
 

City Council 
 
 
Regular Meeting Agenda 
 
Monday, October 20, 2014 
7:00 p.m., Council Chambers 
 
 
 

 
 

1. Call to Order  
 
2. Invocation 

 
• Linda Olsen – We Care I.N.C. 

 
3. Roll Call 
 
4. Approval of Agenda 
 
5. Consent Agenda: Items A thru C (Roll Call Vote Required) 

(All matters listed under the Consent Agenda are considered to be routine by the City Council and will be enacted by one 
motion. Unless requested by a Council Member or a citizen, there will be no separate discussion on these items. If discussion 
is required regarding an item, that item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and considered separately.) 

A. Council will be requested to approve the City Council Minutes of October 6, 2014. 
B. Bills totaling $6,028,114.30 for the period ending October 21, 2014 be approved and 

forwarded to the Clerk and Treasurer for payment. 
C. Council will be asked to receive the following administrative reports and approved 

minutes to be placed on file: 
1) 08-20-2014 Airport Authority Minutes 
2) 09-04-2014 Planning Commission Minutes 
3) 09-09-2014 Parks Commission Minutes 
4) 09-17-2014 Airport Authority Minutes 

 
If a member of the public wishes to address any of the following items listed on the agenda they will be given a 
chance to speak prior to Council discussing the item. They will be given up to 5 minutes to address their concerns. 
 
6. 57th District Court Update 
 
BOARD APPOINTMENTS 
 
7. Council will be asked to appoint Rebecca Linstrom to fill a 4 year term on the Liberty 

Hyde Bailey Museum Board, expiring in 2018. 
 
8. Council will be asked to declare a vacancy on the Parks Commission, pursuant to 

Section 5.3(c) of the City Charter. 
 
9. Council will be asked to appoint Robert McAlear to fill the remainder of a 3 year term 

on the Parks Commission which expires in 2015. 
 

City of South Haven 



South Haven City Hall is Barrier-free and the City of South Haven will provide the necessary reasonable auxiliary aids 
and services for persons with disabilities, such as signers for the hearing impaired and audio tapes of printed 
materials being considered at the meeting to individuals with disabilities at the meeting upon seven (7) days notice to 
the South Haven City Clerk. Individuals with disabilities requiring services should contact the City Clerk by writing or 
calling South Haven City Hall at (269) 637-0750. 

 
 
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
10. Consider Special Event 2014-47, Summer Art Fair 2015 to be held July 3, 2015 through 

July 5, 2015. 
 

11. Council will be asked to consider the introduction of an ordinance to rezone 38 North 
Shore Drive from the B-3 waterfront district to the R1-A Single Family Residential 
zone. 

 
12. Council will be asked to consider approval of a purchase agreement for the property 

located at 801 Green Street. 
 
13. Interested Citizens in the Audience Will be Heard on Items Not on the Agenda 

(You will be given up to 5 minutes to address your concerns.) 
 
14. City Manager’s Comments 
 
15. Mayor and Councilperson’s Comments 

 
16. Adjourn 
  
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED, 

 
Brian Dissette, City Manager 



City of South Haven        
Regular Meeting Council Minutes 
City Hall, Council Chambers 
7:00 p.m., Monday, October 06, 2014  
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City Council 
 
 
Regular Meeting Minutes  
 
Monday, October 06, 2014 
7:00 p.m., Council Chambers 
 
 
 

 
 

1. Call to Order by Mayor 7:00 p.m. 
 

2. Invocation – Pastor Jeffrey Dick – First Congregational 
 

3. Roll Call 
 
Present: Arnold, Fitzgibbon, Gruber, Klavins, Patterson, Burr 
Absent: Kozlik Wall 
 
Moved by Fitzgibbon to excuse Councilmember Kozlik Wall for personal reasons. Seconded 
by Patterson. 
 
Voted Yes: All. Motion carried. 
 

4. Approval of Agenda 
 
Moved by Patterson to approve the agenda. Seconded by Klavins.  
 
Voted Yes: All. Motion carried. 
 

5. Consent Agenda: Items A thru F (Roll Call Vote Required) 
 
Moved by Fitzgibbon seconded by Gruber to approve the Consent Agenda as follows: 
 
A. Council will be requested to approve the City Council Minutes of September 15, 2014. 
B. Bills totaling $2,558,651.62 for the period ending October 7, 2014 be approved and 

forwarded to the Clerk and Treasurer for payment. 
C. Council will be asked to approve Resolution 2014-40. A resolution approving the 

Michigan Department of Transportation’s state trunkline maintenance contract. 
D. Council will be asked to consider approving the following professional service proposals 

from GRP Engineering, Inc., for electric system improvement projects: 
1) Project #104 PR-B Blue Star Highway:  $16,000 
2) Project #105 MS-J Lovejoy to Aylworth:  $9,000 
3) Projects #106 and #107 Capacitor Banks:  $4,500 
4) Project #109 MS-J St. Joseph Street:  $14,000 

E. Council will be asked to award a contract to Kalin Construction in the amount of 
$342,218.55 for the Kentucky Avenue Reconstruction project. 

F. Council will be asked to receive the following administrative reports and approved 
minutes to be placed on file: 

City of South Haven 
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1) 07-08-2014 Parks Minutes 
2) 07-28-2014 BPU Minutes 
3) 07-28-2014 ZBA Minutes 
4) 08-07-2014 Planning Minutes 
5) 08-19-2014 LHBM Minutes 
6) 08-19-2014 Harbor Minutes 

 
A Roll Call Vote was taken: 
 Yeas: Arnold, Fitzgibbon, Gruber, Klavins, Patterson, Burr 
 Nays: None 
 
Motion carried. 
 

6. Van Buren County Senior Services will provide update to the City Council. 
 
Diane Rigozzi gave an update for Van Buren County Senior Services. 
 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
 
7. Council will be asked to consider the following regarding Dyckman Avenue: 
 

A. Hold public hearing regarding Dyckman Avenue. 
 

B. Approve Resolution 2014-39, a resolution approving a special assessment roll. 
 
C. Approve a contract to Kalin Construction for the Dyckman Avenue 

reconstruction project in the amount of $1,036,189.95. 
 
D. Approve a contract to Materials Testing Consultants for the Dyckman Avenue 

reconstruction project in the amount of $28,668.00. 
 
Background Information: The recent sanitary sewer system study undertaken by 
Abonmarche during 2013 has revealed multiple points of collapsing sewer pipes below 
Dyckman Avenue between the Black River and Park Avenue. Portions of this sewer 
appear to be remaining from the original construction in year 1900. Given the age of the 
sewer, the collapsing condition is not surprising. These conditions support the 
conclusion that the sewer needs to be replaced. 

 
The watermain within this same area (from the Black River to Park Ave) dates to the 
1930’s if not before (records are inconclusive). The City water department has an 
established repair history on this watermain already, and several other downtown area 
projects in recent years have revealed these circa 1930’s cast iron watermain pipes to 
be very brittle and subject to breaking and leaking.  These conditions support the 
conclusion that the watermain also needs to be replaced. 

 
These utilities are located below the road, therefore replacing them requires a complete 
pavement removal and road reconstruction, including a traffic closure and detour.  For 
the current fiscal year, this project was given priority over the ongoing water and sewer 
replacement efforts on Kalamazoo Street of recent years because of the planned 
improvements on the Dyckman Avenue bridge. The intent is to complete the road and 
utility work within Dyckman Avenue while the bridge is closed this winter, in order 
minimize the overall traffic disruption. 
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Item A: Hold public hearing regarding Dyckman Avenue. 
 
Moved by Patterson to open a public hearing regarding Dyckman Avenue 
reconstruction. Seconded by Klavins. 
 
Voted Yes: All. Motion Carried. 
 
No Public Comment 
 
Moved by Fitzgibbon to close the public hearing regarding Dyckman Avenue 
reconstruction. Seconded by Gruber. 
 
Voted Yes: All. Motion Carried. 
 
Item B: Approve Resolution 2014-39, a resolution approving a special assessment 
roll. 
 
Moved by Fitzgibbon to approve Resolution 2014-39, a resolution approving a special 
assessment roll. Seconded by Patterson. 
 
Voted Yes: All. Motion Carried. 
 
Item C: Approve a contract to Kalin Construction for the Dyckman Avenue 
reconstruction project in the amount of $1,036,189.95. 
 
Moved by Patterson to approve a contract to Kalin Construction for the Dyckman 
Avenue reconstruction project in the amount of $1,036,189.95. Seconded by Klavins. 
 
Voted Yes: All. Motion Carried. 
 
Item D: Approve a contract to Materials Testing Consultants for the Dyckman 
Avenue reconstruction project in the amount of $28,668.00. 
 
Moved by Fitzgibbon to approve a contract to Materials Testing Consultants for the 
Dyckman Avenue reconstruction project in the amount of $28,668.00. Seconded by 
Patterson. 

 
 Voted Yes: All. Motion Carried. 

 
8. Council will be asked to consider the following regarding East Jordan Plastics, Inc.: 
 

A. Hold a public hearing regarding an industrial facilities exemption for East 
Jordan Plastics, Inc. 
 

B. Approve Resolution 2014-41, a resolution approving the issuance of an 
industrial facilities tax exemption for East Jordan Plastics, Inc. 

 
Background Information: The City Council will be asked to consider an Industrial 
Facilities Tax Exemption Certificate for East Jordan Plastics, Inc., located at 1600 Stieve 
Drive. 
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The company has filed an application for an Industrial Facilities Tax Exemption 
Certificate for personal property additions at their 1600 Stieve Drive location. The tax 
exemption requests total $1,200,000, which relates to the purchase of robotic 
loading/unloading equipment, and injection molding equipment used for manufacturing.  
The company plans to create one new job, and retain six existing jobs, at their facility at 
1600 Stieve Drive.  

 
East Jordan Plastics, Inc. purchased the former Noble International building on Stieve 
Drive on December 30, 2008. Recently, the company purchased the second former 
Noble International building on Veterans Blvd. The company performs plastic recycling 
operations, along with shipping/receiving, at their South Haven locations.  In addition to 
recycling, the company performs onsite manufacturing of horticultural containers and 
other products into new plastic containers.   

 
East Jordan Plastics, Inc. owns several facilities, all of which are located in the State of 
Michigan, and employs approximately 250 salaried and hourly employees, with 34 
employees working in the South Haven community. The business focuses on the 
manufacturing of various plastic products for the horticulture industry.  Attached are 
images of the company’s products. 

  
The estimated total value of the Industrial Facilities Tax Exemption Certificate for East 
Jordan Plastics, Inc., is $61,562 over the 12 year life of agreement.  The tax exemption 
does include a “claw-back” provision, which allows the City of South Haven to seek the 
abated tax amount if the terms of the abatement are not met by the business. 
 
Item A: Hold a public hearing regarding an industrial facilities exemption for East 
Jordan Plastics, Inc. 
 
Moved by Patterson to open a public hearing regarding an industrial facilities exemption 
for East Jordan Plastics, Inc. Seconded by Klavins. 
 
Voted Yes: All. Motion Carried. 
 
No Public Comment 
 
Moved by Patterson to close the public hearing regarding an industrial facilities 
exemption for East Jordan Plastics, Inc. Seconded by Klavins. 
 
Voted Yes: All. Motion Carried. 
 
Item B: Approve Resolution 2014-41, a resolution approving the issuance of an 
industrial facilities tax exemption for East Jordan Plastics, Inc. 
 
Moved by Fitzgibbon to approve Resolution 2014-41, a resolution approving the 
issuance of an industrial facilities tax exemption for East Jordan Plastics, Inc. Seconded 
by Patterson. 
 
Voted Yes: All. Motion Carried. 

 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
9. Council will be asked to consider the following Special Events: 
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A. Consider Special Event 2014-49, Ice Breaker 2015 to be held January 30 – 

February 1, 2015. 
 

B.  Consider Special Event 2014-50, Blueberry Festival Craft Fair to be held 
August 8-9, 2015. 

 
C. Consider Special Event 2014-51, All Crafts Fair 2015 to be held September 5-6, 

2015. 
 
D. Consider Special Event 2014-52, Waterfront Film Festival 2015 to be held June 

11-14, 2015. 
 
E. Consider Special Event 2014-53, Paws on Parade to be held June 28, 2015. 
 

Item A: Special Event 2014-49, Ice Breaker 2015 to be held January 30 – February 1, 
2015. 

 
Background Information: This special event is ready for the City Council’s approval. The 
dates requested are January 30 – February 1, 2015. The Chamber of Commerce is the 
primary sponsor and as in the past they are requesting use of the city sidewalks, increased 
police presence, parking spaces blocked on Center from Phoenix to Eagle and use of the 
electric. The application appears to be in order and consistent with past applications. They 
are again requesting to be exempt from putting up portable toilets due to lack of use. 
 
Moved by Patterson to approve Special Event 2014-49, Ice Breaker 2015 to be held 
January 30 – February 1, 2015. Seconded by Fitzgibbon. 
 
Voted Yes: All. Motion Carried. 
 
Item B: Special Event 2014-50, Blueberry Festival Craft Fair to be held August 8-9, 
2015. 
 
Background Information: The special event request for the Blueberry Festival Craft Fair is 
ready for City Council approval. As in past years the Blueberry Festival Craft Fair is being 
run by the South Haven Area Chamber of Commerce. This event is scheduled for August 8-
9, 2015. Their requests appear to be in order and consistent with past requests. Including 
overnight police patrol on both Friday and Saturday nights. 

 
The Blueberry Festival Craft Fair has both arts and crafts with 150 vendor booths. Event will 
include food and beverage vendors. This event will also provide free space for no-profit 
organizations to display information, and for the Boy Scouts to sell bottled water. Overnight 
security and portable restrooms will be provided by Chamber. Set up times will begin at 
12pm Friday. Clean-up will last until 7pm Sunday. 
 
Moved by Fitzgibbon to approve Special Event 2014-50, Blueberry Festival Craft Fair to be 
held August 8-9, 2015. Seconded by Patterson. 
 
Voted Yes: All. Motion Carried. 
 
Item C: Special Event 2014-51, All Crafts Fair 2015 to be held September 5-6, 2015. 
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Background Information: This special event request is ready for City Council’s approval. The 
39th Annual All Crafts Fair event is scheduled for September 5-6, 2015. It is the same as it 
has been in the previous years. They are requesting snow fencing to be placed as it has in 
the previous years. They are also requesting additional police patrols over night of 
September 4th and 5th.  

 
This event is a juried arts and crafts fair with 200 vendor booths. This event will include food 
and beverage vendors. It will also provide free space for non-profit organizations to display 
information, and for the Boy Scouts to sell bottled water. Overnight security and portable 
restrooms will be provided by Chamber. Set up times will begin at 12 pm Friday. Clean-up 
will last until 7 pm Sunday. 
 
Moved by Fitzgibbon to approve Special Event 2014-51, All Crafts Fair 2015 to be held 
September 5-6, 2015. Seconded by Patterson. 
 
Voted Yes: All. Motion Carried. 
 
Item D: Special Event 2014-52, Waterfront Film Festival 2015 to be held June 11-14, 
2015. 
 
Background Information: For the third year the Waterfront Film Festival will be located in 
South Haven.  The event will run from Thursday, June 11th – Sunday, June 14th. The event 
will kick off on Thursday, June 11th at South Beach with an outdoor opening night. The event 
is similar to last year’s setup. They are requesting to close off the South Beach parking lot 
on Thursday morning for set up with the event beginning at 6:00 pm. Clean-up will occur 
that night following the event. The film festival has agreed to pay the city $7.00 for each 
space used at South Beach during this event. City staff will work with the festival to fence off 
and barricade this area. The event will continue throughout the weekend at indoor venues. 

