as Strategy 26 in the Ottawa County Groundwater Pro-
active Strategies Index adopted in 2019, the existing Groundwater Task Force would be for-
malized into the Groundwater Commission, continuing to provide oversight of the county’s 
groundwater initiatives. 
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Conclusion
Throughout its thirty-year history, the Ottawa County Planning Commission has relied on expert 
opinion and utilized the best information available in making decisions that have wide-ranging land 
use impacts within the county. Many of the original reasons for the body’s existence have dimin-
ished however, with many of the tasks already delegated to county planning staff. With the Ottawa 
County Board of Commissioners establishing many of the same goals as the planning commission, 
such as promoting economic and environmental health and encouraging collaboration across mu-
nicipalities, the board of commissioners will continue to provide the needed oversight to further 
these county land use initiatives. In efforts to elevate and not duplicate planning efforts, the PPID 
recommends dissolving the planning commission and instituting specialized bodies administered 
by the PPID that address crucial countywide issues local units of government lack the capacity and 
require assistance to address.

Future Land Use Vision - With the current Ottawa County Development Plan created in 
1992 and last updated in 2008, a full-scale revision is needed to reflect the three-decades 
of change since its adoption. This will require dedicated staff resources and a wide-ranging 
outreach effort to identify countywide land use goals. As Ottawa County does not maintain 
zoning jurisdiction, the future land use plan will remain a guiding document and as such can 
be adopted by the Board of Commissioners. 

Broadband Commission - COVID-19 has not only disrupted how organizations operate, it 
has highlighted the digital divide that limits access to high-speed internet in the county. Just 
as rural electrification during the Great Depression brought modern amenities into the rural 
homestead, reliable internet access is increasingly important as business, retail, and educa-
tion are conducted in online formats. Improving broadband internet access has long been a 
county goal and a formal body could be tasked with overseeing countywide initiatives. 

Brownfield Redevelopment Authority - Growing Ottawa County’s tax base strengthens local 
communities. Dedicating resources towards the Brownfield Redevelopment Authority facilitates 
the remediation and rehabilitation of underutilized parcels across the county, creating new busi-
nesses and jobs. 
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Just as the planning department operated prior to the planning commission, the advisory respon-
sibilities of the planning commission will continue to be performed by PPID staff, who can provide 
professional expertise with local units of government on implementing best planning practices. 
Dissolving the planning commission reduces the rigid regulatory relationship between the county 
and local units of government while the PPID can continue to partner with local units on addressing 
regional land use challenges. This is part of Ottawa County’s strategic goal of continually improving 
the county’s organization and services, as these duties can continue to be efficiently handled by 
county staff. 

The actions required to dissolve the Ottawa County Planning Commission and officially transfer its 
statutory responsibilities to the PPID’s professional planning staff are included below:

1.) Ottawa County Board of Commissioners approves resolution dissolving the planning   
 commission

2.) Notify all 24 local units of government of the dissolution and inform them that all master  
 plan reviews are to be directed to the Ottawa County Board of Commissioners per Sec.   
 39(e) of the Michigan Planning Enabling Act. All master plan reviews will continue to be   
 conducted by PPID staff

3.) Secure Memorandum of Understanding with the West Michigan Regional Planning   
 Commission and Ottawa Conservation District on the processing of PA 116 farm   
 land preservation applications in Ottawa County
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Ottawa County 
Planning Commission
History

1990 - 2020
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1990

-

-
-

1990 Important Items

1991

1991 Important Items
• 
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1992

-

1992 Important Items

1993

Environmental: Goal 1 -
-

Environmental: Goal 2 -
-

Quality of Life: Goal 3 -
-

Growth: Goal 4

Growth: Goal 5
-
-

-
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1993 Important Items

1994

1994 Important Items

1995

1995 Important Items
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1996

1996 Important Items

1997

-

-
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-

-
-

1997 Important Items

1998

1998 Important Items
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1999

-

-

1999 Important Items

2000
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2000 Important Items

2001

2001 Important Items

2002

2002 Important Items
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2003
-

-

-

-

2003 Important Items

2004

-

-

2004 Important Items
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2005

2005 Important Items

2006

-

-

2006 Important Items

2007
-
-

-

2007 Important Items
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2008

2008 Important Items

2009

-

2009 Important Items
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2010

-

2010 Important Items

2011

2011 Important Items 

2012

2012 Important Items
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2013

-

2013 Important Items

2014

-

2014 Important Items

42



2015

-

-

2015 Important Items

2016

2016 Important Items

2017

2017 Important Items
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2018

2018 Important Items

2019

2019 Important Items
• 
• 
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COUNTY BOARDS OF COMMISSIONERS (EXCERPT)
Act 156 of 1851

46.11 Powers of county board of commissioners.
Sec. 11. A county board of commissioners, at a lawfully held meeting, may do 1 or more of the following:
(a) Purchase or lease for a term not to exceed 20 years, real estate necessary for the site of a courthouse,

jail, clerk's office, or other county building in that county.
(b) Determine the site of, remove, or designate a new site for a county building. The exercise of the

authority granted by this subdivision is subject to any requirement of law that the building be located at the
county seat.

