
 

 

NEGAUNEE TOWNSHIP ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

MEETING MINUTES 

JUNE 17, 2013 

 

 

Meeting Called to Order: Chairman Dennis Potila called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m. 

 

Roll Call fo Members: Chairman Dennis Potila called the Roll.  Members present: Eugene Maki, 

Dennis Potila, Steven Laine, and Board alternate Lisa Peterson and township employee Joe 

Scanlan. The minutes were taken by Jackie Shier, Deputy Clerk, Negaunee Twp. 

 

Approval of Minutes: Chairman Dennis Potila reviewed the minutes of the previous meeting 

dated May 28, 2013. A motion was made by Eugene Maki and seconded by Steve Laine to accept 

the minutes of May 28, 2013. Motion carried. 

 

Addition or corrections to the Agenda: No additions or corrections were noted. 

 

Public Hearing (1): 

  

 Open Hearing: 

 

    State the purpose of the hearing and what will be considered: 

 

               Howard Krook, owner of 133 North Basin Drive, requests a dimensional variance                  

    to construct an accessory building on the aforementioned property which will                                  

exceed the footprint of the principal structure. 

 

    Public Comment: None 

 

    Board Comments and decision: No comments.  

    Chairman Potila made the motion, seconded by Eugene Maki to approve Howard                             

Krook’s variance request.  Motion Carried.  

             

 Hearing closed. 

 

Public Hearing (2): 

 

 Open Hearing: 

 

                State the purpose of the hearing and what will be considered: 

 

                Kona Ridge Mining/A. Lindberg & Sons, Inc., requests to appeal the decision of  

     Planning Commission denial of a Conditional Use permit to operate a Natural 

     Resource Extraction facility to extract, screen, and crush natural resources 

     (Gravel & sand) at parcels located in the E ½ of the SE 1/4 of Section 15, T48N, 



 

 

    R26W, lying south of the south ROW line of County Road 510 and that  

    part of the SW 1/4 of Section 14, T48N, R26W, lying south of the south  

    ROW line of County Rd 510 in Negaunee Township. 

 

  

Public Comment: 

 

Keith O’Brian - 125 Hardwood Ln.  They moved in, in November. Before moving in they 

checked the zoning because they wanted to move into a quiet area.  Have concerns regarding 

property values, and resale value. Being that their home is their biggest investment he asked that 

the board be diligent and do their best. 

 

JoAnne Oliver - 69 Co Rd 510 - She stated that they were the closest residents to the Gravel Pit. 

She is pro-business but does not believe that a gravel pit in a residential area is a good thing. She 

feels that there are other areas that they could use. 

 

Bill Etten - 20 Brandon Dr - A 30 year resident. He is concerned about property values changing 

and that would take away from any improvements that were made.  He feels that County Rd 510 

would not support the added traffic, being that the road is in such bad shape now. 

He stated that logically it did not make any sense to him. 

 

William Carlson - 60 Co Rd 510 - He stated that he was opposed to the gravel pit because of the 

noise, the road, the dust pollution and the property value concerns.  He feels that it isn’t going to 

help the Township or anyone else. 

 

Eugene Wickenheiser - 253 Carrie Rd - He felt that the alteration of a way of life was a “Very 

Serious Consequence.” He is concerned about property values. He stated that “If we don’t protect 

our area, who will?”.  

 

Chris Lunseth - 120 Hardwood Ln - He is opposed to the gravel pit.  He read a petition that had 

collected 351 signatures against having a gravel pit in a residential area. 

 

Susie Saari - 60 Co Rd 510 - She stated that from all the meeting there were very few people who 

were for the gravel pit.  The speed limit is posted at 45mph but most drive 55 - 60 mph. The 

vibration from the traffic is bad now; she questioned what it would be like if more trucks were 

allowed. 

 

Gary Wommer - 64 Co Rd 510 - He stated that he felt that Public Act 113 was a bad act. He 

believes it was rushed through without a lot of thought, but now it had to be dealt with.  He 

believes what the Planning Commission decided upon was done according to the law. 

He has concerns regarding noise, property values. He feels that a gravel pit would only hurt the 

Township. 

 

Bill Blemberg - 112 Hardwood Ln - Stated that he was concerned about the traffic and safety. 

He believes that the close proximity of the gravel pit would result in a 30% loss of property value.  



 

 

If people were given a choice, they would not live next to a gravel pit. 

 

Brian Larson - 108 Hardwood Ln - Stated that they were newcomers to the area. If he had 

known at the time that they were going to be living near an industrial area they would not have 

moved here.  He stated that he had spoken with a realtor and they had affirmed that a gravel pit 

would reduce the property value. 

 

Vic Romback - 61 Co Rd 510 - Stated that if you built knowing the gravel pit was there you 

couldn’t complain.  

 

Carolyn Crowley - 100 Canyon Ridge - Stated that she had helped to collect signatures and the 

conversations she had with people voice the opinion that “gravel pits were important, but not in a 

residential area.” 

 

Mike Quayle - 1700 Mildred, Mqt - Stated that he does not live in Negaunee Township year 

round. He has a two room camp that he can access 4 -5 months a year. He feels that the noise would 

impact the peace and quiet of the area.  