 
They have requested approval to place yard signs and banners 30 days prior to event and 
also for use of mules /carts throughout town for all 4 days of the festival. 
They are also seeking approval of a second location to be used in the case of rain for their 
opening night music and movie fundraiser to be held on June 11, 2015. The intended rain 
location is the Huron Street Pavilion. 
 
Moved by Fitzgibbon to approve Special Event 2014-52, Waterfront Film Festival 2015 to be 
held June 11-14, 2015. Seconded by Patterson. 
 
Voted Yes: All. Motion Carried. 
 
Item E: Special Event 2014-53, Paws on Parade to be held June 28, 2015. 
 
Background Information: Paws on Parade is a special event with Al-Van Humane Society as 
the sponsoring organization. This event is an adoption fair that has informational booths, 
demonstrations and a pet parade. This event is typically held at Stanley Johnston Park but 
this time they would like to have it at Riverfront Park. The dates of this event will be Sunday 
June 28, 2015 from 8 am to 3 pm. 
 
Moved by Fitzgibbon to approve Special Event 2014-53, Paws on Parade to be held June 
28, 2015. Seconded by Klavins. 
 
Voted Yes: All. Motion Carried. 
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10. Council will be asked to approve Resolution 2014-42, a resolution setting the 2015 

marina slip rates. 
 
Background Information: There are no changes proposed to the seasonal slip fees or boat 
launch fees. Changes from the 2014 season: Transient fees have been increased by 10% 
on Friday and Saturday nights from July 1 to September 1. The marina manager may allow 
short term dockage of vessels for a period of less than eight hours when dock space is 
available at a fee of $0.50 per foot. The rate resolution refers to the Commercial Use Policy. 
Harbor Commission recommended approval of the marina rate resolution at its September 
meeting. 
 
Moved by Gruber to approve Resolution 2014-42, a resolution setting the 2015 marina slip 
rates. Seconded by Patterson. 
 
Voted Yes: All. Motion Carried. 
 

11. Council will be asked to hold a public hearing regarding the close out of the Michigan 
Community Development Block Grant funding for Phoenix Street Improvements. 
 
Background Information: With the Phoenix Street project substantially complete, the 
engineering department has been working to wrap up any loose ends and close the 
project file.  At this time, only a very small amount of actual construction work remains to 
be completed at the site, including some miscellaneous electrical work, some minor 
corrections to some of the brick pavers, and some landscaping items.  In addition to 
these on-site details, there are a few remaining administrative tasks to fulfill the grant 
reporting and documentation requirements, one of which requires the participation of the 
City Council. 
 
In order to fulfill the grant requirements, the City Council must conduct a public hearing.  
The purpose of the hearing is to solicit public comment regarding the project, now that it has 
been substantially completed.   This is a standard requirement of the grant agreement 
and must be completed before the City can receive final reimbursement. 
 
Moved by Patterson to open a public hearing regarding the close out of the Michigan 
Community Development Block Grant funding for Phoenix Street Improvements. Seconded 
by Fitzgibbon. 

 
Voted Yes: All. Motion Carried. 
 
No Public Comment 
 
Moved by Patterson to close the public hearing regarding the close out of the Michigan 
Community Development Block Grant funding for Phoenix Street Improvements. Seconded 
by Klavins. 

 
Voted Yes: All. Motion Carried. 
 

12. Interested Citizens in the Audience Will be Heard on Items Not on the Agenda 
 
No Public Comment 
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13. City Manager’s Comments 
 
Paul congratulated Brian and Kelly on the birth of their daughter. 
 

14. Mayor and Councilperson’s Comments 
 

Klavins – Spoke about the Tigers and about homecoming. 
 
Arnold – No Comment 
 
Patterson – Congrats to Brian and Kelly. Reminder about the Fire Safety Fun night on 
Thursday. 
 
Fitzgibbon – Congrats to Brian and Kelly on their baby girl and congrats to Gail on getting 
married. 
 
Gruber – No Comment 
 
Burr – Spoke about the Van Buren bike trail. 

 
15. Adjourn 

 

Moved by Patterson to adjourn. Seconded by Klavins. 
 
Voted Yes: All. Motion carried. Meeting adjourned at 7:35 p.m. 
 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED, 

 
Michelle Coffey 
Deputy City Clerk 
 
Approved by City Council: DRAFT 
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Planning Commission 
 

 
Regular Meeting Minutes 
Thursday, September 4, 2014 
7:00 p.m., Council Chambers 
 
 

City of South Haven 
                                                                      

 
              
1. Call to Order by Paull at 7:00 p.m. 
 
2. Roll Call 
 

Present: Frost, Heinig, Miles, Peterson, Smith, Stimson, Wall, Webb, Paull 
Absent:  None 

 
3. Approval of Agenda  
 

Motion by Smith, second by Heinig to approve the September 4, 2014 Regular Meeting 
Agenda as written. 
 
All in favor. Motion carried. 

 
4. Approval of Minutes – August 7, 2014 
 

Motion by Wall, second by Heinig to accept the August 7, 2014 Regular Meeting Minutes as 
written.  
 
All in favor. Motion carried. 

 
5. Interested Citizens in the Audience Will be Heard on Items Not on the Agenda 
 

There were none. 
 
6. New Business – Public Hearings 

 
a. Steve Schlack is seeking to amend Riverwatch Condominium development by 

removing Phase 2 from the development. Phase 2 is 32,070 square feet in area. 
The development is located at 815 E. Wells Street. The parcel number for the 
property is 80-53-880-003-00. 

 
Anderson explained the difference between this request and a prior request made several 
months ago. She noted that the original condominium documents allowed Schlack until 
2017 to remove the Phase 2 area from the plan. She also explained that Schlack included 
easement documents which allow access through the Phase 1 property to Phase 2 and has 
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provided legal descriptions for both parcels. Anderson stated that the applicant expressed 
no specific plans for the property, just the desire to seek the amendment. Anderson stated 
that she had no problem with the request and that any motion should be made as a 
recommendation to City Council. 

 
      Motion by Wall, second by Heinig to open the public hearing.   

 
      All in favor. Motion carried. 

 
      Steve Schlack; developer of the Riverwatch Condominiums: Noted that he represents 815   
      East Wells Street LLC and is the developer/owner of Riverwatch Condominiums. He gave a 

brief overview of his request and said he would try to answer any questions from the 
commission. 

 
Paull asked if the Commission had any questions for Mr. Schlack (none received) followed 
by a  query whether there was anyone else there to address this  Issue (no one responded). 

       
      Motion by Wall, second by Peterson to close the public hearing. 

 
      All in favor. Motion carried. 
 
      Paull noted that the public hearing was closed and the commission now will discuss among       

themselves what they wish to do. He asked the commission members for comments or 
questions directed to the applicant. 

 
Motion by Wall, second by Heinig to recommend that City Council amend Riverwatch 
Condominium development by eliminating Phase 2 from the development. Phase 2 is 
32,070 square feet in area. The development is located at 815 E. Wells Street. The parcel 
number for the property currently is 80-53-880-003-00. 
 

      All in favor. Motion carried. 
 

Paull pointed out that for the purposes of the public hearing Items 6b. and 6c. can be 
considered together while Anderson requested that separate motions need to be made for 
the properties in question. 

 
6b. Adam Schaap Builders of Holland, MI request a special use permit to construct an 
in ground swimming pool at 902 Monroe Boulevard. Swimming pools on waterfront 
properties require a special use permit according to zoning ordinance section 1725-
2d. The parcel number for the property is 80-53-210-013-50. 

 
6c. Adam Schaap Builders of Holland, MI request a special use permit to construct an 
in ground swimming pool at 906 Monroe Boulevard. Swimming pools on waterfront 
properties require a special use permit according to zoning ordinance section 1725-
2d. The parcel number for the property is 80-53-210-013-60. 
 
Anderson explained that the zoning ordinance requires that anyone building a pool on a 
waterfront lot is required to first obtain a special use permit from the Planning Commission. 
Anderson noted that she looked at the property, and is often the case along the lakefront, 
the pools will be tiered down and the fence will not be easily seen from the lot line. “The 
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nearest house is set higher on the bluff and there is no unnecessary view obstruction.” 
Anderson also noted that she did receive one letter which she forwarded to the Planning 
Commission previously. She did not receive any other phone calls or correspondence 
regarding these requests and does not have a problem with approving these special use 
permits.   
 
Motion by Smith, second by Peterson to open the public hearing for special use permits at 
902 and 906 Monroe Boulevard, as requested by Adam Schaap Builders.  

 
      All in favor. Motion carried.  
 

Jeff Kowatch, representing Mike Schaap Builders, stated he was there to answer any 
questions. He stated that the builders are working in conjunction with Vlietstra Pools and 
Brian DeBest on this project.  

 
      Paull asked if the question posed in the letter the commissioners received could be      
      answered. Paull noted that the concern seemed to be if the pool were serviced and if the  

pool had to be drained, where the treated water would be drained to. Kowatch said he called 
Ron Vlietstra and posed the question. Vlietstra told him that he services twelve (12) to 
fifteen (15) pools in this area and when he needs to seasonally reduce the water levels, it is 
only a matter of a few inches and the water is taken directly to the storm sewers in the 
street. Kowatch pointed out that this is swimming pool water which is used for swimming in 
and is not toxic. 
 
Heinig wondered what the elevation of the decks of the two pools would be.  Kowatch 
referenced the topographical map and said, “Lot 902 looks to be about 605 to 606 and in 
contrast the first floor is in the 612 area, so you’re looking at 6’ above the walkout level. 
Looking at the other one, the pool is going to be in the 606 to 607 area and the first floor of 
the walkout is again 612, so you are looking at 6’ difference for both of them.” 
 
Peterson asked which of the two plans is which. Kowatch said they were presently framing 
902 but hadn’t broken ground on 906 yet.  
 
Paull asked if these are the last houses (to be built on the former Canonie property) and 
discussion revealed that there will be one more built south of what is currently there. 
Discussion occurred regarding the location of these two houses in contrast with existing 
structures. 
 
Terry Hutton, 914 Monroe Boulevard: Noted he lives in the original Canonie house, not the 
one that was bought. Asked if the pools were going to be on, “what’s left of the bluff.” Noted 
that the bluff has been so cut away, “believe me, I’ve climbed them, used to be fifty-six (56) 
steps, not there now.” Asked a number of questions regarding how many splits and how 
many houses were planned. Anderson suggested he stay after the meeting and she would 
show him the layout with the splits and the numbers.  
 
Paull asked if there were any further comments or questions; hearing none he stated he 
would entertain a motion to close the public hearing. 

 
Motion by Frost, second by Miles to close the public hearing. 
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All in favor. Motion carried. 
 
Paull asked the commissioners’ pleasure, to which Stimson responded she thought the 
commission was ready vote. Paull requested using parcel or lot numbers or a similar method 
to identify which lot is being referenced in the motions. 

 
Motion by Wall, second by Stimson, to approve the request for a special use permit to install 
an in ground pool at 902 Monroe Boulevard. Swimming pools on waterfront properties 
require a special use permit according to zoning ordinance section 1725-2d. The parcel 
number for the property is 80-53-210-013-50. 

 
All in favor. Motion carried. 

 
Motion by Smith, second by Wall, to approve the request for a special use permit to install 
an in ground pool at 906 Monroe Boulevard. Swimming pools on waterfront properties 
require a special use permit according to zoning ordinance section 1725-2d. The parcel 
number for the property is 80-53-210-013-60. 
 
All in favor. Motion carried.  

 
7. Commissioner Comments 
 

Peterson: noted that he was happy to see the tractors rolling through town for the 
Flywheeler’s, a sure sign of fall. 
 
Frost: talked about the amazing start of the high school and middle school cross-country 
teams. 

 
8. Adjourn.  
 

Motion by Smith, second by Wall to adjourn at   7:24 p.m. 
 
All in favor. Motion carried. 

 
 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED, 
 
Marsha Ransom 
Recording Secretary 
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Parks Commission 
 

 
Regular Meeting Minutes 
 
Tuesday, September 9, 2014 
6:00 p.m., Council Chambers 
 
                             City of South Haven 

 
 
 
1. Call to Order by Reinert at 4:00 6:00 p.m. 
 
2. Roll Call 

 
Present: Cobbs, Fitzgibbon, Moore, Toneman, White, Reinert 
Absent:  Comeau 

 
3. Approval of Agenda 
 

Motion by Fitzgibbon, second by Moore to approve the September 8, 2014 regular meeting 
agenda as presented. 
 
All in favor. Motion carried. 

 
4. Approval of Minutes for the Record – July 8, 2014 
 

Motion by Fitzgibbon, second by Moore to approve the July 8, 2014 regular meeting minutes 
with correction. 
 
All in favor. Motion carried. 

 
5. Public Comments and Inquiries Concerning Items not on the Agenda 
 

There were none. 
 
OLD BUSINESS 
 
6. Commission will be requested to review conceptual plans for the Dyckman Beach 

Access Improvements. 
 

Halberstadt introduced Pat Cornelisse, of Cornelisse Design Associates, who has 
developed and will display some concept drawings which incorporate some of the items 
discussed at the last meeting.  
 
After comments about beach grass, Cornelisse noted that dune grass, which she shows on 
this concept plan, is a native grass, not an ornamental grass; that dune grass is hardy and  
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grows in moving sand; and that all of the City’s beach accesses have blowing sand. This 
grass can handle that, according to Cornelisse; roots may be five foot (5’) to six foot (6’) 
deep due to grasses, over time, being covered by blowing sand.  
 
Cornelisse also showed photographs of some parks she has worked on which use the dune 
grass. In response to further questions, Cornelisse noted that dune grass is an aggressive 
material which tends to move into the lawn. Because of that, Cornelisse recommends an 
edging be used to prevent the dune grass from growing where you do not want it.  
 
Discussion ensued regarding the grasses at Ellen Avery Park and whether it is dune grass 
or ornamental grass. Fitzgibbon commented on the problem of the grasses growing tall and 
flopping over to block the sidewalks. Moore noted that the dune grass at South Beach is 
only about 2’ tall. Halberstadt pulled up photographs of the Ellen Avery Park grasses and 
Cornelisse confirmed that the grasses there are ornamental grasses. Halberstadt explained 
that choosing the dune grasses is to try to eliminate the problem of grasses that fall over 
onto the sidewalk and take over the area.  
 
Reinert requested that we go back to the three (3) concept drawings, A, B and C. After 
questions, Cornelisse explained that the wall depicted is like the ones used elsewhere in the 
City, specifically in front of City Hall. Halberstadt noted that he promises the wording will be 
“Dyckman Beach” not “Access.”  
 
Fitzgibbon said she hates ornamental grass and has worked really hard not to get any more 
in the City. Concern was expressed that the grasses on the parkway will grow tall enough to 
block the wording on the beach sign. Reinert said the softer look is good and things could be 
changed later if they don’t work out. Cornelisse noted that the sign/bench depicted at the 
Dyckman Beach access is a little higher than the ones in front of City Hall, more bar stool 
height.  
 
Fitzgibbon asked if dune grass is, in Cornelisse’s estimation as a professional, the best 
choice, to which Cornelisse responded that it is and noted that she has used it in many 
places along the lakefront. There was discussion regarding the maintenance issues of the 
streets departments in plowing blown sand away from these accesses and beaches each 
spring.  
 
Moore pointed out that there is some signage at the Dyckman Beach access presently that 
is not shown in these drawings. Moore also noted that there is a lot of erosion remediation 
being done in that area and wondered who was doing that work. Halberstadt said he is not 
aware of whether it is City staff or someone else that is doing that work. Halberstadt pointed 
out that there is also a beach parking sign informing that one is entering a paid parking area. 
 
Discussion ensued regarding where you pay for the parking for the accesses. Halberstadt 
noted that it is not the City’s intention to have people go to North Beach to pay for parking at 
a remote location. White commented on the way the existing parking system and paying 
works. In response to questions regarding whether the beach parking system makes money 
for the City, Fitzgibbon assured the Commission that it is a good source of income for the 
City. 
 
