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ROBINSON TOWNSHIP PLANNING COMMISSION 

July 22, 2026 

 

 

The regular meeting of the Robinson Township Planning Commission was called to order at 7:05 

PM. at the Robinson Township Hall.   

 

 

 Present       Absent     

  

Shawn Martinie      Michelle Gillespie 

Bill Maschewske       

Phil Crum 

Kathy Kuck 

Lydia Brown 

Steve Ambrose 

 

Also present were Township Attorney Ron Bultje, Zoning Administrator Luke Petsch, contracted 

Township Planner Gregory Ransford, and eight members of the public, including Doug 

Marshall, Miguel Ochoa, Phil Johnson, and Mark Sloothaak. The attendance sheet is attached. 

 

Approval of Agenda 

 

A motion was made by Kathy Kuck and seconded by Lydia Brown to approve the agenda of the 

July 22, 2026 meeting as written. 

The motion carried unanimously with one member absent. 

 

Adopting of Previous Minutes 

 

A motion was made by Shawn Martinie and seconded by Kathy Kuck to approve as written the 

minutes of the June 24, 2026 Planning Commission meeting.   

The motion carried unanimously with one member absent. 

 

Non-Commission Member Inquiries and Questions -- None 

 

Reports and Communications -- None 

 

Announcements -- None 

 

New Business  

 

Class A Earth Change Application from Shoreline Honey Farm 
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A Class A Earth Change application was received from Shoreline Honey Farm to move 4,770 

cubic yards of earth to create a pond.  The pond would be used for water for the bees and the 

excavated earth would be used for fill to construct a barn for housing the bees in the winter.   

 

Nick Groenoef was present as the owner of Shoreline Honey Farm.  He stated he has 3000 hives 

of bees that are moved to service Ottawa and Oceana Counties.  He noted his farm is located 

where the bees will not be a nuisance to anyone.  The proposed pond will be used to provide 

water for the bees and the removed earth will be used for the base on which to construct a pole 

barn for winter storage of the hives.   

 

Chairperson Martinie – Noted that both he and Bill Maschewske verified the volume of earth to 

be removed based upon the information included in the Site Plan. 

 

Chairperson Martinie inquired if the parcel will be farmed.  The applicant stated the property will 

stay as it is for now.  The building will be climate controlled for the bee storage.   

 

Chairperson Martinie called for questions from the Planning Commission. 

 

Kathy Kuck – How far is the pond from Walters Drain? 

 

Nick Groenhoef – 125 ft. 

 

Bill Maschewske – Noted the applicant had not signed or dated his Earth Change Application. 

 

Zoning Administrator Petsch produced a copy that was signed, dated, and notarized. 

 

Bill Maschewske – Noted that Article IV, Section 1 (e)(4) of the application that stated surface 

water runoff would drain to the proposed pond,  The elevations shown on the Site Plan did not 

support this. 

 

It was explained that the finished pond would be approximately 625ft. elevation around the 

perimeter after completion which would permit drainage to the pond. 

 

Kathy Kuck – Would the pond be used for irrigation. 

 

Nick Groenhoef – No. 

 

Chairperson Martinie – Why the shallow 6:1 slope on the pond? 

 

Nick Groenhoef – That is how the engineer made the drawing. 

 

Bill Maschewske – Noted the proposed posting of “Danger – Keep Out” signs did not comply 

with the Earth Change Ordinance as they were too far apart. 

 

Nick Groenhoef – They will be placed to comply, such as one at each corner. 
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There were no more comments or questions. 

 

A motion was made by Shawn Martinie and seconded by Kathy Kuck to recommend to the 

Township Board approval of the Class A Earth Change Permit for Shoreline Honey Farm LLC 

on parcel no. 70-08-31-300-001 to construct a pond less than 5000 cubic yards for the purpose of 

watering bees and providing fill for a bee storage barn.  The recommendation is based upon the 

Planning Commission accepting the findings of the Zoning Administrator in his Memorandum 

dated July 1, 2026 and specifically the factors in Article IV, Section 3 with the following 

conditions. 

 

1. Compliance with the application and all verbal representations of the applicant recorded 

in the minutes. 

2. Compliance with all Federal, State, County, and Township laws and Ordinances. 

 

A roll call vote was taken. 

Phil Crum – Yes 

Lydia Brown – Yes 

Bill Maschewske – Yes 

Shawn Martinie – Yes 

Steve Ambrose – Yes 

Kathy Kuck – Yes 

 

The motion carried unanimously with one member absent. 

 

S and M Gravel inquiry regarding the removal of topsoil from a mining site 

 

S and M Gravel had submitted a request to discuss the removal of topsoil from their mining sites.  

Mark Sloothaak, owner, and Phil Johnson of Resource Planning and Design, LLC and 

representing S and M Gravel, were present to discuss their request. 

 

Chairperson Martinie noted that the Township has never had this request before from a mining 

site.   

 

Bill Maschewske – Stated Section 4.41(B) of the Zoning Ordinance deals with the removal of 

topsoil. 