(c) Authorize the sale or lease of real estate belonging to the county, and prescribe the manner in which a
conveyance of the real estate is to be executed.

(d) Erect the necessary buildings for jails, clerks' offices, and other county buildings, and prescribe the
time and manner of erecting them.

(e) Borrow or raise by tax upon the county those funds authorized by law. The exercise of the authority
granted by this subdivision is subject to any voting requirement provided by the law authorizing the
borrowing or tax if different from the voting requirement under section 3.

(f) Provide for the repayment of a loan made by the board, by tax upon the county. The loan must be repaid
within 15 years after the date of the loan, except that a loan to erect a county building for a public function
must be repaid within 30 years after the date of the loan.

(g) Prescribe and fix the salaries and compensation of employees of the county if not fixed by law and,
except in a county having a board of county auditors, adjust claims against the county. The sum allowed in the
adjustment of a claim is subject to appeal as provided by law.

(h) Direct and provide for the raising of money necessary to defray the current expenses and charges of the
county and the necessary charges incident to or arising from the execution of the board's lawful authority,
subject to the limitations prescribed in this act. The county board of commissioners may borrow in a year, in
anticipation of the levy or collection of taxes for the year, a sum of money, not exceeding 50% of the tax to be
levied or collected for the general fund of the county, necessary to defray current expenses of the county. The
money borrowed must be repaid from the tax when levied and collected.

(i) Authorize the making of a new tax roll.
(j) By majority vote of the members of the county board of commissioners elected and serving, pass

ordinances that relate to county affairs and do not contravene the general laws of this state or interfere with
the local affairs of a township, city, or village within the limits of the county, and pursuant to section 10b
provide suitable sanctions for the violation of those ordinances. The board may change the limits of a city,
village, or school district within the county as provided by law. If there is not a general law governing the
subject, or if a change cannot be made pursuant to a general law, the board may change the limits of the
village upon petition of at least 10% of the resident taxpayers. An ordinance or act of incorporation provided
in this subdivision takes effect when notice of the adoption is published in a newspaper of general circulation
in the county. The clerk of the county board of commissioners shall engross each ordinance or act, and it shall
be signed by the chairperson of the county board of commissioners and certified by the clerk of the county
board of commissioners. If, within 50 days after the county board of commissioners adopts an ordinance or
act, a petition signed by not less than 20% of the electors residing in the district to be affected by the
ordinance or act is filed with the county clerk asking that the ordinance or act be submitted to electors of the
district to be affected by the ordinance or act for approval or rejection, then the ordinance or act does not take
effect until it is approved by a majority of the electors of the district affected voting on that issue at a regular
or special election called for that purpose. The county board of commissioners shall provide the manner of
submitting the ordinance or act to the electors for their approval and of determining the result of the election.

(k) Require a county officer whose salary or compensation is paid by the county to make a report under
oath to the county board of commissioners on any subject connected with the duties of that office and require
the officer to give a bond reasonable or necessary for the faithful performance of the duties of the office. An
officer who neglects or refuses either to make a report or give a bond within a reasonable time after being
required to do so may be removed from office by the board by a vote of 2/3 of the members elected or
appointed, and the office declared vacant. The board may fill the vacancy for the unexpired portion of the
term for which the officer was elected or appointed. If an election occurs before the expiration of the
unexpired term, and if the office is elective, the vacancy must be filled at that election. The board shall give
reasonable notice of the election to fill the vacancy.

(l) Represent the county and have the care and management of the property and business of the county if
other provisions are not made.
Rendered Tuesday, June 30, 2020 Page 1 Michigan Compiled Laws Complete Through PA 101 of 2020
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(m) Establish rules and regulations in reference to the management of the interest and business concerns of
the county as the board considers necessary and proper in all matters not especially provided for in this act or
under the laws of this state. The county board of commissioners shall not audit or allow a claim, including a
bill or charge, against the county unless the claim has been filed with the county clerk of the county before the
fourth day of a regular meeting of the board, or before the second day of an adjourned or other meeting, the
claim is contracted by the board during the session of the board or the claim is for mileage and per diem of the
members of the board. The county clerk shall keep a book of all claims in the order in which the claims are
presented, giving the name of each claimant and the amount and date of presentation of each claim. The book,
after the time prescribed for the presentation of claims, must be delivered to the chairperson for the use of the
board. At the October session, the board, by a vote of 2/3 of the members, may receive and allow accounts
that have wholly accrued during the session.