Motion by Fitzgibbon, second by White, to recommend Revised Plan A for Dyckman Beach 
Access Improvements to City Council. 
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All in favor. Motion carried. 
 
Halberstadt noted that Cornelisse has started working on the Black River Park concept plan. 
Cornelisse previewed the drawing that she has created. Pointed out the parking area which 
could be fifteen (15) to twenty-seven (27) spaces depending upon the configuration. Noted 
that a gazebo that was originally in Dyckman Park (across from City hall) that is to be 
relocated down here. Cornelisse also noted that the plan attempts to connect the west area 
with a bridge and add an eight foot (8’) trail so it becomes an offshoot of the actual trail and 
gives some choices. There were several comments regarding what could be done with the 
large grassy area in the plan. Cornelisse suggested possibly doing small concerts from the 
gazebo.  
 
Fitzgibbon said the City has been applying for grants for that wall but have not received 
anything. Halberstadt said the Great Lakes Fisheries is opposed to sheet wall. According to 
Fitzgibbon the Celery Pond Advocates are heavily involved and they want a natural effect. 
Cornelisse pointed out that the Black River has a lot of wave action and she doesn’t 
recommend soft landscaping; her recommendation is rip rap. Cornelisse noted that in the 
area going out to the channel she suggests a type of grass that grows taller than regular 
mown turf; “the geese don’t like it as well and it only has to be mown a couple of times a 
year.” Discussion ensued regarding whether any of the soil on that site can be moved and 
sculpted. Halberstadt stated he likes the concept of creating a no-mow area, particularly 
along the creek, since it does deter the geese from hanging out there. Cornelisse said she’d 
like to see such things as picnic tables, benches and something “a little more lounge-y,” and 
showed commissioners a brochure with concrete seating.  
 
To recap, Cornelisse stated her design tries to incorporate trails going somewhere; places to 
sit; places to park (without overdoing the parking) and trying to minimize mowing.  
 
In response to Cornelisse’s request for questions, concerns and ideas, Fitzgibbon pointed 
out that the Celery Pond Advocates are a 501(c)(3) charitable organization that does a lot of 
cleanup work and have money; they have donated some art pieces for the area. Cornelisse 
stated that she could provide places for art. Discussion ensued regarding the expense of the 
Abonmarche plan and Halberstadt said we are probably going to have to use local funding, 
donations and volunteers to complete this project. Cornelisse suggested this site might have 
some possibilities for a recreation passport grant. Fitzgibbon said it would be a nice place 
for bikers to relax. Moore pointed out that the light green area on the plan could be turned 
into a picnic area. Cornelisse noted that when she is designing she has to think of 
accessibility; there could be a combination of paved and compacted gravel until you could 
afford to pave it. Fitzgibbon commented that since this is a floodplain area paving might be a 
negative.  
 
Reinert asked where the closest restroom area is; Halberstadt noted it is shown on this plan, 
and one of the factors is to provide access to the nearby boat access site. Cornelisse noted 
that some of the native grasses are nice but there is a lot of maintenance for the first three 
(3) years; Halberstadt noted that maintenance might be a project for the Celery Pond 
Advocates.  

 
NEW BUSINESS 
 

Moore commented that he would like updates regarding things that were brought up at the 
last meeting. Reinert suggested that if anyone has particular items they would like discussed 
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to contact Larry Halberstadt to have them put on the agenda. For tonight Reinert suggested 
that these items can be addressed during Commissioner Comments. 

 
7. Commissioner Comments 
 

Toneman asked whether the Parks Commission has a right to rule on the Dyckman Beach 
Access improvements, which he asked about previously, as noted in the July minutes.  
 
Fitzgibbon said all of the accesses are considered under the Parks Commission including 
the ones along North Shore Drive. Toneman noted that he abstained at the last meeting 
because he did not feel sure that the Parks Commission should be involved with this. 
Fitzgibbon explained that an abstention is the same as a “no” vote and that abstention is to 
be used when a commissioner has a financial or personal conflict of interest. Fitzgibbon also 
noted that while the Commissions are charged with making recommendations to Council; 
Council makes the final decision.  
 
Halberstadt pointed out that we are looking at something that may be applied to other Parks 
as well; a signage treatment and landscaping treatment that may be applied elsewhere in 
the City. 
 
Toneman asked where the Dyckman Beach access is listed as a park. Halberstadt noted 
that some are listed in the City Charter and some are listed in the Park and Rec Plan. 
Toneman commented it would be nice to have something listed that would prove that issues 
should be before us. It was noted that the City Manager requested that this go before the 
Park Commission. 
 
Moore questioned what happened about the bike racks. Halberstadt noted that a portable 
bike rack was installed at Oak Street and that options for the other beaches are still being 
reviewed with staff. Bike racks must be removable over the winter due to the large amounts 
of blowing sand that build up at the beaches and the need to use heavy construction 
equipment in the spring to remove the sand. 
 
 Reinert said, “We could work towards that but we do want to have bike racks available 
where possible. The City is asking people to come with bikes but is not  providing bike racks; 
need to look at consistency and whether we can get a certain design eventually, but at least 
offer something so we’re sending a message.”  

 
Moore asked got an update regarding the injuries to a child at Kids Corner; Halberstadt said 
we sent crews out to do additional sanding on the wood. Halberstadt also noted that the City 
did get an insurance claim in one case and a settlement offer was made. 
 
Moore asked about the status of the issue of dogs at the farmer’s market to which 
Halberstadt noted that the concern had been passed on to the City Manager and it is his 
understanding that some research has been done by the DDA Director. Some  
 
 
commissioners noted that they frequent the farmer’s market and had not noticed a problem 
with dogs.  
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Moore asked about the paddleboard rentals. Reinert stated she has ridden by on her bike 
but has never seen the rental group there. Fitzgibbon noted that the contract was for one 
year “so if he doesn’t come back next year we’ll know it didn’t work out.” 
 
Moore wondered about the safety concerns of the Kids Corner play structure and the 
historic significance because citizens built it. Fitzgibbon and Reinert spoke to how the 
project was conducted and the feeling of community that was achieved as a result of the 
Kids Corner project. Halberstadt stated that it is a sensitive subject, noting a similar situation 
in Traverse City when a similar structure was planned to be leveled to be replaced with a 
typical modern metal play structure.  
 
Discussion ensued regarding the funding sources for projects and Halberstadt pointed out 
things are not always able to be done just the way the City envisioned them. For example, if 
transportation grant funding was used, the Department of Transportation puts some limits as 
to what can be put there.  
 
White commented that parents have asked why there were no swings in the play structure 
that was placed at Elkenburg Park. Fitzgibbon explained that the neighborhood group made 
the decisions. Cobbs said it was decided not to have swings. White said that she is seeing 
older kids coming over to the Tot Lot to swing because there are swings there. Moore asked 
if there was room for swings; White said there isn’t really room.  
 
White also noted that after a recent Bobby Walker event trash bags were left to sit out 
overnight. Wanted to know if there is any way an early pickup could be arranged, because 
there was food garbage in the bags and raccoons, cats and other animals were tearing into 
the bags and spreading the garbage around. Halberstadt said when there is a special event 
our crews usually are told to clean it up as soon as possible. Reinert suggested Halberstadt 
bring that to the attention of someone. Halberstadt suggested that in the future a citizen 
should call the dispatch number, 637-5151, and let them know there is a problem so crews 
can be asked to take care of the issue. Toneman suggested extra trash cans for special 
events. White noted that because the trash cans were full, volunteers pulled the bags out of 
the trash receptacles and were able to put more in them. In response to questions, it was 
noted that once the bags were removed there were no more trash bags available to put into 
the trash receptacles. Halberstadt commented that there may be some items ordered for 
Elkenburg Park that have not arrived yet that were purchased with the leftover money from 
the Elkenburg Park project.  
 
White noted that while she did not previously go to Elkenburg Park much it is more inviting 
now and she enjoys sitting on a bench in the shade. Discussion ensued regarding the use of 
the bleachers and White assured that the bleachers are used constantly; “there is always 
someone there playing basketball.” 
 

8. Adjourn 
 

Motion by Fitzgibbon, second by Cobb to adjourn at 7:22 p.m. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Marsha Ransom 
Recording Secretary 
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William A. Baillargeon 

Chief District Court Judge 

 
The clerks, supervised by Chris Gates-Edson, provide professional service with an actual 

smile and are willing to explain terms and procedures to people (who may be coming to the court for 
the very first time). The 57th District Court probation officers, directed by Chief Probation Officer 
Mark Ponitz are compassionate and patient, but firm in requiring defendants comply with court 
orders and sentences.  As the 57th District Court continues to enhance its service to the public, it also 
is continuing to participate in and integrate its service with the Circuit and Probate Courts under the 
Concurrent Jurisdiction Plan that the Supreme Court authorized. This plan allows the courts to 
assist one another with matters such as disqualifications and judicial absence and other matters.  This 
plan promotes timely hearings and financial responsibility by eliminating nearly all needs for delay and 
cost associated with referring matters to a Visiting Judge from another county. For example, under this 
plan Magistrate Kirby Goodwin continues to assist the Circuit Court by reviewing uncontested 
judgments of divorce for cases with no minor children. 
  

Specialty courts are courts convened to address specific challenges to the Allegan County 
criminal justice system. The 57th District Court has been innovative and responsive to these 
challenges. The Mental Health Court has evolved under the guidance and leadership of Judge 
Skocelas to address felony level offenses as well as misdemeanors. The Drug Treatment Court, 
developed, administered and presided over by the 57th District Court is actually a Circuit Court felony 
drug court, currently operating at capacity.  Most recently the West Michigan Regional Veterans' 
Treatment Court (WMRVTC) was established in the 57th District Court.  This is the first such regional 
court in the state, bringing together both the circuit and district court cases of Van Buren and Allegan 
Counties.  This court is a shining example of cooperation between the various courts, 
prosecutors, probation departments, and county administration from both Allegan and Van Buren 
County. WMRVTC also partners with the state, the department of corrections, local veteran service 
agencies, and of course, the Veterans Administration itself.  Developing this regional approach 
exemplifies resource sharing and that it is possible to provide enhanced service to citizens of both 
counties. We fully expect this model to be imitated and copied many times as a means to provide 
access to justice to veterans located in less densely populated areas of the state. 
  

The 57th District Court is healthy and vibrant.  It leads the way in successfully innovating the 
court to address the evolving needs and concerns of the people of Allegan County.  This Court does 
not and will not rest on its achievements but continues to strive to innovate and enhance the service it 
provides to Allegan County. 

 

A Message from the Chief Judge 
  
 

The 57th District Court of Allegan County is continuing to uphold 
its reputation for efficiently serving the citizens of Allegan County.  The 
court participated in an evaluation of its service for its general jurisdiction 
courts and the results of evaluations and user surveys confirmed 
positive results.  Across the board, in all areas of service to the public 
the 57th District Court and its personnel excelled in providing efficient 
and effective service; individuals believed they were treated fairly and 
timely, that they were given a chance to be heard and that they 
understood what happened. This is a hallmark of the training and 
managerial skills employed by District Court Administrator Linda 
Lenahan. 
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HISTORY, LOCATION AND OVERVIEW 
 
 
   

The 57th District Court is located in the County Building at 113 Chestnut Street, Allegan, 
Michigan.  The geographic jurisdiction of the Court includes all of the County of Allegan, except that 
part of the City of Holland lying within Allegan County.   

 

The District Court was established by the Michigan Legislature in 1968 pursuant to 
constitutional mandate.  Citizens have more contact with the district court than any other court in the 
state.  District Court has exclusive jurisdiction of all civil litigation up to $25,000 and handles 
garnishments, eviction proceedings, landlord‐tenant and land contract summary proceedings.  In the 
criminal field, the district court handles all misdemeanors where punishment does not exceed one 
year and relevant proceedings including arraignment, setting and acceptance of bail, trial, and 
sentencing.  It also conducts preliminary examinations in felony cases.   
 
  The district court includes a small claims division for civil cases up to $5,000 which becomes 
$5,500 on January 1, 2015.  In these cases, litigants agree to waive their right to a trial by jury.  They 
also agree to waive rules of evidence, representation by a lawyer, and the right to appeal from the 
district judge’s decision.  If either party objects, the case will be heard in the general civil division of 
the district court.   
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  By statute, the district judges have authority to appoint magistrates.  Magistrates may  1) set 
bail and accept bond in criminal matters, 2) accept guilty pleas, and 3) sentence for traffic, motor 
carrier, snowmobile, dog, game, and marine law violations.  The magistrate may also issue arrest and 
search warrants authorized by the prosecutor or local municipal attorney.  Attorney magistrates may 
conduct small claims hearings.  Magistrates may, at the direction of the chief judge, perform other 
duties allowed by statute. 
 
  District judges are elected for six‐year terms on nonpartisan ballots, under the same 
requirements as circuit judges.  The Legislature sets the salary for district judges. 
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ADMINISTRATION OVERVIEW 
 

 

 
District Court Administrative Team 

Left to right, first row:  Honorable Joseph S. Skocelas, Linda Lenahan, Court Administrator,  
Honorable William A. Baillargeon; 

Left to right, back row:  Magistrate Kirby J. Goodwin; Mark Ponitz, Chief Probation Officer;  
Chris Gates-Edson, Chief Deputy District Court Clerk;  

Digital photos by Detective Craig Gardiner, ACSD 

 
The 57th District Court has two Judges elected to six‐year terms of office.  The Chief Judge acts 

as director of administration of the Court.  Each Judge is assisted by a Court Recorder/Judicial 
Secretary who is responsible to record proceedings, prepare verbatim transcripts as required by law 
or by request of parties, and perform secretarial duties.  The Judges are also assisted by 
Bailiff/Magistrates who are responsible for transporting prisoners to and from the jail, assisting in and 
securing the courtrooms, assisting the public and jurors, and performing limited magisterial duties. 
 
  The District Court Administrator is appointed by the Chief Judge, and together they create an 
executive leadership team necessary to manage the operation of the District Court.  The District Court 
Administrator oversees all aspects of Court operations and administration including, but not limited 
to, case flow management, jury utilization, human resource management, fiscal administration, 
intergovernmental liaison, and technology management, and is authorized to perform magisterial 
duties. 
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  The Attorney Magistrate is appointed by the Chief Judge and performs certain quasi‐judicial 
functions impacting litigants and the Court.  Some of the responsibilities include, but are not limited 
to, informal hearings, authorizing search and arrest warrants, conducting arraignments, performing 
legal research, accepting guilty pleas and sentencing, establishing bonds, resolving small claims 
matters, and performing weddings.  As a cross‐assigned Circuit Court Referee under the Concurrent 
Jurisdiction Plan, the Attorney Magistrate reviews uncontested judgments of divorce for cases with no 
minor children. 

 
The Chief Probation Officer, under the supervision of the District Court Administrator, 

performs a variety of duties in supervising the activities and daily operations of probation officers and 
support staff as well as performing the duties of a probation officer on a regular basis. 
 