 

Chairperson Martinie – How would this soil removal be done? 

 

Phil Johnson – It would be done on a cell basis with three cells being open at any given time.  He 

did not think to inquire about this issue when they modified the Earth Change applications for 

both the South Cedar and Clark Farm sites.  The excess topsoil results from the amending of the 

Earth Change Permits by increasing the size of both lakes.  Since the lake areas do not need to be 

reclaimed with topsoil, an excess exists which has created a problem of finding adequate and 

convenient places to store. 
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Bill Maschewske – The amount of topsoil remaining on the site should be scaled so that there is 

always enough topsoil to reclaim the site at any given time should mining cease.  Also 

recommended reclaiming with more than the minimum amount of topsoil as this would be 

beneficial to the end residential use. 

 

Phil Johnson and Mark Sloothaak – Both agreed to reclaiming with more than the minimum 

amount of topsoil and maintaining enough topsoil to reclaim at any given time. 

 

Township Attorney Bultje – Noted that Section 4.41 refers to the Earth Change Ordinance which 

does not actually have a provision for removing topsoil.   

 

Steve Ambrose – How much excess topsoil do you anticipate. 

 

Phil Johnson – More than 100,000 cubic yards. 

 

Township Attorney Bultje – Under Article IX, an applicant could violate the ordinance and the 

Township Board could hold a public hearing and choose not to enforce the Earth Change 

Ordinance in this particular case.  He sees no other way to accomplish this request.  It could be 

done in a fashion where it does not actually appear as a violation. 

 

Amy Masko – How do you remove the topsoil? 

 

Mark Sloothaak – It would be scraped off the subject area using a bulldozer. 

 

Lydia Brown – How many truck loads would this be? 

 

Phil Johnson – You could do the math to determine the number of loads.  Estimate about 2000. 

 

Chairperson Martinie – It would be best if this were done as part of the mining process as it 

progresses. 

 

Bill Maschewske – What will you do with the topsoil considering its quality. 

 

Mark Sloothaak – Noted that compost facilities will use it to mix with compost. 

 

Lydia Brown – What are the alternatives? 

 

Mark Sloothaak – Stated it is in the way and the only alternative would be to build a mountain or 

it could all be removed at the end of the mining process. 

 

Kathy Kuck – Does the tipping fee apply to the topsoil? 

 

Mark Sloothaak – Yes. 

 

The recommendation is to get more information from the applicants, specifically the volume of 

topsoil involved and then have the Township Attorney draft the motion for recommendation to 
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the Township Board for a vote at a later date.  There will need to be a fee for the cost of the 

public hearing.  The most appropriate base fee will need to be selected.  The consensus is the 

process will work. 

 

Old Business 

 

Zoning Text Amendment Application from Allison Church 

 

Review continued from last month of the Zoning Ordinance Text Amendment request from 

Allison and Ryan Church to permit Agritourism and wedding venues in the A-1 Zoning District.   

 

Chairperson Martinie – At the last meeting, the Planning Commission agreed to have the 

Township Attorney and Planner Ransford amend the proposed text submitted by the applicants 

to be more acceptable to the Planning Commission.  He noted this is a situation in which the 

Township will get immediate feedback if an amendment is approved.  Inquired if the applicant 

has a copy of what the Township Attorney and the Planner have prepared. 

 

Allison Church – Yes, they have a copy.  Noted the Red Barn in Nunica is booked out two to 

three years.  She feels the yearly renewal could be an issue.  She also noted they are struggling 

financially and need agritourism to supplement their income. 

 

The draft document prepared by the Township Attorney and Planner Ransford was reviewed.  A 

copy of the document with no draft date is included in the attachments. 

 

Bill Maschewske – Has the following comments on the draft text. 

 

1. Section 6.3(F)(B) – Not enough percentage of Agriculture.  Following discussion, the 

consensus was 75% should be in active agriculture. 

2. The renewal process is good in that it allows revisions to what is permitted. 

 

3. Section 6.3(F)(J) – Items 1 – 12 above should have limits or guidelines.  Application 

otherwise becomes very subjective. 

 

4. Section 3.7A --  Overnight Accommodations --  Noted the language as written would 

permit a motel or hotel component that was dedicated to overnight stays for participants 

at the wedding venue.  This does not seem to be agriculturally related at all and should be 

removed.  This item was discussed and the consensus of the Planning Commission agreed 

to delete “Overnight Accommodations”. 

 

Bill Maschewske – Reviewed a list of requirements found in seminars and Zoning Ordinances 

from other municipalities provided by the Michigan State University Citizen Planner Program.  It 

was noted that some were duplicates of those already included in the sample draft text. 

 

1. Require subject parcels to be owner/operator occupied. 

 

2. Minimum lot width of 600 ft. with side and rear required setbacks of 150 ft. to 200 ft. 
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3. Hours of operation. 