(n) Subject to subdivision (o), remove an officer or agent appointed by the board if, in the board's opinion,
the officer or agent is incompetent to execute properly the duties of the office or if, on charges and evidence,
the board is satisfied that the officer or agent is guilty of official misconduct, or habitual or willful neglect of
duty, and if the misconduct or neglect is a sufficient cause for removal. However, an officer or agent shall not
be removed for that misconduct or neglect unless charges of misconduct or neglect are presented to the county
board of commissioners or the chairperson of the county board of commissioners, notice of the hearing, with a
copy of the charges, is delivered to the officer or agent, and a full opportunity is given the officer or agent to
be heard, either in person or by counsel.

(o) If the county has an appointed county manager or other appointed chief administrative officer or a
county controller, the county board of commissioners may enter into an employment contract with that
officer. The term of the employment contract may extend beyond the terms of the members of the county
board of commissioners. The term of the employment contract must be 3 years or less, unless the employment
contract is entered into on or after August 1 of an even-numbered year, in which case the term of the
employment contract must be 1 year or less. However, in a county organized under 1966 PA 293, MCL
45.501 to 45.521, with an appointed chief administrative officer, an employment contract with the appointed
chief administrative officer must be for the term provided by section 11a of 1966 PA 293, MCL 45.511a. An
employment contract under this subdivision must be in writing and must specify the compensation to be paid
to the officer, any procedure for changing the compensation, any fringe benefits, and any other conditions of
employment. If the officer serves at the pleasure of the county board of commissioners, the contract must so
state and may provide for severance pay or other benefits in the event the employment of the officer is
terminated at the pleasure of the county board of commissioners.

(p) Establish rules consistent with the open meetings act, 1976 PA 267, MCL 15.261 to 15.275, for the
manner of proceeding before the board.

(q) Acquire by exchange land needed for county purposes, including the purchase of land to be used in
exchange for other land of approximate equal value owned by the federal government and needed for county
purposes.

(r) Grant or loan money to a nonprofit corporation organized for the purpose of providing loans for private
sector economic development initiatives. A grant or loan under this subdivision must not be derived from ad
valorem taxes except for ad valorem taxes approved by a vote of the people for economic development. The
county shall establish an application process for proposals to receive a grant or loan under this subdivision.
The awarding of a grant or loan under this subdivision must be made at a public hearing of the county board
of commissioners. The grant or loan contract must require a report to the county board of commissioners
regarding the activities of the recipient and the degree to which the recipient has met the stated public purpose
of the funding.

(s) By majority vote of the members of the county board of commissioners elected and serving in a county
with an appointed board of county road commissioners, pass a resolution that transfers the powers, duties, and
functions that are otherwise provided by law for the appointed board of county road commissioners of that
county to the county board of commissioners. The resolution is subject to the requirement in section 6(9) of
chapter IV of 1909 PA 283, MCL 224.6. The appointed board of county road commissioners of that county is
dissolved on the date specified in the resolution adopted under this subdivision, and the county board of
commissioners is authorized to receive and expend funds as allowed under 1951 PA 51, MCL 247.651 to
247.675. If the powers, duties, and functions of the board of county road commissioners of a county are
transferred to the county board of commissioners of that county under this subdivision and the powers and
duties of the office of county drain commissioner of that county had previously been transferred to the board
of county road commissioners as provided in section 21(3) of the drain code of 1956, 1956 PA 40, MCL
280.21, then the county board of commissioners of that county shall reestablish, by resolution, the office of
county drain commissioner as an elected office. The resolution reestablishing the office of county drain
Rendered Tuesday, June 30, 2020 Page 2 Michigan Compiled Laws Complete Through PA 101 of 2020
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commissioner must provide for the appointment of an acting county drain commissioner for that county who
shall hold office until the next general election at which a county drain commissioner will be elected as
provided in chapter X of the Michigan election law, 1954 PA 116, MCL 168.191 to 168.211.