  The Chief Deputy Clerk, under the supervision of the District Court Administrator, serves as a 
team leader supervising, training and assisting staff; monitoring work loads; and overseeing daily 
operations in the Clerk’s Office. 
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   ORGANIZATIONAL CHART 
 

  
 
  

  
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 

 

Kirby J. Goodwin, 
Attorney 
Magistrate 

Aimee Kragt, Chief Account 
Clerk/Admin. Assistant 

 
Kevin Christensen, Bailiff 
Roberta Engelking, Bailiff 

(resigned 9/17/13) 
 

Audrey VerBeek, 
Clerk/Bailiff (started 2/24/14) 

 
Carole Carr, Recorder 

Kelly Miklusicak, Recorder 
 

Administrative & Judicial 
Staff 

Mark A. Ponitz, 
Chief Probation Officer 

 

Chris Gates‐Edson 
Chief Deputy Clerk 

 
Hickory Buell 

Heather MacKenzie 
Kathy Miller 
Mark Ponitz 

Probation Officers  
 

Candy Mock,  
Senior Probation Secretary 

 
Jackie Hicks 

Probation Secretary 

Nancy Oppenhuizen, 
Senior Civil Clerk 

 
Mary Jo Ash 
Kristin Caron  

Michelle Carpenter  
Kathy Evans 

Samantha Gay ‐  
(resigned 3/14/14) 
Sarah Henry 
Nicole Laster 
Renee Nast 

Audrey VerBeek ‐ 
(started 2/24/14) 

 

Deb Wolters 
Deputy Clerks  

HONORABLE WILLIAM A. BAILLARGEON 
Chief Judge 

HONORABLE JOSEPH S. SKOCELAS 
Judge Pro Tempore 

LINDA L. LENAHAN 
Court Administrator 

Nashell Miller 
Assistant to Chief Deputy Clerk 

The Public 
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JUDICIAL STAFF 
 

 
District Court Judicial Staff 

Left to right, first row: Judge Joseph S. Skocelas, Linda Lenahan, Judge William A. Baillargeon; 
Left to right, back row:  Dan Broyles, Magistrate Kirby J. Goodwin, Kelly Miklusicak,  

Carole Carr, Aimee Kragt, Audrey VerBeek, Kevin Christensen, Mary Jo Ash; 
Digital photos by Detective Craig Gardiner, ACSD 

 
HONORABLE JOSEPH S. SKOCELAS, District Court Judge, was appointed by Governor Jennifer 
Granholm on April 26, 2006 to fill the vacancy left by the retirement of the Honorable Gary Stewart.  
Judge Skocelas was subsequently elected in November 2006 to complete Judge Stewart’s term 
through 2008, then again in November of 2008 for a full six‐year term.  
 
HONORABLE WILLIAM A. BAILLARGEON, Chief District Court Judge, was appointed by Governor 
Jennifer Granholm on March 5, 2009 to fill the vacancy left by the retirement of the Honorable 
Stephen Sheridan.  Prior to this appointment, Judge Baillargeon served as Circuit Judge for Allegan 
County’s 48th Circuit Court from 2007‐2009.  Judge Baillargeon was elected in November 2010 to 
complete Judge Sheridan’s term through 2012, then re‐elected again in November of 2012 for a full 
six‐year term.  
 
LINDA L. LENAHAN, District Court Administrator, was appointed in February 2002.  Prior to her 
appointment, Linda worked for the State Court Administrative Office of the Michigan Supreme Court 
for 20 years. 
 
KIRBY J. GOODWIN, Attorney Magistrate, has been with the District Court since June 1984. 
 
WILLIAM (DAN) BROYLES, Case Manager West Michigan Veterans’ Treatment Court, started part‐time 
with the Court on February 7, 2014 with a grant funded position. 
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CAROLE A. CARR, Court Recorder/Judicial Secretary for the Honorable William A. Baillargeon, has 
been with the District Court since April 1991. 
 
KEVIN M. CHRISTENSEN, Bailiff/Magistrate for the 57th District Court, provides assistance and ensures 
the safety of all courtroom participants in District Court.  Kevin has been with the District Court since 
June 4, 2007. 
 
ROBERTA ENGELKING (not shown), part‐time Bailiff/Clerk for the 57th District Court, provides 
assistance and ensures the safety of all courtroom participants in District Court.  Roberta was 
employed with the Court since January 2005.  She resigned on September 17, 2013 to pursue other 
ambitions. 
 
AIMEE L. KRAGT, Chief Account Clerk/Administrative Assistant, has been with the District Court since 
January 1988. 
 
KELLY MIKLUSICAK, Court Recorder/Judicial Secretary for the Honorable Joseph Skocelas, has been 
with the District Court since February 2004.  On January 1, 2012 Kelly was promoted from Deputy 
District Court Clerk to Judge Skocelas’ secretary and court recorder. 
 
AUDREY VERBEEK, Deputy District Court Clerk, transferred from the Friend of the Court on February 
24, 2014 to work part‐time as a court clerk/bailiff in the courtrooms.  Audrey splits her time between 
the Judicial Wing and the District Court Clerk’s Office. 
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CLERK'S OFFICE STAFF 
 

 
District Court Clerk’s Office 

Left to right, first row:  Nashell Miller, Chris Gates-Edson, Michelle Carpenter, Nancy Oppenhuizen; 
 Left to right, back row:  Kristin Caron, Kathy Evans, Mary Jo Ash, Deb Wolters, Nicole Laster, Renee Nast; 

Not present:  Sarah Henry 
Digital photos by Detective Craig Gardiner, ACSD 

  
 
MARY JO ASH, Deputy Court Clerk in the Collections Division, has been employed with the District 
Court since March 25, 2013. 
 
MICHELLE CARPENTER, Deputy Court Clerk in the Traffic/Criminal Division, has been employed with 
the District Court since January 1998. 
 
KRISTIN CARON, Deputy Court Clerk in the Civil Division, has been employed with the District Court 
since January 9, 2012.  Kristin transferred into the Traffic/Criminal Division on March 17, 2014. 
 
KATHLEEN EVANS, Deputy Court Clerk in the Traffic/Criminal Division, has been employed with the 
District Court since January 1999. 
 
CHRISTINE GATES‐EDSON, Chief Deputy Court Clerk, has been employed with the District Court since 
September 1998.  In September 2010, Christine was promoted to Chief Deputy District Court Clerk. 
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SAMANTHA GAY (not shown), Deputy Court Clerk in the Traffic/Criminal Division, has been employed 
with the District Court since January 9, 2012.  Samantha Gay transferred to our Prosecutor’s Office on 
March 17, 2014. 
 
SARAH HENRY (not shown), Deputy Court Clerk in the Traffic/Criminal Division, has been employed 
with the District Court since October 1998. 
 
NICOLE LASTER, Deputy Court Clerk in the Traffic/Criminal Division, has been employed with the 
District Court since January 9, 2012. 
 
NASHELL MILLER, Assistant to the Chief Deputy Court Clerk in the Traffic/Criminal Division, has been 
employed with the District Court since June 2001.  In November 2010, Nashell was promoted to 
Assistant to the Chief Deputy District Court Clerk.  
 
RENEE NAST, Deputy Court Clerk in the Civil Division, has been employed with the District Court since 
April 9, 2007. 
 
NANCY OPPENHUIZEN, Senior Civil Clerk, has been employed with the District Court since December 
1997. 
 
AUDREY VERBEEK, Deputy Court Clerk, transferred from the Friend of the Court on February 24, 2014 
to work part‐time as a court clerk/bailiff in the courtrooms. 
 
DEBORAH WOLTERS, Deputy Court Clerk in the Traffic/Criminal Division, has been employed with the 
District Court since April 2004. 
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PROBATION DEPARTMENT STAFF 
 

 
District Court Probation Staff 

Left to right, front row: Hickory Buell, Heather MacKenzie, Jackie Hicks;  
Left to right, back row: Kathy Miller, Mark Ponitz, Candy Mock; 

Digital photos by Detective Craig Gardiner, ACSD 
 
 
MARK PONITZ, Chief Probation Officer, has been employed with the District Court since May 2006.  
Mark was named Interim Chief Probation Officer in August 2012 and then appointed Chief Probation 
Officer January 1, 2013.  
 
HICKORY BUELL, Probation Officer, has been employed with the District Court since January 28, 2013.  
Prior to District Court, Hickory worked as an Enforcement Officer with the Friend of the Court. 
 
JACQUELINE HICKS, Secretary, has been employed with the District Court since February 2004.  In 
2012, she split her day between the Probation Department and the Clerk’s Office.   In 2013, Jackie 
returned to the Probation Department full‐time. 
 
HEATHER MACKENZIE, Probation Officer, has been employed with the District Court since June 1998. 
 
KATHLEEN MILLER, Probation Officer, has been employed with the District Court since January 2000. 
 
CANDICE MOCK, Senior Probation Secretary, has been employed with the District Court since January 
1995. 
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JURISDICTION 
 

 
DIVISIONS  JURISDICTION FACTS TO KNOW

 

CIVIL   Civil suits up to $25,000 

 Small claim suits up to $5,000 
($5,500 as of 1/1/15) 

 Landlord tenant disputes, 
garnishments, and land 
contract summary 
proceedings  

 Civil suits can be filed by 
either an individual or a 
business 

 Corporations must have 
attorney representation 
outside of small claims 

 Parties must represent 
themselves in small claims 
cases – attorneys may not be 
involved  

 

CRIMINAL   Michigan statute violations 

 City/village/township 
ordinances 

 All felony cases such as 
murder and criminal sexual 
conduct are heard by a 
district judge through the 
preliminary exam stage only 

 Domestic violence, retail 
fraud, disturbing the peace 
are examples of 
misdemeanor violations 

 

TRAFFIC   Michigan statute violations 

 City/village/township 
ordinances 

 Operating while intoxicated, 
reckless driving, expired 
operator’s license are 
examples of misdemeanor 
traffic offenses 

 Speeding, careless driving, no 
safety belt are examples of 
civil infraction violations 
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COURT DIVISIONS 
 

CIVIL DIVISION 
 
The Civil Division consists of the following sub‐divisions: 
 
  The  General  Civil  Division  processes  all  civil  cases  under  the  $25,000  jurisdictional  limit; 
limited claim and delivery civil actions; limited writ of attachment and garnishment; and forfeiture or 
seizure of certain property.   
 
  The pie chart reflects the five‐year trend  in general civil 
filings. Case filings over the five‐year trend decreased 39% from 
2009 to 2013.   New case filings decreased 642 cases from 2012 
to 2013. 
 
 
  The Summary Proceeding Division processes cases generally brought by a landlord to recover 
possession of a dwelling when a tenant fails to pay the rent or when the landlord or owner wishes to 
regain possession of his/her property.  Summary proceedings include land contract forfeitures arising 
when a purchaser does not pay  the amount agreed upon  in a contract.   A  landlord may obtain an 
Order of Eviction to evict a tenant, or land contract vendee. 
 
        The  pie  chart  reflects  the  five‐year  trend  in  summary 
proceeding  filings.  New  filings  over  the  five‐year  trend 
increased 121  cases  from 2009  to 2013.     New  case  filings 
decreased 58 cases from 2012 to 2013. 
 
   

The Small Claims Division processes cases with  recoverable maximum monies up  to $5,000.  
Small claims litigants have the right to remove a case to the General Civil Division or to remove a case 
from magisterial jurisdiction.  Actions are filed in the county in which the cause of action arose, or in 
which the defendant is established or resides or is employed.  Small claims litigants waive their right 
to a jury trial and cannot be represented by an attorney. 
 
  Small  claims  cases  are  heard  by  the  Attorney 
Magistrate.   

 
The pie chart reflects the five‐year year trend in small 

claim  filings. Case  filings over  the  five‐year  trend decreased 
19 cases from 2009 to 2013.   New case filings decreased 50 
cases from 2012 to 2013. 
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CRIMINAL DIVISION  
 
 The  Criminal  Division  (including  Felony  Traffic  violations)  adjudicates  cases  involving 
violations of Michigan  statute  as well  as  violations of  local ordinance.    The Prosecuting Attorney’s 
Office, Michigan Attorney General’s Office, local police agencies, and ordinance city/township/village 
attorneys file felony and misdemeanor cases with the Court.  District Court Judges preside over felony 
cases through the preliminary examination hearing stages only.   
 
  In  2013,  the  criminal  division  handled  2,807  new  case  filings.  The  Court  conducted  felony 
preliminary exam hearings and waiver hearings and bound over 614 cases to the Circuit Court.   This 
number includes traffic division bind overs, as well.  The criminal division disposed of 3,968 cases. 
 

The  pie  chart  reflects  the  five‐year  trend  in 
criminal  division  filings.  Case  filings  over  the  five‐year 
trend increased 19 cases from 2009 to 2013.  New case 
filings increased 338 cases from 2012 to 2013. 
 
 

 
TRAFFIC DIVISION 
 
  The  Traffic  Division  (including  non‐traffic  civil  infractions)  adjudicates  cases  involving 
Michigan statute violations, the motor vehicle code and local ordinances.   
 

In 2013,  the  traffic division handled 12,342 new case  filings.   The  traffic division disposed of 
12,951  cases  through  various  dispositions,  i.e.,  guilty  plea,  admission  of  responsibility,  default, 
dismissal, warrant, and trial/hearing verdict.  In 2013, 
the  Judges  disposed  of  15  cases  by  jury  verdict  and 
348  cases by bench  trial,  formal or  informal hearing 
for all case types. 
 

The  pie  chart  reflects  the  five‐year  trend  in 
traffic division  filings.   Case  filings decreased by 453 
cases from 2009 to 2013.   New case filings increased 
2,229 cases (22%) from 2012 to 2013. 
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STATISTICAL ANALYSIS 
 

 
A comparison of total new case filings and dispositions from 2003 through 2013 are reflected 

in the graph below.  The eleven‐year bar graph reflects that the Court experienced a decrease of 
11,912 new cases filings from 2003 through 2013.  The one‐year trend reflects that the Court 
experienced an increase of 1,817 new case filings from 2012 to 2013.  
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TOTAL NEW CASE FILINGS 
 
Each year, the District Court prepares and files with the State Court 

Administrative Office,  a  caseload  report  of  all  new  cases  filed,  re‐opened 
cases, warrants, and dispositions  in categories of Traffic, Criminal and Civil 
cases.   The Court uploads these numbers to the State Court Administrative 
Office’s web site. 

 
In 2002,  the State Court Administrative Office significantly changed 

the methodology of  counting  cases  in  the District Court.   The Court went 
from  tracking  16  different  case  type  classifications  to  21  different 
classifications. 

 
Previously, a multi‐count criminal case was given a separate case file 

for  each  charge  filed.    Now,  the  Prosecutor’s  Office  is  placing  multiple 
counts  on one Complaint  and Warrant  and  the Court  counts  that  as one 
case filed.  This revised method of counting will cause the number of cases 
filed to appear to decline when other factors remain constant. 
 
TOTAL NEW CASES FILED  
  Traffic cases filed      12,342 
               Criminal cases filed        2,807 
  Civil cases filed         3,896 

  Total new cases filed            19,045 
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STATISTICAL ANALYSIS 

 
 

Total dispositions for all divisions from 2003 through 2013 are reflected in the graph below.  
The eleven‐year bar graph reflects that the Court experienced a decrease of 14,241 case dispositions 
from 2003 through 2013.  The one‐year trend reflects that the Court experienced an increase of 2,030 
case dispositions from 2012 to 2013.                
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Dispositions 35,355 33,384 29,879 29,104 25,439 23,109 22,363 21,673 20,428 19,084 21,114
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TOTAL DISPOSITIONS 
 

The District Court submits the number of dispositions annually to 
the State Court Administrative Office.  Dispositions include Jury 
Verdicts, Bench Verdicts, Pleas, Dismissals, Defaults, Warrants 
Issued, and Circuit Court Felony Bindovers, etc.  The Court uploads 
these totals into the State Court Administrative Office’s web site.   
 
TOTAL DISPOSITIONS   
  Traffic cases        12,951 
  Criminal cases       3,968 
  Civil cases         4,195 

  Total dispositions             21,114    
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STATISTICAL ANALYSIS 

 
 

Total re‐opened cases for all divisions from 2003 through 2013 are reflected in the graph 
below.  The eleven‐year bar graph reflects that the Court experienced a decrease of 1,453 re‐opened 
cases from 2003 through 2013.  The one‐year trend reflects that the Court experienced an increase of 
87 cases from 2012 to 2013. 
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TOTAL RE‐OPENED CASES 
 
Cases  are  counted  as  re‐opened  when  a  defendant  is 

arrested and arraigned on a warrant, a new  trial  is ordered by an 
appellate  court,  or  a  plea  or  judgment  is  set  aside.    The  Court 
uploads  these numbers  to  the  State Court Administrative Office’s 
web site.  The number of re‐opened cases was not tracked prior to 
2002 by the State or the Court. 
   