4. Limit on floor area.  Emmet County uses 2400 sq. ft. to limit size of venue. 

5. Screening from adjacent uses, particularly residences. 

6. Serving and preparation of food on site.  Possibly prohibit food preparation on site. 

7. No parking in setback or buffer areas. 

8. No specific signage for Agritourism or wedding venue.  Use already permitted farm 

signage only. 

9. All amplified sound systems must be indoors. 

10. Limit number of events, especially if outdoor amplified sound system. 

11. Limit number of patrons.  Groups larger than 50 may need a permit. 

12. The required Site Plan must show any outdoor speaker location and direction. 

13. Limit a percentage of the parcel area to Agritourism. 

14. Limit types of events. 

15. Identify any attractive nuisances on the Site Plan. 

 

Chairperson Martinie – How many wedding events do you plan to hold? 

 

 Allison Church – Provided a long explanation of why they needed the wedding venue to make 

their farm purchase work.  They are planning on at least four weddings per month with the 

building used as a greenhouse in the winter. 

 

Chairperson Martinie – Would a limit of 100 people for the wedding venue work for you? 

 

Allison Church – Yes. 

 

Ryan Church – They are planning to keep prices high enough to help keep out undesirables.  

They want to be compatible with the community. 

 

The timeframe for possible adoption of the Zoning Text Amendment addressing Agritourism  

was discussed.  It was noted that if the wording could be agreed upon at the Planning 

Commission level, it would take three months from that date to become effective. 

 

Chairperson Martinie – Expressed concern where the idea of adopting Agritourism was going.  

He polled the Planning Commission members. 

 

Bill Maschewske – Not certain.  The limits need to be more defined first. 

 

Lydia Brown – She is aware of problems with other wedding venues in Agricultural Districts in 

other communities. 

 

Phil Crum – Would like to help the applicants but whatever is approved needs to apply to all of 

the A-1 Zoning District. 

 

Steve Ambrose – He is willing to try to make it work and recognizes there needs to be 

limitations. 
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Bill Maschewske – Wants to delete “overnight accommodations” from the proposed draft text.  

The consensus of the Planning Commission agreed. 

 

Ryan and Allison Church – Stated they have no plans for overnight accommodations. 

 

Lydia Brown – What about food trucks? 

 

Allison Church – They may want to use them. 

 

Chairperson Martinie – Inquired of the applicants how much land they currently have in 

agriculture. 

 

Allison Church – Almost 9 acres. 

 

Chairperson Martinie – Inquired of the applicants if they could do what they want, how much of 

their property would be in active agriculture? 

 

Allison Church – 40% agritourism and 60% agriculture. 

 

Following a discussion among the Planning Commission members, the Commission agreed upon 

limits of a minimum of 75% of the property must be farmed and in active agriculture. 

 

Chairperson Martinie – Reviewed the list of possible conditions presented earlier by Bill 

Maschewske and prepared the following list for inclusion in the next draft Zoning Text for 

review. 

 

1. Limit the size of the building (2400 square feet used by Emmet County and others). 

2. Owner/operator must reside on the property. 

3. Minimum lot width of 600 ft. with 150 – 200 ft. setbacks.  Maybe screening instead?  

Too much?  Maybe apply only adjacent to residential uses? 

4. Hours of operation. 

5. Screening.  Refer to/verify screening. 

6. Food service.  (None prepared on site,) 

7. No parking in setback areas. 

8. Signage farm only (Not event center). 

9. Limit number of events (especially with amplified sound). 

10. Limit number of patrons. (>50 … permit). 

11. Site Plan should identify sound/speakers/direction/etc. 

12. No food prep on site. 

13. No overnight accommodations. 

14. Applicant will accept < 100-person limit. 

15. Percentage of farmed area should be 75% minimum. 

 

A motion was made by Lydia Brown and seconded by Kathy Kuck to table the Agritourism issue 

pending a revised draft. 

The motion carried unanimously with one member absent. 
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Pay Bills 

 

A motion was made by Shawn Martinie and seconded by Bill Maschewske to pay salaries for the 

July 22, 2026 Planning Commission meeting (6 members present, 1 member absent). 

The motion carried unanimously with one member absent. 

 

 

Any and All Other Business That May Come Before the Board  -- None 

 

Adjournment  

 

A motion was made by Steve Ambrose and seconded by Kathy Kuck to adjourn the Planning 

Commission meeting at 9:35 PM.   

The motion carried unanimously with one member absent. 

 

 

 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Bill Maschewske, Secretary   

 Robinson Township Planning Commission 

 

 

 

Attachments: 

 

• Attendance Sheet for the July 22, 2026 Planning Commission Meeting 

• Memorandum from Zoning Administrator Gregory Ransford dated July 1, 2026 

regarding Class A Earth Change Permit, Shoreline Honey Farm LLC 

• Written inquiry from Resource Planning and Design regarding S and M Gravel Clark 

Farm and South Cedar Sites Class B Earth Change 

• Draft Zoning Text in response to Zoning Text Amendment request from Allison Church 

(no draft date). 
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