(t) By majority vote of the members of the county board of commissioners elected and serving in a county
with an elected board of county road commissioners, pass a resolution to submit to the qualified and
registered electors of the county at the next regular election to be held in the county the question of
transferring the powers, duties, and functions of the elected board of county road commissioners of that
county to the county board of commissioners. The resolution is subject to the requirement in section 6(9) of
chapter IV of 1909 PA 283, MCL 224.6. If a majority of the qualified and registered electors of the county
voting on the question vote in favor of transferring the powers, duties, and functions of the elected board of
county road commissioners of that county to the county board of commissioners, the elected board of county
road commissioners of that county is dissolved and the county board of commissioners is authorized to
receive and expend funds as allowed under 1951 PA 51, MCL 247.651 to 247.675. If the powers, duties, and
functions of the board of county road commissioners of a county are transferred to the county board of
commissioners of that county under this subdivision and the powers and duties of the office of county drain
commissioner of that county had previously been transferred to the board of county road commissioners as
provided in section 21(3) of the drain code of 1956, 1956 PA 40, MCL 280.21, then the county board of
commissioners of that county shall reestablish, by resolution, the office of county drain commissioner as an
elected office. The resolution reestablishing the office of county drain commissioner must provide for the
appointment of an acting county drain commissioner for that county who shall hold office until the next
general election at which a county drain commissioner will be elected as provided in chapter X of the
Michigan election law, 1954 PA 116, MCL 168.191 to 168.211.

(u) If, after a board of county road commissioners is dissolved as provided in subdivision (s) or (t), the
county board of commissioners for a county determines that a board of county road commissioners would
provide a cost savings to the county residents and would better meet the needs of the county residents, the
county board of commissioners for that county may do either of the following:

(i) By majority vote of the members of the county board of commissioners, adopt a county road system
with a board of county road commissioners as provided in chapter IV of 1909 PA 283, MCL 224.1 to 224.32.

(ii) By majority vote of the members of the county board of commissioners, submit the question of
adopting a county road system with a board of county road commissioners to a vote of the electors of the
county as provided in chapter IV of 1909 PA 283, MCL 224.1 to 224.32.

(v) Loan money to a township within the county for the purpose of funding a road construction project or
providing matching funds for a joint project between the county and the township. A loan granted under this
subdivision must not exceed a term of 10 years.

History: 1851, Act 156, Imd. Eff. Apr. 8, 1851;⎯CL 1857, 345;⎯Am. 1859, Act 244, Eff. May 18, 1859;⎯Am. 1867, Act 81, Eff.
June 27, 1867;⎯CL 1871, 477;⎯Am. 1877, Act 165, Eff. Aug. 21, 1877;⎯How. 483;⎯CL 1897, 2484;⎯Am. 1905, Act 98, Eff. Sept.
16, 1905;⎯Am. 1909, Act 322, Eff. Sept. 1, 1909;⎯Am. 1913, Act 397, Eff. Aug. 14, 1913;⎯CL 1915, 2274;⎯Am. 1925, Act 69, Eff.
Aug. 27, 1925;⎯CL 1929, 1130;⎯CL 1948, 46.11;⎯Am. 1955, Act 108, Imd. Eff. June 3, 1955;⎯Am. 1956, Act 132, Imd. Eff. Apr.
13, 1956;⎯Am. 1958, Act 59, Eff. Sept. 13, 1958;⎯Am. 1959, Act 193, Imd. Eff. July 22, 1959;⎯Am. 1964, Act 182, Eff. Aug. 28,
1964;⎯Am. 1975, Act 206, Imd. Eff. Aug. 21, 1975;⎯Am. 1978, Act 51, Eff. Mar. 30, 1979;⎯Am. 1978, Act 278, Imd. Eff. July 6,
1978;⎯Am. 1978, Act 629, Imd. Eff. Jan. 8, 1979;⎯Am. 1980, Act 334, Eff. Dec. 30, 1980;⎯Am. 1985, Act 171, Eff. Mar. 31, 1986;⎯
Am. 1988, Act 227, Imd. Eff. July 8, 1988;⎯Am. 1994, Act 18, Eff. May 1, 1994;⎯Am. 1996, Act 22, Imd. Eff. Feb. 16, 1996;⎯Am.
1996, Act 396, Imd. Eff. Oct. 8, 1996;⎯Am. 1998, Act 97, Imd. Eff. May 15, 1998;⎯Am. 2003, Act 94, Imd. Eff. July 24, 2003;⎯Am.
2012, Act 15, Imd. Eff. Feb. 21, 2012;⎯Am. 2015, Act 236, Imd. Eff. Dec. 22, 2015;⎯Am. 2016, Act 77, Imd. Eff. Apr. 12, 2016;⎯
Am. 2020, Act 1, Imd. Eff. Jan. 27, 2020.

Compiler's note: Act 259 of 1937 purported to amend this section, but the effective date of that act depended on the approval of Act
258 of 1937, which was defeated by referendum.
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R E S O L U T I O N 
159-2018

Repeal of Grand Traverse County Ordinance No. 30,  

Grand Traverse County Planning Commission Ordinance 

WHEREAS, The Grand Traverse County Board of Commissioners met in regular session 

on October 3, 2018, reviewed recommendation to repeal Ordinance No. 30, the Grand Traverse 

County Planning Commission Ordinance which was adopted on January 28, 2015 as amended 

and to repeal any former Planning Commission Ordinance with the intent that there shall be no 

Planning Commission for Grand Traverse County; and,  

WHEREAS, The intent of the Board of Commissioners in adopting this ordinance is to 

eliminate the Grand Traverse County Planning Commission.   