 
TOTAL RE‐OPENED CASES FILED  
  Traffic cases re‐opened          663 
  Criminal cases re‐opened       1,197 
  Civil cases filed re‐opened             72 

  Total cases re‐opened        1,932 
 

 
 
 



 
Page 20

CASELOAD MIX 
 
 
The pie chart reflects both the total number of cases filed and the percentages by divisions.   

 

 
   
 
 

 
RATIO OF DISPOSITIONS TO NEW CASE FILING 

 
 
The ratio of dispositions to new case filings are reflected below. 

 
New Case Filings    19,045 

Dispositions    21,115 

Ratio    111% 
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PROBATION DEPARTMENT 
 
 
 
  The functions of the Probation Department are to assist the Judges in determining an 
appropriate sentence and to supervise probationers ensuring that they comply with the terms and 
conditions of the orders of the Court.  Probation Officers are responsible to refer probationers to 
qualified treatment personnel and to introduce them to vocational or educational resources. 
   
  The total number of defendants placed on probation during 2013 was 894. The total number 
of probationers being supervised by the Probation Officers for the period ending December 2013 was 
998 including diversion programs. 
 
  The difference between the total number placed on probation (894) and supervised 998 
reflects the number of probationers who completed their terms and conditions of probation and were 
released.  The time span of probation can generally range from a minimum of 30 days to a maximum 
of two years.  Consequently, probationers are continually being released and new probationers 
added. 

 
The table below reflects the number of probationers placed on probation during the year. 

 
 

DEFENDANTS PLACED ON PROBATION 
 

Judge  Jan.  Feb.  March April May June July Aug. Sept.  Oct.  Nov. Dec. TOTALS
SKOCELAS  23  40  32 44 35 35 34 52 24  47  29 29 424
BAILLARGEON  33  28  40 42 41 38 44 56 36  57  28 27 470

TOTAL  56  68  72 86 76 73 78 108 60  104  57 56 894
 

 
The  pie  chart  reflects  the  total  number  of 

cases  or  individuals  that were  placed  on  probation 
from  2009  through  2013.    For  the  period  of  2009 
through  2013,  the  caseload  decreased  113  cases. 
Caseload  increased  by  33  cases  between  2012  and 
2013. 
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PROBATION OFFENSE CHARGE STATISTICS 
  

The table below reflects statistics on various offenses handled by the probation department. 
 

OFFENSE REPORT 
 

OFFENSES  Jan.  Feb.  March April May June July Aug. Sept.  Oct.  Nov. Dec. TOTAL 

Operate while 
Intoxicated 

8  14  21 19 21 23 21 29 20  19  16 18 229

Impaired Driving  20  21  12 23 23 18 22 37 12  33  18 16 255

Assault & Battery  2  3  1 7 1 0 0 5 1  4  2 2 28

Domestic Violence  7  10  7 8 8 1 2 9 7  7  3 1 70

Malicious 
Destruction of 

Property 

1  0  0 0 1 1 2 1 0  1  0 2 9

Larceny  3  4  1 1 0 4 1 1 0  1  2 0 18

Drug Offenses  9  8  11 10 7 12 10 6 9  12  7 12 113

Stalking  0  1  0 4 2 0 2 0 2  1  0 0 12

CSC – Attempted  4th 
Degree/ 

Accosting 

0  0  0 0 0 0 0 0 0  0  0 1 1

All Other Charges  6  7  19 14 13 14 18 20 9  26  9 4 159

TOTAL  56  68  72 86 76 73 78 108 60  104  57 56 894
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DOMESTIC VIOLENCE DIVERSION PROGRAM 
 
 The Domestic Violence Diversion Program was implemented in September 1998 by the 57th 
District Court in cooperation with, and with the support of, the Allegan County Coordinating Council 
on Domestic Violence, the Allegan County Prosecutor’s Office, and the Allegan County Board of 
Commissioners.  

FUNDING 
 

  In April of 1998, the Board of Commissioners approved funding for this program. A fourth 
probation officer was hired in June of 1998.  Assessing the probationer a supervision/oversight cost 
generates funding for the program.  In February 2006, the cost was increased from $200 to $300.  It 
was increased again on April 1, 2009 to $350 concurrent with an increase to state minimum costs.   

 

PURPOSES AND ADVANTAGES OF THE DIVERSION PROGRAM 
 

This program offers a defendant the opportunity to avoid a criminal record upon successful 
completion of counseling, with the goal to improve family relationships and avoid repeat offenses.  It 
eliminates the adversary relationship between the defendant and family member victim and/or 
between the victim and the court, the prosecutor, and the police.  It promotes an atmosphere of 
"working together" through counseling, rather than "tearing apart" through trials and court hearings. 
The program reduces court, prosecutor, and police time by avoiding unnecessary trials and allows 
cases to be adjudicated more quickly.   

 
The program is designed for qualified first time offenders charged with Domestic Violence.  It 

allows a defendant to plead guilty and be placed on voluntary probation status for a period of 9 ‐ 12 
months, provided the victim consents.  During this time, the defendant is required to attend Domestic 
Violence counseling sessions scheduled over a period of 26 weeks.  If the defendant successfully 
completes the probation and required counseling, he/she is discharged from probation and the 
original charge of Domestic Violence is dismissed under MCL 769.4a.  If a defendant fails to complete 
the counseling, or for any other reason violates the probation, he/she is required to immediately 
appear in Court and is sentenced. 

COUNSELING 
 

  The Court meets with various counselors and counseling agencies to review the techniques 
used in their programs. The effectiveness of the programs depends on the quality and content of the 
counseling services offered.  The programs must be appropriate and consistent with accepted national 
standards. 
 
  Each  defendant  who  successfully  completes  the  program  is  required  to  complete  a  brief 
questionnaire that evaluates their counseling services.     
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COMPLIANCE  
 

If  the Court  finds  that all  supervision/oversight  costs have been paid and all  counseling has 
been completed, the defendant is discharged from probation without hearing.  

 

STATISTICS 
  The following statistics reflect fifteen years of the Domestic Violence Diversion Program under 
MCL 769.4a.  Statistics are gathered, compiled and reported for the period of September 1st through 
August 31st of each calendar year.  The statistics include all domestic violence cases charged under 
MCLA 750.81(2), (3), or (4).  
 

  
1998
‐

1999 
 

1999
‐

2000 

2000
‐

2001 

2001
‐ 

2002 

2002
‐

2003 

2003
‐

2004 

2004
‐

2005 

2005
‐

2006 

2006
‐

2007 

2007
‐

2008 

2008
‐

2009 

2009
‐

2010 

2010
‐

2011 

2011
‐

2012 

2012 
‐ 

2013 

New DV charges  filed  375  397  406  497  511  411  393  404  423  446  489  473  500  505  462 

DV charges adjudicated  371  401  404  504  514  421  395  429  427  472  485  467  508  475  541 

Pled under program  144  119  122  176  130  134  115  88  112  124  135  128  140  148  156 

Successfully completing 
program 

21  118  92  91  112  92  102  77  68  74  80  108  106  108  109 

Not completing program  ‐  6  15  34  29  27  31  32  24  40  46  52  39  26  30 

Pled guilty to DV but not 
under program 

60  ‐  62  104  132  97  122  116  128  133  132  101  111  84  78 

Dismissed or  
nolle prosequi 

‐  97  68  131  118  110  97  114  94  96  102  97  41  90  141 

Bound over to  
Circuit Court 

‐  10  11  18  19  34  20  29  32  28  35  24  12  12  27 

Reduced 
DV III to miscellaneous 

charges 
‐  ‐  5  12  3  1  1  1  3  3  2  5  3  5  0 

Reduced from DV III to  
DV II 

‐  4  1  8  9  3  8  0  3  4  8  17  7  14  13 

Reduced from DV II to  
DV I 

‐  12  10  15  14  5  14  17  11  6  7  38  19  20  17 

DV‐Aggravated to 
DV Program 

‐  ‐  3  1  1  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0 

Reduced from DV  to 
Disorderly 

7  12  7  18  17  15  26  17  15  12  40  38  7  19  15 

Reduced from DV  to  
Assault & Battery 

10  5  5  7  14  11  6  14  22  23  15  8  3  15  9 

Reduced to misc. charges 
not included above 

‐  2  3  16  3  3  4  4  8  4  1  8  3  1  0 

Guilty as charged after 
bench trial 

2  ‐  3  1  4  0  1  0  1  6  0  0  0  0  1 

Guilty of other offense 
after bench trial 

‐  ‐  1  1  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0  0 

Guilty as charged after 
jury trial 

1  ‐  0  0  0  2  1  1  1  0  1  0  1  0  1 

Not guilty after bench trial  0  2  3  2  2  1  3  1  0  3  2  0  0  0  0 

Not guilty after jury trial  2  1  2  4  2  0  2  3  3  3  5  4  2  0  2 

Mental Health Court  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  6  5  4  5 

Recharged after successful 
completion of the 

program 
‐  11  1  4  14  8  15  8  16  9  12  13  15  7  *16 

*Of the 16 new cases recharged with domestic violence after successfully completing the program in the past, thirteen (13) pled guilty 
to the new charge(s), two (2) were dismissed by the Prosecutor and one (1) pled guilty to assault and battery.   
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7411 DIVERSION PROGRAM 
FIRST TIME DRUG OFFENDERS 

 

On October 12, 2006, the Court began imposing a sentencing alternative to first time drug 
offenders under MCL 333.7411.   This statute allows the Court to order a deferral of judgment for first 
time drug offenders.  When an individual has not previously been convicted of a drug offense or 
participated in a prior 7411 diversion, with the consent of the accused, the Judge may defer further 
proceedings and place the individual on probation. A nonpublic record will be created for this arrest at 
the time of the deferral.  If the person fulfills the terms and conditions of probation, they will be 
discharged from probation and the matter will be dismissed and the case remains nonpublic.    
Individuals may only use this deferral once in their lifetime.  If an individual violates probation, the 
court will remove them from the deferral program and enter a conviction it its place.   The case will 
become public and the Department of State is then notified of the conviction and licensing sanctions 
are ordered.   

 

Currently, each probationer is placed on diversion for 6 months through probation.  A $500 
supervision/oversight cost must be paid prior to discharge from probation. 
  

       7411 DEFERRALS 
2013    Jan  Feb  Mar 

 
Apr  May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct  Nov  Dec TOTAL 

TOTAL  16  10  15  13  19 23 27 24 15 16  18  15 211
 
 

MINOR IN POSSESSION OF ALCOHOL  
DEFERRAL PROGRAM FOR FIRST TIME OFFENDERS  

 

Effective September 1, 2004, Public Act 63 allows the Court to order a deferral of judgment for 
first time offenders of Minor in Possession of Alcohol under MCL 436.1703.  When an individual has 
not previously been convicted of Minor in Possession or participated in a prior MIP diversion, the 
Court, with the consent of the accused, may defer further proceedings and place the individual on 
probation.  While proceedings are deferred and the individual is on probation, the court shall 
maintain a nonpublic record of the matter.  The Court abstracts the deferred status to the 
Department of State (DOS) which keeps the record nonpublic.  If the person fulfills the terms and 
conditions of probation, they are discharged from probation and the matter is dismissed.  A nonpublic 
record will be retained for this arrest.  Individuals may only use this deferral once in their lifetime.  If 
an individual violates probation, the court will remove them from the deferral program and enter a 
conviction it its place.  The case becomes public and Department of State is notified of the conviction.   

 

Currently, each probationer is placed on diversion for 6 months.  A $450 supervision/oversight 
cost must be paid and the probationer must attend a Victim Impact Panel meeting as ordered. 

 

MINOR IN POSSESSION DEFERRALS 
2013  Jan  Feb  Mar 

 
Apr  May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct  Nov  Dec TOTAL 

TOTAL  2  8  3  5  5 17 31 7 6 4  5  3 96
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ALCOHOL ASSESSMENTS 

 
  On April 15, 1996, the Probation Officers began conducting alcohol assessment evaluations.  A 
total of 640 assessments were completed during 2013.  The assessment fee increased from $65 to $75 
on October 1, 2009.  The evaluations will generate total revenues of $48,000.00.  Revenues collected 
for 2013 were $40,134.74. 
   

ASSESSMENTS 
 

2013  Jan  Feb  Mar 
 

Apr  May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct  Nov  Dec TOTAL 

TOTAL  42  29  48  55  58 62 64 71 50 72  45  44 640

 
PROBATION SUPERVISION AND OVERSIGHT COSTS 

 
  On May 4, 1998, the Court began assessing oversight costs to all defendants placed on 
probation.  For those placed on probation up to one year, $100.00 is assessed.  If the probation term 
is one year or greater, $200.00 is assessed.  On October 1, 2009, the costs increased to $200.00 for 
less than 1 year and $300.00 for a year or greater.  Revenues collected in 2013 were $301,704.75.   
 
 

ELECTRONIC HOME MONITORING PROGRAM 
 

On June 1, 1996, the department implemented the use of the Electronic Home Monitoring 
Program provided by Midstate Security Company.  This program, which is an alternative to physical 
incarceration, provides a visual contact and positive visual identification of the probationer, and 
allows for breath alcohol level testing for probationers with alcohol‐related problems.   During 2013, 
89 probationers utilized this program.   In 2011, the Court began using SCRAM alcohol monitoring 
systems, a state of the art system.  SOBERLINK, a portable mobile breathalyzer with a high resolution 
camera, allows for a less expensive solution for the probationer, while still requiring several random 
breath samples per day.  While cheaper, it has the ability to monitor only alcohol. 

 
HOME MONITORING PROGRAM & SCRAM 

           

Judge  Jan.  Feb.  March  April May June July Aug. Sept.  Oct.  Nov. Dec. TOTAL 
SKOCELAS  1  1  5  2 1 6 4 6 5  6  5 2 44
BAILLARGEON  5  3  1  6 3 1 1 4 2  7  3 9 45

TOTAL  6  4  6  8 4 7 5 10 7  13  8 11 89
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LEIN ENTRY   
 

 

The District Court implemented warrant entry in late 
June 2002.  Since its implementation, the Clerk’s Office has 
entered approximately 38,659 new warrants and cancelled 
another 39,043 warrants.  In 2013 alone, 3,077 warrants 
were entered and 3,109 were cancelled.  Prior to going 
paperless, all warrant transactions were entered by staff at 
Allegan County Central Dispatch and various Michigan State 
Police Posts. 
 
  In December 2002, the District Court Clerk’s Office 
and District Court Probation Department began entering 
dispositions on‐line to Michigan State Police Criminal 
Records Division.  This allows for immediate entry and 
modification of a defendant’s criminal history record.  As of 
December 31, 2013, the Court has entered 38,738 criminal 
history transactions (3,592 in 2013).  All criminal justice 
agencies currently are required to report electronically.  
 
  In early 2008, the Court began a collaborative effort 
with the Allegan County Sheriff’s Department enforcing 
District Court arrest and bench warrants immediately upon 
entry into LEIN.  Monthly, the Court provides the ACSD with 
a list of all warrants issued the prior month for Allegan 
County residents.  The report is separated by zip code to 
conduct efficient enforcement of these orders.  
Furthermore, if the warrant is for failing to pay fine and 
costs, the deputy is authorized to cancel the bench warrant 
after collecting the full payment on the road without 
transporting and lodging the defendant.  The Court’s order 
is enforced swiftly sending a message to all defendants that 
judicial orders are promptly enforced in Allegan County. 
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COURT IN SCHOOL 

 
In 2013, no official visits were made to schools with cases originating from the 57th District 

Court; however, a mock jury trial was conducted at the Allegan High School by Judge Skocelas on April 
25, 2013. 