 

Less Connon - 100 Canyon Ridge - Stated that he had been with the McClure Basin Association 

since it started and if the gravel pit goes through the association will not go through with any new 

development. He questioned in the long run after the extractions what would really happen to the 

area?  

 

Lee Ossenheimer - 116 Arbutus Trail - He stated that he was there representing his wife and 3 

children. He was disappointed that he was again there to voice his concerns. His concerns were in 

regard to noise, water, road conditions, traffic and property values.  He feels that the gravel pit is 

for self-interests only. He requested that they produce answers requested by residents and the 

board. 

 

Ray O’Day - Attorney from Marquette representing A. Lindberg and Sons?  He stated that he 

appreciated the residents’ concerns but felt that their concerns were not related to what was on the 

application presented.  He stated that they were talking about a 30 acre extraction per year. They 

plan to erect a berm that would make it impossible to see the crushing process. They plan to limit 

the crushing to 4 - 6 weeks per year, resulting in about 1600 trucks per year or 10 to 15 per day 

coming and going. The law states that the gravel pit cannot be prevented unless “very serious 

consequences” were proven.  In the end they plan to turn it into a residential area or forested area. 

He stated that he did not know anything about the noise at the airport. He noted that noise data had 

been supplied to the Zoning supervisor. He stated that permits submitted to the DEQ addressed 

many of the residents’ concerns. Again he stated that this was to be a short term project. He 

requested that the ZBA grant the permit. 

 

Eugene Wickenheiser - Carrie Rd - Stated that he considered a reduction in property values a 

“very serious consequence.” 

 

Rosemary Michelin - 62 Co Rd 510 -Stated that she was raised in Marquette and works in 



 

 

Marquette but has chosen to live in Negaunee Township. She feels that property improvements 

and new homes have increased the value for Negaunee Township, but having a gravel pit in a 

residential area would not.  She feels that the 20 year time frame is a moot point because many of 

us will not be here. She estimated that 1600 trucks a year would work out to about 30 trucks a day.  

She feels that KRM is interested in other minerals other than just gravel. She believes that a gravel 

pit would not enhance property values. 

 

Gale Lajoye - 116 Hardwood Ln - Stated that he was opposed to the gravel pit. It had taken him 

5 years to find site.  He had reviewed the zoning laws before his purchase.  The area is zoned R-1 

residential and it should be keep that way. He too is concerned about property values going down. 

 

Gary Wommer - Co Rd 510-    

 

Keith O’Brian - Hardwood Ln - Stated that they threatened blasting at a previous Township 

meeting. 

 

Public Comment Closed: Commissioner Potila closed public comment at 6:08pm 

 

Board Member Comment: 

 

Chairman Potila stated that the board had several workshops and fact findings in regard to the 

proposed gravel pit.  Chairman Potila read from “Review Standards” on Special Land Uses he 

received from the MTA. “Each zoning district has an intended charter.  Uses that are part of that 

character and created few effects on their surroundings are usually “permitted uses.” But some 

uses, even though generally consistent with others in the district, have special characteristics that 

may fit well in one area, but create substantial problems in another.  A special land use process 

allows zoning districts to have two use categories: permitted uses, those allowed in any location 

and special land uses, allowed only in approved locations.  They may also be referred to as 

conditional uses, special approval uses, uses permitted with approval and various other names.  

“Special land use” is the term used by the MZEA.” 

 

He also listed 6 measures of criteria which a proposed use must comply with for approval of the 

special land use: 

 

1. The proposed use shall comply with the general objectives and land use policies 

contained in the master plan. 

2. The proposed use shall be designed, constructed, operated and maintained in a manner 

that is harmonious and appropriate in appearance with the existing character of the general 

vicinity. 

3. The proposed use is served by necessary public facilities that are adequate or can be 

made adequate to serve the proposed use.  Specifically, existing streets, storm water 

drainage, water supply, public safety services, sanitary sewer disposal, solid waste disposal 

and public recreation shall be adequate to serve the proposed project. 

4. The proposed use shall not be hazardous or disturbing to neighboring uses or cause any 

conflict to the existing us and quiet enjoyment of surrounding property. 



 

 

5. The proposed use shall not involve activities, processes, materials, equipment and 

conditions of operating that will be detrimental to any person, property or the general 

welfare because of excessive production of traffic, noise, smoke, fumes, glare or odors. 

 6. The proposed use shall be consistent with the intent and purpose of this ordinance. 

 

Chairman Potila thanked the public for their interest and comments at all the meetings. 

 

Gene Maki stated that the main comments of all the residents was, “not in my back yard” 

 

Steve Laine stated that he hears their concerns and complaints. 

 

Chairman Potila stated the gravel pit does not comply with a residential area. 

 

Chairman Potila made the motion, seconded by Eugene Maki, to support the Planning 

Commission’s decision to deny the appeal of Kona Ridge Mining/A.Lindberg & Sons, Inc. 

Motion carried 

 

Chairman Potila made the motion to adjourn, seconded by Steve Laine. Motion carried.  

 

Meeting adjourned at 6:15 pm. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

Jackie Shier 

 

 

      

 