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THIS BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

THAT Grand Traverse County approves the Ordinance, attached hereto and hereby becoming a 

part of this resolution, to repeal the Grand Traverse County Planning Commission Ordinance No. 

30.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT, the Board of Commissioners authorizes the 

Board Chair or County Administrator to effectuate the necessary documents to implement the 

Board authorized action.    

APPROVED:  October 3, 2018 
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ORDINANCE #33 

AN ORDINANCE TO REPEAL GRAND TRAVERSE COUNTY ORDINANCE NO. 30, 
GRAND TRAVERSE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION ORDINANCE, WHICH WAS 

ADOPTED ON JANUARY 28, 2015 AS AMENDED, AND TO REPEAL ANY FORMER 
PLANNING COMMISSION ORDINANCES WITH THE INTENT THAT THERE SHALL BE 

NO PLANNING COMMISSION FOR GRAND TRAVERSE COUNTY 

THE GRAND TRAVERSE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS ORDAINS: 

A. Grand Traverse County Ordinance No. 30, Grand Traverse County Planning Commission 
Ordinance of January 28, 2015 as amended is hereby repealed.  
 

B. Any previous planning commission ordinances that may have been in effect are also 
repealed.  
 

C. The intent of the Board of Commissioners in adopting this ordinance is to eliminate the 
Grand Traverse County Planning Commission.  
 

D. EFFECTIVE DATE: This ordinance shall take effect on October 8, 2018, when the 
notice of the adoption of this ordinance is published in a newspaper of general circulation 
in Grand Traverse County. 
 
 
10/3/2018      /s/ Bonnie Scheele, County Clerk 
 
10/3/2018      /s/ Carol J. Crawford, Chairwoman 
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COUNTY OF MONROE 

RESOLUTION TO DISOLVE THE MONROE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION & 
TRANSFER STATUTORILY REQUIRED FUNCTIONS 

WHEREAS, the Monroe County Board of Commissioners, as the governing body of 
Monroe County, Michigan, a Michigan county government, has established the Monroe County 
Planning Commission pursuant to Section 11 of Article II of Public Act 33 of 2008, the 
Michigan Planning Enabling Act, as amended; and 

WHEREAS, the Monroe County Board of Commissioners did adopt the amended 
Monroe County Planning Ordinance on November 15, 2011; and 

WHEREAS, under the Michigan Planning Enabling Act the Monroe County Planning 
Commission has been required to perform those primary duties under the Monroe County 
Planning Ordinance; and 

WHEREAS, there is no statutory requirement for a county in the State of Michigan to 
adopt an ordinance creating and/or retaining a county planning commission as the existence of a 
county planning commission is a permissive act of a county government, and the County of 
Monroe has now determined to dissolve the Monroe County Planning Commission by rescinding 
the Monroe County Planning Ordinance; and 

WHEREAS, the Monroe County Board of Commissioners has determined that dissolving 
the Monroe County Planning Commission would streamline the process of orderly development 
within Monroe County by eliminating the duplication of effort by both a local municipal 
government’s planning authority and role of county planning that is advisory only; and 

WHEREAS, local units of government are fully informed as to the impact of planning 
decisions made within their own jurisdictions and local citizens will continue to have direct 
access and input on planning decisions made at the local planning commission and 
township/municipal governing boards; and  

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED, that the Monroe County Board of 
Commissioners of the County of Monroe, Michigan, a Michigan county government, hereby 
dissolves the Monroe County Planning Commission and statutorily required functions formerly 
performed by the Monroe County Planning Commission may be transferred to other officials 
and/or waived entirely; and 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to Section 41 of Article III of Act 33 of 
2008, as amended, the Monroe County Board of Commissioners will directly receive proposed 
master plans of townships for review and comment; and 
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IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to Section 307 of Article III of Act 110 of 
2006, as amended, the Monroe County Board of Commissioners waives its right to review 
township ordinances and amendments; and 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to Part 361 of Act 451 of 1994, as amended, 
applications for the Farmland and Open Space Preservation program will be presented to the 
Monroe County Board of Commissioners as an item of the Board’s agenda for informed consent 
and then forwarded with a review and recommendation prepared by the Monroe County 
Community Planning and Engagement Department to the Michigan Department of Agriculture, 
Farmland and Open Space Preservation Office; and 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to Section 65 of Article IV of Act 33 of 
2008, as amended, the Monroe County Board of Commissioners directs it’s chief administrative 
officer to administer a Monroe County capital improvements program as part of the County’s 
financial management plan and budget development program; and 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, that in the absence of a planning ordinance and the 
requisite requirement for a master plan, the Monroe County Board of Commissioners will retain 
qualified professional services to lead a task force in the development and update of a county 
strategic plan every five (5) years with members of this task force representing varied sectors of 
Monroe County economic development disciplines; and 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Resolution shall have immediate effect; and 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, that any and all previously adopted resolutions, policies, 
or programs of the Monroe County Board of Commissioners that are inconsistent with this 
Resolution are hereby repealed and terminated. 