 
The mock jury trial involved the issue of “sexting.”  Students played the roles of prosecutors 

and defense attorneys, witnesses and jurors.  Judge Skocelas was the Judge for the case.  Chief 
Assistant Prosecutor Rob Kengis coached the Prosecutors and local defense attorney Matthew 
Antkoviak coached the Defense Attorneys.  Kellie Summerhays from Michigan State Police and Chief 
Rick Hoyer of Allegan Police Department were available to speak and answer questions after the 
verdict. 

COMMUNITY SERVICE 
   
  With the current economic conditions we are all facing, the 57th District Court embarked on 
a new project to offer an alternative to paying fine and costs to the Court.  Many courts in Michigan 
have  implemented  a  community  service  program  managed  through  their  Court  for  indigent 
defendants.  The Court carries an insurance policy to cover accidental injury while volunteers perform 
community service.   
 
  Each volunteer will be responsible for contacting a non‐profit agency, traveling to and from 
work sites, and following the directions of that organization.  With the financial cut‐backs to the non‐
profit agencies, it is a beneficial situation for everyone involved. 
   

PURPOSE 
The purpose of the program is to offer an alternative sentence for defendants who are unable 

to pay their court ordered fine and costs.  While state fees and restitution cannot be waived, the court 
fine and costs can be worked off with community service.  
 

RULES 
The program will be monitored by the Probation Department.  The Probation Department will 

provide defendants with a  listing of pre‐approved community service non‐profit agencies  in Allegan 
County.   Any non‐profit agency may be used to perform community service – although agencies not 
on the listing must be pre‐approved by the Probation Department prior to scheduling the work. 
 

Each defendant must make the initial contact with the non‐profit agency, have them complete 
various forms and keep the probation department abreast of each person’s progress.  
   

Community  service may  be  performed  for  fine  and  costs  only.    Restitution,  Driver  License 
Reinstatement  Fee,  Crime Victim  Fee  and  State  Costs may  not  be worked  off  through  community 
service.  One (1) hour of community service will work off $10.00 of fine and costs.   
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MENTAL HEALTH TREATMENT COURT 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
Since  its  inception, 200 defendants have been  referred  to  the program.   Of  those 200, 110 

were rejected, 90 were accepted and 3 are currently pending an acceptance decision.  Of the 90 who 
were accepted, 45 have successfully graduated, and 13 are currently in the program – 7 in Phase I and 
6 in Phase II.  Thirty‐two (32) were discharged from the program after acceptance – 28 for cause and 4 
for other reasons.  The program accepts both felony and misdemeanor cases. 
 
Mental Health Treatment Court  is a  two‐phase program designed  for adult offenders charged with 
one  or  more  criminal  offenses  and  who  are  having  difficulty  with  mental  health  issues,  are 
developmentally  disabled,  or  mentally  ill  defendants  with  co‐occurring  disorders  (mental 
health/substance  abuse).    It  involves  frequent  court  appearances  and  active  participation  by  the 
participant towards their recovery.  It may also include random drug/alcohol screens if necessary.  The 
court may provide incentives for progress and sanctions for negative behaviors.  If the participant fails 
to follow certain rules, they may be required to report more often to the Court, spend time in jail, or 
face  serious  sanctions  such as  termination  from  the Mental Health Treatment Court.   This  court  is 
voluntary;  the defendant must consent  to participation before he/she can be placed  into  the court 
program.   The mental health courts  share  the objective of preventing  the  jailing of  the mentally  ill 
and/or of securing their release  from  jail to appropriate services and support  in the community.    In 
addition, each court gives a high priority to concerns for public safety when arranging for the care of 
mentally ill offenders. 
 

On September 14, 2009, Judge Skocelas and the 57th District Court, 
teamed with representatives of the Allegan County Sheriff’s Department, 
Allegan City Police, Allegan County Prosecutor’s Office, Allegan County 
Community Mental Health, Michigan State Police, local defense attorneys, 
and local substance abuse providers (OAR) to create a Mental Health 
Treatment Court in Allegan County.   This treatment court is currently 
funded with grant monies awarded by the State Court Administrative Office. Mental Health Court graduate  

Michael Milburn and Judge Skocelas. 
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WEST MICHIGAN REGIONAL VETERANS’ 
TREATMENT COURT 

 

The West Michigan Regional Veterans’ Treatment Court was in its planning stages in 2013 and 
went  live  in January 2014.  It was developed and organized by Judge Baillargeon to help participants 
address  underlying  issues  that  bring  them  into  contact with  the  criminal  justice  system.  Common 
issues addressed by  this  treatment court  include Post Traumatic Brain  Injury  (PTBI), Post Traumatic 
Stress  Injury  (PTSI)  (formerly known as PTSD) and  issues  related  to  substance abuse.  The program 
makes sure veterans are provided proper mental and physical health care and the court follows up to 
ensure  that  they maintain  the  treatment  protocol  as well  as  total  abstinence  from  drugs  and/or 
alcohol.  The goal is to divert veterans from prison or jail and to have a more satisfying productive law‐
abiding  life  restoring honor and  integrity.  The Veterans’ Treatment Court  jurisdiction  is  that of  the 
district and circuit courts from Allegan and Van Buren Counties and it may accept veterans from other 
surrounding  counties.    Partnering  with  the  Court  are  prosecutors,  probation,  law  enforcement, 
mentors, community supervision providers, treatment providers, the Veterans’ Health Administration, 
Veterans’  Benefit  Administration,  veteran  employment  representatives,  veterans  service 
organizations, service officers and other key team members to accomplish their goals.   
 
  The WMRVTC is a five phase, 18 month program involving randomized drug/alcohol tests; bi‐
weekly court review, counseling and more.   The Court deals with substance abuse  issues as well as 
mental health issues and “moral injury” as well. 

 
ADULT DRUG TREATMENT COURT 

OF ALLEGAN COUNTY 

 
 

While Drug Court is a 48th Circuit Court program, it was developed and is presided over by Judge 
Baillargeon.  The administration of the court is carried out by 57th District Court Administrator Linda 
Lenahan.  Please refer to the Circuit Court Annual Report for further details of this Court. 
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REVENUES & EXPENSES 
 

Revenue is generated as a by‐product of the fines, costs, and fees imposed by the Judges and 
Attorney Magistrate.  State Constitution and statutes determine how the money is distributed.   
 
  The Court maintains and monitors two expense and revenue budgets: the District Court 
budget and the District Court Probation Department budget.   Revenues collected from the District 
Court Probation Department for alcohol assessments and supervision/oversight costs are combined 
with the District Court's general fund revenues that are deposited on a monthly basis with the County 
Treasurer.     

REVENUES 
AGENCY OR FUND         AMOUNT       

Drug Case Reimbursement Fund  $          1,281.36 

Drunk Driving Reimbursement Fund  $        45,838.02 

Court Costs  $      930,374.58 

Court Appointed Attorney Fees  $      153,506.76 

Bond Costs  $                60.00 

Crime Victims’ Rights Fund  $        27,318.55 

Civil Filing Fees  $      196,282.00 

Miscellaneous Fees  $        15,598.75 

Driver’s License Reinstatement Fees  $        20,625.55 

Motion Fees  $        10,340.00 

NSF Fees  $             675.00 

Bond Forfeitures  $        24,280.00 

Ordinance Fine and Costs  $      114,775.26 

Local Ordinance Fines – Parks  $                       0 

Jury Reimbursement  $           4,017.50 

Insurance Fee  $        15,195.00 

Probation Alcohol Assessments  $        40,134.74 

Probation Oversight Costs  $      301,704.75 

Cities, Townships, Villages   $        54,111.91 

State Treasury – Trust and Agencies  $      942,105.21 

Libraries   $      539,702.17 

Interest Earned   $              174.86 

Cash Over/Short  $                     .20  

Credit Card Fees  $       (‐6,012.41) 
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EXPENSES 
EXPENDITURE  DISTRICT COURT  PROBATION DEPT. 

Salary and wages  $868,811.06 $292,814.45

Employee benefits  364,590.20 133,176.99

Office supplies   12,275.03 1,258.24

Printing and binding  9,036.66 522.15

Books and maps  860.00 0

Consultants  0 0

Probation Assessment Fees  0 2,700.00

Jury  9,194.74 0

Witnesses  33.80 0

Interpreter fees  4,908.12 0

Court appointed attorney fees  100,450.83 0

Memberships and subscriptions  3,250.00 100.00

Other Contractual Services  0

Telephone  630.04 0

Travel Expense – routine  871.80 0

Education – miscellaneous  846.90 1,025.43

Education – travel  1,435.39 776.27

Education – registration  175.88 160.00

Travel – visiting judge  0 0

Repairs and maintenance  9,632.91 91.34

Software lease  35,502.36 0

Equipment  0 0

TOTAL  $1,422,505.72 $432,624.87

CUMULATIVE TOTALS 
REVENUES           
  General fund            $1,897,990.32 
  Jury Reimbursement                            4,017.50 
  Interest                                 174.86       
  Credit Card Fees/Cash over/short                  (‐6,012.21)  
  Trust and Agencies                          996,217.12 
  Libraries                  539,702.17 
  Restitution                 124,466.94 
  Bonds Payable                825,933.61 

            TOTAL       $4,382,490.31 
EXPENDITURES 
  Court              $ 1,422,505.72   
  Probation                  432,624.87 

            TOTAL       $1,855,130.59 
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HISTORICAL REVIEW  
TOTAL REVENUES AND EXPENSES 

YEAR  2001  2002  2003  2004  2005  2006  2007 

REVENUES  $3,843,970 $3,868,505  $4,486,489 $4,835,797 $4,631,724 $4,818,825  $4,350,209

EXPENDITURES  $1,456,570 $1,372,754  $1,380,201 $1,719,009 $1,657,204 $1,711,667  $1,796,847

     

YEAR  2008  2009  2010  2011  2012  2013  2014 

REVENUES  $3,920,655 $3,790,152  3,915,994 4,023,172 3,921,085 4,382,490 

EXPENDITURES  $1,950,950 $1,994,908  2,013,918 1,887,212 1,835,615 1,855,130 
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HISTORICAL REVIEW GENERAL FUND 
REVENUES & EXPENSES 

YEAR  2001  2002  2003  2004  2005  2006  2007 

REVENUES  $1,514,719 $1,525,631  $1,826,551 $1,917,322 $1,853,541 $1,945,736  $1,737,558

EXPENDITURES  $1,456,570 $1,372,754  $1,380,201 $1,719,009 $1,657,204 $1,711,667  $1,796,847

 

YEAR  2008  2009  2010  2011  2012  2013  2014 

REVENUES  $1,636,257 $1,642,388  1,742,456 1,716,273 1,718,525 1,896,170 

EXPENDITURES  $1,950,950 $1,994,908  2,013,918 1,887,212 1,835,615 1,855,130 
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 OUTSTANDING RECEIVABLES 
 
 

 

Outstanding Receivables as of December 31, 2013       
       

Probation  Non‐Probation TOTAL

$776, 700.52  $1,962,283.40 $2,738,983.92

 
 

AGE  Probation Non‐Probation TOTAL

1‐15 days  $10,000 $37,995.39  $47,995.39

16‐30 days  53,920.00 58,134.92  112,054.92

31‐60 days  42,233.67 91,433.51  133,667.18

61‐90 days  73,419.24 92,659.00  166,078.24

91‐180 days  166,001.81 190,915.22  356,917.03

181‐360 days  140,836.01 233,435.60  374,271.61

361‐540 days  98,625.86 188640.34  287,266.20

541‐720 days  17,437.30 124,541.51  141,978.81

Over 720 days  174,226.63 944,527.91  1,118,754.54

COURT TOTALS  $776,700.52 $1,962,283.40  $2,738,983.92
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STATE REIMBURSED FUNDS 
 

DRUNK DRIVING FUNDS 

 

  1991 PA 98 (MCL 257.625h) created the drunk driving case flow assistance fund for the express 
purpose of defraying costs associated with the processing of drunk driving cases charged as violations 
under MCL 257.625 or 257.625m, 324.80176, 324.81134, 324.81135, or 324.82127 or substantially 
corresponding local ordinances.  This Act requires the State Court Administrative Office to distribute a 
portion of these funds to every District Court.  The funds are not intended for any other general fund 
purpose and are not intended to supplant any portion of the District Court's current appropriation.  
For the year 2013, the District Court received reimbursement funds in the amount of $45,838.02. 
 

DRUG CASE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT FUND 
 

  The Drug Case Information Management Fund [MCL 257.323d; MSA 9.2023(4)] was created to 
promote the timely disposition and reporting of cases in which the defendant is charged with a 
violation of 333.7401 through 333.7461, and 333.17766a of the Michigan Compiled Laws, or a local 
ordinance substantially corresponding to those sections.  The State Court Administrative Office is 
responsible for disbursement of the funds collected under this Act.  For the year 2013, the District 
Court received reimbursement funds in the amount of $1,281.36. 
 

COURT EQUITY FUNDS  
 

The Court Equity Fund, established by 1996 PA 374, MCL 600.151b, is a state fund created to 
provide funding to trial court funding units.  The fund creation was effective with the state fiscal year 
beginning October 1, 1996, and funds are distributed to county trial court funding units.  The formula 
for distribution is primarily based on caseload, but includes a county’s portion of statewide judgeships 
as a factor.  For the state fiscal year 2013, the Allegan County Funding Unit received a total of 
$411,353.  Trends in this funding for Allegan County are listed below. 
FY 2003  FY 2004  FY 2005  FY 2006  FY 2007  FY 2008  FY 2009  FY 2010  FY 2011  FY 2012  FY 2013 

$623,293  $660,831  $625,993  $586,087  $542,717  $512,357  $468,647  $442,188  $421,968  $398,795  $411,353 

 

JURY REIMBURSEMENT FUNDS 
The Jury Reimbursement Fund, [MCL 600.151e] was established to reimburse the funding unit 

the added expense of the October 1, 2003 implementation of MCL 600.1344 which increased juror 
fees.  With this new legislation, jurors are now compensated $25.00 for their first day ($12.50 for a 
half day) of jury service and $40 for each subsequent day ($20 for a half day) of jury service.  The 
reimbursement is semi‐annual covering the periods October 1 – March 31 and April 1 – September 30.  
The first year also included an extra 14% reimbursement for the expenses incurred with 
implementation costs. 
FY 2004 / 
2005 

FY 2005 / 
2006 

FY 2006 / 
2007 

FY 2007 / 
2008 

FY 2008 /
2009 

FY 2009 / 
2010 

FY 2010 / 
2011 

FY 2011 / 
2012 

FY 2012/
2013 

10/1/04‐ 
9/30/05 

10/1/05‐ 
9/30/06 

10/1/06‐ 
9/30/07 

10/1/07‐
9/30/08 

10/1/08‐
 9/30/09 

10/1/09‐
9/30/10 

10/1/10‐ 
9/30/11 

10/1/11‐
9/30/12 

10/1/12 –
9/30/13 

$5,950  $7,712.50  $6,535  $5,530  $5,822.50  $5,530  $4,272.50  $2,437.50  $4,017.50 
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COLLECTIONS 
 

 
 
In hardship  cases, upon  showing of good  cause,  the Collections Clerk may arrange a 

payment schedule with the defendant.  The need for additional time, however, will have to be 
documented with proof of employment and financial records provided to the Clerk.  The Court 
now  spends  a  significant  amount  of  time  updating  current  addresses,  verifying  financial 
records, and tracking down defendants who are delinquent in their payments. 