This Resolution was adopted by the Monroe County Board of Commissioners at a regular 
meeting held at the Monroe County Board Chambers, Monroe County Courthouse, Monroe 
County, Michigan, by a vote of a majority of the membership of the County Board of 
Commissioners, on the ____day of October, 2019. 

This Resolution was offered by Commissioner _________________________, and 
supported by Commissioner _________________________.  
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A roll call vote was taken and this Resolution was passed by a vote of __________ in 
favor, and __________ against, and __________ excused, and __________ abstained.   

The Resolution was declared adopted, effective immediately. 

J. Henry Lievens, Chairman
Monroe County Board of Commissioners

ATTEST: 

Sharon D. Lemasters 
Monroe County Clerk 
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MICHIGAN ZONING ENABLING ACT (EXCERPT)
Act 110 of 2006

125.3307 Review and recommendations after hearing; submission to township; submission
to coordinating zoning committee; waiver of right to review.
Sec. 307. (1) Following the hearing required in section 306, a township shall submit for review and

recommendation the proposed zoning ordinance, including any zoning maps, to the zoning commission of the
county in which the township is situated if a county zoning commission has been appointed as provided under
this act.

(2) If there is not a county zoning commission or county planning commission, the proposed zoning
ordinance shall be submitted to the coordinating zoning committee. The coordinating zoning committee shall
be composed of either 3 or 5 members appointed by the legislative body of the county for the purpose of
coordinating the zoning ordinances proposed for adoption under this act with the zoning ordinances of a
township, city, or village having a common boundary with the township.

(3) The county will have waived its right for review and recommendation of an ordinance if the
recommendation of the county zoning commission, planning commission, or coordinating zoning committee
has not been received by the township within 30 days from the date the proposed ordinance is received by the
county.

(4) The legislative body of a county by resolution may waive its right to review township ordinances and
amendments under this section.

History: 2006, Act 110, Eff. July 1, 2006.
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Form Last Revised 9/20/2017 

Action Request 
Committee:  
Meeting Date:   
Requesting 
Department: 

 

Submitted By:   
Agenda 
Item: 

 

Suggested Motion: 
 
 
 
 

Summary of Request: 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

Financial Information:  
Total Cost:  General Fund 

Cost:  
Included in 
Budget: Yes No N/A

If not included in budget, recommended funding source: 

Action is Related to an Activity Which Is:  Mandated         Non-Mandated         New Activity 
Action is Related to Strategic Plan: 
Goal:  

Objective:  

Administration: Recommended Not Recommended Without Recommendation
County Administrator: 

Committee/Governing/Advisory Board Approval Date:  

✔

✔

✔ ReR commended
r::

g/Advisory Board Approvavalll D

✔✔
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Summary of Request Continued: 
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MICHIGAN PLANNING ENABLING ACT (EXCERPT)
Act 33 of 2008

125.3839 Master plan; adoption; procedures; notice; submittals; use of electronic mail.
Sec. 39. (1) A master plan shall be adopted under the procedures set forth in this section and sections 41

and 43. A master plan may be adopted as a whole or by successive parts corresponding with major
geographical areas of the planning jurisdiction or with functional subject matter areas of the master plan.

(2) Before preparing a master plan, a planning commission shall send to all of the following, by first-class
mail or personal delivery, a notice explaining that the planning commission intends to prepare a master plan
and requesting the recipient's cooperation and comment:

(a) For any local unit of government undertaking a master plan, the planning commission, or if there is no
planning commission, the legislative body, of each municipality located within or contiguous to the local unit
of government.

(b) For a county undertaking a master plan, the regional planning commission for the region in which the
county is located, if any.

(c) For a county undertaking a master plan, the county planning commission, or if there is no county
planning commission, the county board of commissioners, for each county located contiguous to the county.

(d) For a municipality undertaking a master plan, the regional planning commission for the region in which
the municipality is located, if there is no county planning commission for the county in which that
municipality is located. If there is a county planning commission, the municipal planning commission may
consult with the regional planning commission but is not required to do so.