  
In  1997,  the District  Court  purchased  a  software  package  that works  in  conjunction 

with the primary court case management software (supplied by the Supreme Court) to assist in 
tracking outstanding receivables at the District Court.  The package was only fully implemented 
in  September 2001.    Since  its  implementation,  the Court has been  successful  in bringing  in 
revenues  of  $3,802,767.52.    In  2013  alone,  the  collections  program  was  responsible  for 
$344.857.23 of the District Court revenues.  Our Collections Clerk is assigned the responsibility 
of monitoring  outstanding  receivables  and  payment  plans  within  the  Court.    Initially,  the 
monthly results were very lucrative to the Court. Collections have maintained a steady pace at 
the Court.  As of December 31, 2013, outstanding receivables amounted to $2,738,983.92.  Of 
this amount, $1,360,748.57  is  less than 2‐years old while $974,274.43  is between 2 – 7 years 
old.    

 

      Pursuant  to  MCR  1.110 
adopted  January  1,  2002,  fines, 
costs  and  other  financial 
obligations  imposed  by  the Court 
must  be  paid  at  the  time  of 
assessment,  except  when  the 
Court  allows  otherwise,  for  good 
cause  shown.    The 
implementation of  this  court  rule 
along with  a desire  to  collect  the 
Court’s  outstanding  receivables 
helped  the  57th  District  Court 
implement  a  Collections  Policy.  
Under  the  Court’s  policy,  notices 
of  non‐payment,  bench warrants, 
and orders  to  show  cause will be 
promptly  generated  by  the 
Collections  Clerk  in  cases  where 
fines  remain  past  due  for  more 
than 60 days.   
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COLLECTIONS HISTORY 
2001  $66,049.12    2007  $322,899.69 

2002  275,013.02  2008  282,599.76 

2003  265,121.93  2009  284,906.20 

2004  321,049.15  2010  315,308.17 

2005  312,206.41  2011  299,194.54 

2006  375,230.98  2012  338,331.35 

  

 
COLLECTIONS TOTAL FOR 2013 
JANUARY  $27,008.11

FEBRUARY  40,213.75

MARCH  29,637.39

APRIL  33,289.85

MAY  26,355.97

JUNE  20,022.07

JULY  27,893.04

AUGUST  26,456.96

SEPTEMBER  31,902.27

OCTOBER  26,730.25

NOVEMBER  23,107.98

DECEMBER  32,239.59

YEAR END TOTAL:  $344,857.23
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AWARDS, PROGRAMS, PANELS 
 

 
 

Criteria  for  the  award  are  competence  in  job  performance,  attendance,  self  motivation, 
positive attitude, courteous and helpful to public and co‐workers, team worker, accurate, dependable 
and punctual. 
   

The  Employees  of  the  Year  are  recognized  at  an  end  of  the  year  staff  meeting  and  are 
presented with  individual  awards.    A  plaque  with  the  names  of  the  Employees  of  the  Year  was 
purchased in 1999 and is on public display near the Clerk’s Office.  

 
The Employee of the Year for 2013 from the Judicial and Probation Departments was Aimee 

Kragt.  The Employee of the Year from the Clerk’s Office was Kathy Evans. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
   
 
  
 
 
    Aimee Kragt                       Kathy Evans 

 
Both names were added to the name plaque displayed in the public hallway near the Clerk’s 

Office. 
 

    EMPLOYEES OF THE YEAR 
 
 In  the  fall  of  1998,  the  District  Court  Management  Team 
developed an Employee of  the Year program.   Only  full  time Court 
employees are eligible  to vote and  receive  the award.   The  Judges, 
Court  Administrator,  Supervisors,  and  Attorney Magistrate  do  not 
vote and are not eligible for the award.  Employees are not eligible to 
receive the award two years in succession. Two separate divisions are 
recognized,  the  Clerk’s  Office  is  one  division,  and  the  Judicial  and 
Probation Department are the combined second division.  
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 COURT APPOINTED ATTORNEYS 
 

The right to assistance of counsel to any person charged with a crime is a fundamental right 
made applicable to State Court proceedings by the Sixth Amendment of the Constitution.  At the time 
of arraignment on the warrant or complaint, the Court advises the defendant of entitlement to an 
attorney's assistance at all subsequent Court proceedings.  The Court will appoint an attorney at 
public expense after completion of a written financial statement completed by the defendant 
indicating that the defendant is financially unable to retain an attorney.   
 
  The 57th District Court utilizes a contract method of appointing attorneys in criminal 
misdemeanor and felony cases.  Heidi L. Wolf and Matthew Antkoviak are the attorneys appointed to 
represent misdemeanor cases.  Fred R. Hunter III, James Mikel McEwen, Robert Champion, Paul Klein 
and Matthew Antkoviak are the attorneys appointed to represent Felony Tier 1 cases.  Attorneys 
Emily Green, Fred Jensen, Susan Prentice‐Sao and Jon Blair are Felony Tier 2 attorneys. 
 

VICTIM IMPACT PANEL 
   
  Allegan County's first Victim Impact Panel Meeting held in April of 1992, was a coordinated 
effort by Mothers Against Drunk Driving (MADD), the Allegan County Prosecutor's Office, and the 
Judges of the 57th District Court.  The Victim Impact Panel is a creative sentencing option available to 
Judges for persons convicted of alcohol/drug driving offenses as well as MIP deferred sentences.  The 
panel resulted from a dedicated effort between Mothers Against Drunk Driving and District Courts, 
and originated in the northwestern United States several years ago.  Victim Impact Panels are 
intended to be mutually beneficial to the panelists as well as the offenders.   Victim Impact Panel 
meetings are held by MADD at 7 p.m. on the third Thursday of every other month at the Griswold 
Auditorium.  In 2013, 369 defendants attended the Victim Impact session at the Allegan location.   
 

MARRIAGES 
 
  The Attorney Magistrate and Bailiff/Magistrates perform marriage ceremonies every Friday.    
In 2013, 130 happy couples were united.   The marriages are performed in one of the available 
courtrooms or the hearing room. 
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HIGHLIGHTS 
 

 
1995 Brief Highlights  

 The Court reorganized administrative positions in the fall of 1995.  
 
1996 Brief Highlights 

 1st Annual Report for the year of 1995 completed and distributed. 
 4/15/96 ‐ Probation Department began conducting alcohol assessment evaluations. 
 6/1/96 ‐ Probation Department implemented the use of the Electronic Home Monitoring Program that 
is an alternative to physical incarceration. 

 9/6/96 ‐ State Court Administrative Office Management Study completed. 
 10/1/96 ‐ Court implemented mandatory jury settlement conferences.  
 10/1/96 ‐ Changed Clerk Office public hours to 8:30 a.m. ‐ 4:30 p.m.  
 Throughout the year, implemented several State Court Administrative Office Management Report 
recommendations. 

 
1997 Brief Highlights 

 2nd Annual Report for the year of 1996 completed and distributed. 
 8/97 ‐ State Financial Audit conducted.  Majority of recommendations implemented within six months 
of audit. 

 9/18/97 ‐ LEIN field service audit conducted. 
 Two terminals were placed in the hallway for public access to records. 
 Continued implementing State Court Administrative Office Management Report recommendations 
suggested in 1996. 

 
1998 Brief Highlights 

 3rd Annual Report for the year 1997 completed and distributed. 
 5/4/98 ‐ Court began assessing probation oversight costs.  
 7/13/98 –Jail Community Service Program developed and implemented. 
 9/98 ‐ Domestic Violence Diversion Program developed and implemented. 
 10/15/98 ‐ Installed and implemented closed circuit TV jail arraignments.  
 7/24/98 ‐ Implemented Friday Casual Dress Day Program.    
 10/98 ‐ District Court Management Team developed and implemented an Employee of the Year 
Program. In December, Candice Mock and Carole Carr were recognized and presented with individual 
awards. 

 10/98 ‐ District Court Management Team developed and implemented an Attendance Award Program. 
In December, Jane Rolfe was recognized and presented with an award.   

 
HIGHLIGHTS OF CHANGES 1995 – 2013 
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1999 Brief Highlights 
 Continued implementing State Court Administrative Office Management Report recommendations 
suggested in 1996. 

 4th Annual Report for the year 1998 completed and distributed. 
 1/99 – By end of month, conducted and completed physical inventory of all departments. 
 5/99 ‐ Implemented Team and Flex Hour Program. 
 7/99 ‐ Began project to utilize clerks in courtrooms for noticing and dispositions. 
 9/99 – 1st Annual Domestic Violence Diversion Report prepared and presented. 
 10/99 ‐ Implemented mandatory changes of 1998 PA 340‐359, Repeat Offender Legislation. 
 12/99 ‐ Recognized Employees of the Year – Aimee Waanders and Sandra Smith. 
 12/99 ‐ Recognized Attendance Award  ‐ Kathleen Evans.  

 
2000 Brief Highlights 

 5th Annual Report for the year 1999 completed and distributed. 
 1/00 ‐ Within first two weeks, conducted and completed physical inventory of all departments. 
 3/00 – Implemented project placing clerks in courtrooms for notices and dispositions. 
 4/00 ‐ Prepare and utilize three part computer generated judgments for informal hearings. 
 4/00  ‐ 8/00 – Drafted, reviewed and concluded State Court Job Classification Study. 
 7/00 ‐ Fingerprinting for driving on suspended first offense no longer required. 
 7/00 ‐ Implemented computer generated check processing system. 
 7/00 ‐ Implemented case flow changes – all files placed on probation status are processed by probation 
department staff. 

 8/00 ‐ Utilize pre‐drilled two hole punch paper in all departments. 
 8/00 ‐ Purchased and installed new printers in courtrooms, hearing room, recorders’ offices.  
 9/00 ‐ Began drafting employee policies and procedures manual.  
 10/00 ‐ Began record retention project – completed civil division by year‐end. 
 10/00 ‐ Implemented direct line connection with Secretary of State allowing staff to clear suspended 
licenses immediately. 

 11/00 ‐ 2nd Annual Domestic Violence Diversion Report prepared and distributed. 
 12/00 ‐ Recognized Employees of the Year – Christine Curtis, Kathleen Evans, Candice Mock. 
 12/00 ‐ Recognized Attendance Award – Kathleen Duchesneau. 
 Throughout year ‐ continued cross training in all divisions. 

 
2001 Brief Highlights 

 6th Annual Report for the year 2000 completed and distributed. 
 1/01 – Implemented use of various computer generated forms in Clerk’s Office. 
 1/01 – Financial audit performed by State Treasury Audit Department. 
 1/01 – Conducted and completed physical inventory of Clerk’s and Probation Departments by second 
week in January. 

 2/01 – Implemented use of computer generated labels in Clerk’s Office. 
 1/01 – Continued record retention project – began traffic division in January. 
 3/01 – Ratified hourly employees three year contract and adopted State Court Job Descriptions and 
Study. 

 3/01 – Board authorized three additional court staff. 
 4/01 – Becky Gorton leaves the court 
 5/01 – Dawn Roberts Probation leaves the court 
 6/01 – Hired three additional clerk staff (currently have 4 vacancies – 3 new and Becky’s) 
 6/01 – MSP Criminal History Record Info audit done by John McCarthy – 98% accuracy, completeness 
and timeliness will be evaluated at his office, began 6/5/01, completed 6/8/01 – 300 random files from 
1997 – 1998 
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2001 Brief Highlights‐continued 
 7/01 – Hired one last clerk for clerk’s office and secretary for Probation Department 
 8/1/01 – Web Site on line 
 9/6‐9/9/01 – Completed redesign of Clerk’s office and judicial area  
 9/1/01 – Collections clerk began sending overdue notices and collection program implemented 
 Oct & Nov – completed record retention  
 11/15/01 – meeting with LEIN, MSP, local police, court staff, prosecutor’s office, SCAO, JIS regarding 
warrant entry 

 11/01 – 3rd Annual Domestic Violence Diversion Report prepared and distributed 
 11/20/01 – Kathleen Tripp leaves the Probation Department 
 12/01 ‐ Recognized Employees of the Year –  Aimee Kragt and Nancy Oppenhuizen 
 12/01 ‐ Recognized Attendance Award –  Sandy Smith 
 12/01 – Carol Barnhardt resigns to take court administrator position in Colorado. 

 
2002 Brief Highlights 

 1/02 – Court begins to implement extensive changes to the caseload report requirements as mandated 
by the Michigan Supreme Court and SCAO in Lansing.   

 1/02 – Conducted and completed a physical inventory of case files in the Clerk’s Office and Probation 
Department the second week of January. 

 1/02 – Continued record retention project – began traffic division in January. 
 2/20/02 – Linda Lenahan begins her job as the new Court Administrator. 
 3/1/02 – Legislation passed requiring an increase to the fine schedule on all traffic civil infractions for 
Secondary Road Patrol fee and Jail Reimbursement fee. 

 3/02 – Implemented requirements to order a DNA sample on defendants convicted of chosen sex 
offenses. 

 4/02 – 7th Annual Report for the year 2001 completed and distributed. 
 3/27 ‐ 3/29/02 – Auditor General’s Office performs audit of all Allegan County Courts.  District Court 
audit consists of 50 random criminal files from 2000 and 2001 with guilty convictions reported to MSP 
Criminal History Records.  Successful results received from the Auditor General. 

 6/02 – started producing civil judgment reports for various credit bureaus to eliminate a personal visit. 
 6/20/02 – Clerk’s Office begins entering new warrants into LEIN.  
 7/19/02 – Aubrey Heusser resigns from Clerk’s Office. 
 7/29/02 – Jackie Straub hired as District Court Clerk. 
 8/16/02 – Rachel Steanburg leaves her position as a co‐op student to attend college. 
 9/3/02 – Elton Thomas appointed as an independent contractor to perform civil service of Orders to 
Seize Property. 

 9/6/02 – Heather Penaloza resigns from the Clerk’s Office to attend college. 
 9/9/02 – Kari Giles hired as District Court Clerk. 
 9/28/02 – begin the process of converting and returning the old warrants to the District Court.  
Project completed October 26, 2002.  Six‐terminals assigned for LEIN entry and inquiry. 

 11/02 – 4th Annual Domestic Violence Diversion Report prepared and distributed 
 12/02 – Court increases fine and costs on mandatory court cases. 
 12/02 – Court implements a $10.00 late fee on civil infractions that result in a default judgment. 
 12/02 – Court implements $25.00 fee for writing a NSF check to the Court. 
 12/02 – begin electronically sending dispositions to Michigan State Police Central Records Division on 
misdemeanor (> 93 days) and felonies. 

 12/02 – Recognized Employees of the Year –  Jane Rolfe and Pamela Cassetto  
 12/02 – Recognized Attendance Award –  Mary Richards 
 12/02 – Probation Department implemented the use of a Vehicle Interlock Device as a sentencing 
alternative.  
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2003 Brief Highlights 
 January – Conducted and completed a physical inventory of case files in the Clerk’s Office and 
Probation Department. 

 January – March; completed record retention project on all court files and records. 
 March – begin working with Sheriff’s Department, Prosecutor’s Office, and Information Services on live 
scan project (electronic fingerprinting). 

 April – 8th Annual Report for the year 2002 completed and distributed. 
 April – Staff attends MJI training: How to Read a Driving Record and Small Claims 101. 
 March – April; 8th graders from Plainwell Public Schools visit and learn about the District Court System.  
 April – District Court and Probation employees vote for new representatives of the Court Hourly 
Bargaining Group.  The existing contract expires December 31, 2003. 

 May – Management Partners begin working as a consultant for the County. 
 June – Grizzell and Associates are appointed by the 57th District Court to provide service of process of 
Orders to Seize Property.  