(e) For a municipality undertaking a master plan, the county planning commission, or if there is no county
planning commission, the county board of commissioners, for the county in which that municipality is
located.

(f) For any local unit of government undertaking a master plan, each public utility company, railroad
company, and public transportation agency owning or operating a public utility, railroad, or public
transportation system within the local unit of government, and any government entity that registers its name
and mailing address for this purpose with the planning commission.

(g) If the master plan will include a master street plan, the county road commission and the state
transportation department.

(3) A submittal under section 41 or 43 by or to an entity described in subsection (2) may be made by
personal or first-class mail delivery of a hard copy or by electronic mail. However, the planning commission
preparing the plan shall not make such submittals by electronic mail unless, in the notice described in
subsection (2), the planning commission states that it intends to make such submittals by electronic mail and
the entity receiving that notice does not respond by objecting to the use of electronic mail. Electronic mail
may contain a link to a website on which the submittal is posted if the website is accessible to the public free
of charge.

History: 2008, Act 33, Eff. Sept. 1, 2008;⎯Am. 2010, Act 306, Imd. Eff. Dec. 17, 2010.
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MICHIGAN PLANNING ENABLING ACT (EXCERPT)
Act 33 of 2008

125.3841 Preparation of proposed master plan; submission to legislative body for review and
comment; approval required; notice; submission of comments; statements as advisory.
Sec. 41. (1) After preparing a proposed master plan, a planning commission shall submit the proposed

master plan to the legislative body for review and comment. The process of adopting a master plan shall not
proceed further unless the legislative body approves the distribution of the proposed master plan.

(2) If the legislative body approves the distribution of the proposed master plan, it shall notify the secretary
of the planning commission, and the secretary of the planning commission shall submit, in the manner
provided in section 39(3), a copy of the proposed master plan, for review and comment, to all of the
following:

(a) For any local unit of government proposing a master plan, the planning commission, or if there is no
planning commission, the legislative body, of each municipality located within or contiguous to the local unit
of government.

(b) For a county proposing a master plan, the regional planning commission for the region in which the
county is located, if any.

(c) For a county proposing a master plan, the county planning commission, or if there is no county
planning commission, the county board of commissioners, for each county located contiguous to the county.

(d) For a municipality proposing a master plan, the regional planning commission for the region in which
the municipality is located, if there is no county planning commission for the county in which that local unit
of government is located. If there is a county planning commission, the secretary of the municipal planning
commission may submit a copy of the proposed master plan to the regional planning commission but is not
required to do so.

(e) For a municipality proposing a master plan, the county planning commission, or if there is no county
planning commission, the county board of commissioners, for the county in which that municipality is
located. The secretary of the municipal planning commission shall concurrently submit to the county planning
commission, in the manner provided in section 39(3), a statement that the requirements of subdivision (a)
have been met or, if there is no county planning commission, shall submit to the county board of
commissioners, in the manner provided in section 39(3), a statement that the requirements of subdivisions (a)
and (d) have been met. The statement shall be signed by the secretary and shall include the name and address
of each planning commission or legislative body to which a copy of the proposed master plan was submitted
under subdivision (a) or (d), as applicable, and the date of submittal.

(f) For any local unit of government proposing a master plan, each public utility company, railroad
company, and public transportation agency owning or operating a public utility, railroad, or public
transportation system within the local unit of government, and any government entity that registers its name
and address for this purpose with the secretary of the planning commission. An entity described in this
subdivision that receives a copy of a proposed master plan, or of a final master plan as provided in section
43(5), shall reimburse the local unit of government for any copying and postage costs thereby incurred.

(g) If the proposed master plan is or includes a proposed master street plan, the county road commission
and the state transportation department.

(3) An entity described in subsection (2) may submit comments on the proposed master plan to the
planning commission in the manner provided in section 39(3) within 63 days after the proposed master plan
was submitted to that entity under subsection (2). If the county planning commission or the county board of
commissioners that receives a copy of a proposed master plan under subsection (2)(e) submits comments, the
comments shall include, but need not be limited to, both of the following, as applicable:

(a) A statement whether the county planning commission or county board of commissioners considers the
proposed master plan to be inconsistent with the master plan of any municipality or region described in
subsection (2)(a) or (d).

(b) If the county has a county master plan, a statement whether the county planning commission considers
the proposed master plan to be inconsistent with the county master plan.

(4) The statements provided for in subsection (3)(a) and (b) are advisory only.
History: 2008, Act 33, Eff. Sept. 1, 2008;⎯Am. 2010, Act 306, Imd. Eff. Dec. 17, 2010.
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NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ACT (EXCERPT)
Act 451 of 1994

324.36104 Application for farmland development rights agreement; form; contents; notice;
review, comment, and recommendations; approval or rejection; appeal; preparation,
contents, execution, and recordation of agreement; annual listing of current agreements;
application effective for current tax year; reapplication; tax exemption.
Sec. 36104. (1) An owner of land desiring a farmland development rights agreement may apply by filing

an application with the local governing body having jurisdiction under this part. The owner shall apply on a
form prescribed by the state land use agency. The application shall contain information reasonably necessary
to properly classify the land as farmland. This information shall include a land survey or a legal description of
the land and a map showing the significant natural features and all structures and physical improvements
located on the land.

(2) Upon receipt of the application, the local governing body shall notify the county planning commission
or the regional planning commission and the soil conservation district agency. If the county has jurisdiction, it
shall also notify the township board of the township in which the land is situated.

(3) An agency or local governing body receiving notice has 30 days to review, comment, and make
recommendations to the local governing body with which the application is filed. These reviewing agencies
do not have an approval or rejection power over the application.

(4) After considering the comments and recommendations of the reviewing agencies and local governing
bodies, the local governing body holding the application shall approve or reject the application within 45 days
after the application is received, unless that period is extended by agreement of the parties involved. The local
governing body's approval or rejection of the application shall be based upon, and consistent with, rules
promulgated under section 36116.

(5) If an application for a farmland development rights agreement is approved by the local governing body
having jurisdiction, the local governing body shall forward a copy, along with the comments and
recommendations of the reviewing bodies, to the state land use agency. The application shall contain a
statement from the assessing officer where the property is located specifying the current fair market value of
the land and structures in compliance with the agricultural section of the Michigan state tax commission
assessor manual. If action is not taken by the local governing body within the time prescribed or agreed upon,
the applicant may proceed as provided in subsection (6) as if the application was rejected.

(6) If the application for a farmland development rights agreement is rejected by the local governing body,
the local governing body shall return the application to the applicant with a written statement regarding the
reasons for rejection. Within 30 days after receipt of the rejected application, the applicant may appeal the
rejection by submitting the application to the state land use agency.

(7) The state land use agency, within 60 days after a farmland development rights agreement application is
received under subsection (5) or (6), shall approve or reject the application. The state land use agency may
reject an application for a farmland development rights agreement that has been approved by a local
governing body only if the proposed agreement would be inconsistent with section 36101(f). If the application
is approved by the state land use agency, the state land use agency shall prepare a farmland development
rights agreement that includes all of the following provisions:

(a) A structure shall not be built on the land except for use consistent with farm operations, which includes
a residence for an individual essential to the operation of the farm under section 36111(2)(b), or lines for
utility transmission or distribution purposes or with the approval of the local governing body and the state
land use agency.

(b) Land improvements shall not be made except for use consistent with farm operations or with the
approval of the local governing body and the state land use agency.

(c) Any interest in the land shall not be sold except a scenic, access, or utility easement that does not
substantially hinder farm operations.

(d) Public access is not permitted on the land unless agreed to by the owner.
(e) Any other condition and restriction on the land as agreed to by the parties that is considered necessary

to preserve the land or appropriate portions of it as farmland.
(8) Upon approval of an application by the state, the state land use agency shall execute the farmland

development rights agreement on behalf of the state and shall forward the agreement to the applicant for
execution. After the applicant executes the farmland development rights agreement, the applicant shall have
the executed farmland development rights agreement recorded by the register of deeds in the county in which
the property is located. The applicant shall provide a copy of the recorded farmland development rights
agreement to the state land use agency.
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(9) The state land use agency shall annually provide a listing of current farmland development rights
agreements to county equalization offices where the land is located and to the approving local governing
body.

(10) An application that is approved by the local governing body by November 1 shall take effect for the
current tax year.

(11) If an application for a farmland development rights agreement is rejected by the state land use agency,
the state land use agency shall notify the affected local governing body, all reviewing agencies concerned, and
the applicant with a written statement containing the reasons for rejection. An applicant receiving a rejection
from the state land use agency may appeal the rejection pursuant to the administrative procedures act of 1969,
1969 PA 306, MCL 24.201 to 24.328.

(12) An applicant may reapply for a farmland development rights agreement following a 1-year waiting
period.

(13) The value of the jointly owned development rights as expressed in a farmland development rights
agreement is not exempt from ad valorem taxation and shall be assessed to the owner of the land as part of the
value of that land.

History: Add. 1995, Act 59, Imd. Eff. May 24, 1995;⎯Am. 1996, Act 233, Imd. Eff. June 5, 1996;⎯Am. 2016, Act 265, Eff. Sept.
26, 2016.

Popular name: Act 451
Popular name: Farmland and Open Space
Popular name: NREPA
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