 August ‐ Jennifer Cook leaves her position as a co‐op student to attend college. 
 September – Stacie Damber, a junior at Fennville High School begins as a co‐op student. 
 September 30, 2003 – Mary Joan Lutz retires after 23 years with the District Court. 
 October – 5th Annual Domestic Violence Diversion Report prepared and distributed 
 October 1, 2003 – Court implements major changes to distribution of funds to the State of Michigan as 
well as new filing fee structure in the Civil Division.  Legislation requiring increase of jury fee 
reimbursement is implemented. 

 October 1, 2003 – Court increases fine and costs on all traffic and criminal violations in conjunction 
with the distribution changes required by the State of Michigan. 

 November – Court provides information to potential litigants of services provided by Community 
Dispute Resolution as an alternative to filing civil lawsuits. 

 December 12, 2003 – Jackie Straub retires from the District Court Clerks Office. 
 December – Recognized Employees of the Year –  Wendy Rozema and Wendy Dopp  
 December – Recognized Attendance Award –  Kari Giles 

 
2004 Brief Highlights 

 January – Conducted and completed a physical inventory of case files in the Clerk’s Office and 
Probation Department. 

 January – March; completed record retention project on all court files and records. 
 February 9, 2004 – Jacqueline Hicks and Kelly Miklusicak are hired as Deputy Court Clerks. 
 February 9, 2004 – Jeffery Hansen begins a job‐share position as bailiff/magistrate for the Honorable 
Stephen E. Sheridan.  

 March; 8th graders from Plainwell Public Schools visit and learn about the District Court, Prosecutors 
Office, and Allegan County Jail. 

 Spring and Summer 2004 – Judge Sheridan and Linda Lenahan participate in the Criminal Justice Project 
Committee to review options for the County Jail. 

 April – 9th Annual Report for the year 2003 completed and distributed. 
 April 9, 2004 – Kari Giles resigns to enter the Army. 
 April 26, 2004 – Deb Wolters was hired as a Deputy Court Clerk. 
 May 2004 – Ratified hourly and salaried employee contract for three years:  2004/05/and 06. 
 Summer 2004 – went live with “live scan” fingerprinting at the jail. 
 September – Stacie Damber, continues her senior year as a Fennville High School co‐op student. 
 Fall 2004 – began using Westlaw People internet search to track down collections payments. 
 Fall 2004 – State Court Administrative Office provides us with Dell PC’s for all of our Courtrooms and 
Service Counters as part of a grant. 
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2004 Brief Highlights – continued  
 Fall 2004 – County implements Eden Software for payroll and invoices in the District Court and other 
county departments.  

 October – 6th Annual Domestic Violence Diversion Report prepared and distributed. 
 December – Recognized Employees of the Year – Jacqueline Hicks and Candice Mock. 
 December – Recognized Attendance Award –  Kelly Miklusicak  

 
2005 Brief Highlights 

 January – Conducted and completed a physical inventory of case files in the Clerk’s Office and 
Probation Department. 

 January – April; completed record retention project on all court files and records. 
 January 17, 2005 – Stacie Damber leaves her co‐op position. 
 January 18, 2005 – Roberta Quiroz is hired as a co‐op student from Fennville High School. 
 February 14, 2005 – Kelly Miklusicak returns from maternity leave. 
 February 16, 2005 – Sandy Aguirre from Secretary of State’s Office visits the Court and reviews 
reporting procedures. 

 March 29, 2005 – 65A District Court, Clinton County‐St. Johns, visits Court for assistance on case 
processing and warrant entry. 

 March 30, 2005 – 54B District Court, City of East Lansing, is the recipient of telephone training on the 
collections efforts of our Court. 

 March; 8th graders from Plainwell Public Schools visit and learn about the District Court, Prosecutors 
Office, and Allegan County Jail. 

 April – 10th Annual Report for the year 2004 completed and distributed. 
 April 14, 2005 – Linda Lenahan participants in Senate Committee on Local, Urban and State Affairs at 
Western Michigan University. 

 Jane Rolfe retires from the District Court Probation Department after 22 years of service. 
 May 2, 2005 – Court trains Heidi Snow from MSP Criminal Information Systems on warrant entry by 
District Courts in Michigan. 

 July 25, 2005 – District Court installs a credit card machine in the Clerk’s Office.  Court will accept all 
VISA and MasterCard payments.  

 August 18, 2005 – District Court acquires an additional storage vault in the basement of the County 
Building.  The vault was formerly used by the Finance Department prior to its move to the Dumont 
complex. 

 October 16, 2005 – Court’s case management software is merged onto the same AS400 as the Sheriff’s 
Department case management software. 

 October 17, 2005 – Linda Lenahan is named to the Michigan Supreme Court’s Collection Advisory 
Committee. 

 October 26, 2005 – Berrien County Trial Court visits Court for assistance on financial processing. 
 October – 7th Annual Domestic Violence Diversion Report prepared and distributed. 
 October 2005 – Judge Gary Stewart announces his retirement effective January 17, 2006. 
 December 1, 2005 – District Court contracts with GPS Government Payment Services to accept credit 
card payments for fine and costs by phone and through the internet. 

 December 9, 2005 – Recognized Employees of the Year – Pam Cassetto and Kathy Miller.  
 December 12, 2005 – Private retirement party held for Judge Stewart at Cheshire Hills Golf Course. 
 December 22, 2005 – Judge Gary Stewart retires effective January 17, 2006 after nearly 32 years with 
the District Court.  His last work day is Thursday, December 22, 2005.  A county‐wide retirement party 
is held. 
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2006 Brief Highlights 
 January – Conducted and completed a physical inventory of case files in the Clerk’s Office and 
Probation Department. 

 January – April; completed record retention project on all court files and records. 
 January 16, 2006 – Judge Gary Stewart’s official retirement from the 57th District Court.  
 January 17, 2006 – Judge John Fields, retired from Berrien County Trial Court begins a contractual 
visiting judgeship with the Court.  Judge Fields handles the Courtroom A docket until the Governor 
appoints a new district judge in late April. 

 January‐February 2006‐ Probation Staff attend Sex Offender Registration Training in Lansing. 
 February 14, 2006 – New phones are installed in the District Court allowing for additional features 
including caller ID. 

 February 24, 2006 – Sandy Smith retires from the Clerks Office with over 8 years of service. 
 March; 8th graders from Plainwell Public Schools visit and learn about the District Court, Prosecutors 
Office, and Allegan County Jail. 

 April – 11th Annual Report for the year 2005 completed and distributed. 
 March 13, 2006 – Court staff are recertified as LEIN entry operators.  
 March 2006 – Civil staff are sent to civil clerk training sponsored by Michigan Judicial Institute.  
 March 31, 2006 – Wendy Rozema resigns from the Clerks Office to move with her family to the Detroit 
metropolitan area.  

 April 3, 2006 – Roberta Quiroz is hired as a District Court Clerk.  Roberta previously served as a co‐op 
student from Fennville High School. 

 April 26, 2006 – Governor Granholm appoints Joseph Skocelas as District Court Judge.  
 May 8, 2006 – Mark Ponitz is hired as a District Court Probation Officer.   Mark transferred from the 
48th Circuit Court Family Division as a Probation Officer. 

 June 2006 – Negotiations begin between County and Court Hourly Bargaining Unit on new contract.  
Current contract expires 12/31/06. 

 October 2006 – All the Allegan County Courts are nominated to participate in a weighted caseload 
study to assist the State Court Administrative Office. 

 Fall 2006 – Courts begin the evaluation/selection process for new court recording technology for all the 
Courtrooms. 

 September 1, 2006 – Wendy Dopp resigns from District Court Probation to transfer to the Probate 
Court. 

 October – 8th Annual Domestic Violence Diversion Report prepared and distributed. 
 October 12, 2006 – Court begins 7411 Drug Diversion Program. 
 October 16, 2006 – Cindy Cook is hired as Probation Secretary. 
 November 7, 2006 – Judge Skocelas is elected to fill the remainder of the term left vacant by Judge 
Stewart’s retirement.  

 December 8, 2006 – Recognized Employees of the Year – Deb Wolters and Jeff Hansen. 
 
2007 Brief Highlights 

 January – Conducted and completed a physical inventory of case files in the Clerk’s Office and 
Probation Department. 

 January – November; completed extensive revised record retention project on all court files. and 
records.  In November 2006, Schedule 16 was amended to allow District Courts to destroy files after six 
years instead of ten years. 

 February 5, 2007 – Allegan County Courts in conjunction with the Information Services Department 
selects BIS‐Business Information Systems, Inc. for court recording equipment and software in all the 
County Courtrooms.  Courtroom B (Judge Sheridan’s Courtroom) in District Court begins a three month 
test period of the product. 
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2007 Brief Highlights – continued 
 February 23 –March 23; 8th graders from Plainwell Public Schools visit and learn about the District 
Court, Prosecutors Office, and Allegan County Jail. 

 March 7, 2007 – Sandy Aguirre from Secretary of State visits District and Circuit Court to conduct 
training. 

 March – 12th Annual Report for the year 2006 completed and distributed. 
 March 9, 2007 – Linda Lenahan selected as a committee member of the Judicial Data Warehouse user 
group. 

 March 28, 2007 – Berrien County Trial Court shadows our Court to review bond and trust processing.  
 April 3, 2007 – Courtroom A (Judge Skocelas’ Courtroom) and the Magistrate’s Hearing Room has BIS 
court recording system installed after test period in Courtroom B.  

 April 9, 2007 – Renee Nast begins in the Civil Division of the Clerks Office.  Renee transferred from the 
48th Circuit Court Clerks Office. 

 May 31, 2007 – Jay Goswick retires from the Court after 4 years of service. 
 June 4, 2007 – Kevin Christensen, retired Plainwell Public Safety Officer, is hired as Judge Skocelas’ 
magistrate/bailiff. 

 July 2, 2007 – Heather MacKenzie returns to work after having a baby girl. 
 August 2007 – All Courts and Prosecutors Office switch from Lexis Nexis to Westlaw for its legal 
services.  

 October 23, 2007 – Roberta Quiroz from the Clerks Office is sworn in as a U.S. citizen at the Gerald R. 
Ford Museum in Grand Rapids. 

 October – 9th Annual Domestic Violence Diversion Report prepared and distributed. 
 November 19, 2007 – Judge Skocelas conducts Court in the Plainwell High School in a pilot project. 
 Fall 2007 – Court worked with Information Services to update their website. 
 December 14, 2007 – Recognized Employees of the Year – Roberta Quiroz and Kathy Miller. 

 
2008 Brief Highlights  

 January – Conducted and completed a physical inventory of case files in the Clerk’s Office and 
Probation Department. 

 January 2008 – 57th District Court and Allegan County representatives were selected by the U.S. 
Department of Justice to participate in the Bureau of Justice Assistance (BJA) FY 2008 Adult Drug Court 
Planning Initiative (DCPI) in Los Angeles.  Unfortunately, funds were not available to send participants 
to the conference. 

 February 2008 – collective bargaining agreement for the court hourly and salaried employees is ratified 
for 2007/2008/2009.  

 March 21 – April 25; 8th graders from Plainwell Public Schools visit and learn about the District Court, 
Prosecutors Office, and Allegan County Jail. 

 March 7, 2007 – Sandy Aguirre from Secretary of State visits District and Circuit Court to conduct 
training. 

 March – 13h Annual Report for the year 2007 completed and distributed. 
 March 24, 2008 – 7th District Court Van Buren County visits for training on proper court financial 
procedures.  

 March 24, 2008 – Court in School conducted in Wayland High School. 
 April 29, 2008 – Staff  attends conference in Lansing on Criminal Process and Procedure. 
 May 6, 2008 – Trooper Ray Hoffman from MSP Post 69 here to conduct staff training on infectious 
disease petitions filed in District Court.  

 May 15, 2008 – Karen Barnes, Craig Sewell and Molly Radke attend an informational meeting on the 
new Legal Assistance Center in Berrien County Trial Courts. 

 May 19, 2008 – Court in School conducted in Hamilton High School. 
 June 9, 2008 – Judge Sheridan announces his retirement effective January 30, 2009. 
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2008 Brief Highlights – continued 
 Summer – Fall  ‐ Jackie Hicks assists the State Court Administrative Office in providing regional training 
to district, circuit and probate courts on collection procedures. 

 July 1, 2008 – Court implements community service program in lieu of payment of fine and costs. 
 Fall 2008 – ACSD and Jail installs PC‐based New World software. 
 October – 10th Annual Domestic Violence Diversion Report prepared and distributed. 
 November 12, 2008 – Karen Barnes and Linda Lenahan attend e‐tickets demonstration in Kalamazoo. 
 December 12, 2008 – Employee Recognition Luncheon ‐ recognized Employees of the Year:  Kelly 
Miklusicak and Cindy Cook. 

 
2009 Brief Highlights  

 January – Conducted and completed a physical inventory of case files in the Clerk’s Office and 
Probation Department. 

 January 2009 – court completes project placing framed photographs in the public hallway of all the 
previous Judges of the 57th District Court since its inception in 1969. 

 January 19, 2009 – Judge Skocelas speaks to local boy scout troops in his Courtroom. 
 February – March 2009 – Honorable Quinn Benson, retired Judge of the 8th District Court, assists the 
Court with caseload during the Sheridan judicial vacancy. 

 Completed records retention and disposal of Michigan trial court records pursuant to Schedule 16. 
 January 30, 2009 – Judge Stephen E. Sheridan retires after 17 years on the bench as an Allegan County 
57th District Court Judge. 

 February 24, 2009 – Sandy Aguirre from SOS visits District and Circuit Court to conduct training. 
 March 9, 2009 – Judge William A. Baillargeon appointed by Governor Jennifer Granholm to succeed 
Judge Sheridan who retired January 30, 2009.  

 March 21 – April 25; 8th graders from Plainwell Public Schools visit and learn about the District Court, 
Prosecutors Office, and Allegan County Jail. 

 March – 14th Annual Report for the year 2008 completed and distributed. 
 April 1, 2009 – Minimum state costs increased from $40 and $45 to $48 and $53 on misdemeanor 
convictions/diversions. 

 April 9, 2009 – Judge Skocelas and Linda Lenahan made annual “State of the Court” presentation to 
Board of Commissioners. 

 May 11, 2009 – Court in School conducted at Allegan High School by Judge Skocelas. 
 May 12, 2009 – 57th District Court honored by Michigan Secretary of State’s Office for 100% compliance 
in record accuracy and timeliness for the 2008 calendar year.  

 May 13, 2009 – Otsego High School here observing Courtroom B and the county jail. 
 June 25, 2009 – Court attends Indian Country Training in preparation for the Gun Lake Casino. 
 September 14, 2009 – Judge Skocelas conducts first day of Mental Health Treatment Court. 
 September 24, 2009 – Court in School conducted in Saugatuck High School by Judge Baillargeon. 
 October 1, 2009 – 11th Annual Domestic Violence Diversion Report prepared and distributed. 
 October 1, 2009 – In conjunction with a county fee study, the probation oversight costs and alcohol 
assessment fees were increased from $100/$200 to $200/$300 and $65 to $75 respectively. 

 October 2009 – court begins using the Specialty Court Case Management System (SCCM) from the 
State Court Administrator’s Office for data entry of Mental Health Court participants. 

 October 2009 – court begins ordering participation in substance abuse testing and monitoring program 
for defendants released on methamphetamine charges.  

 November 2, 2009 – Completed final installations in BIS court recording project – placed monitors in 
each bailiffs, Magistrate, and Court Administrator’s office; placed monitor in the jury assembly room.  

 December 17, 2009 – Court in School conducted in Otsego High School by Judge Baillargeon. 
 December 18, 2009 – Employee Recognition Luncheon ‐ Employees of the Year:  Carole Carr and 
Nashell O’Patik. 
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2010 Brief Highlights  
 January – Conducted and completed a physical inventory of case files in the Clerk’s Office and 
Probation Department. 

 Spring 2010 ‐ Completed records retention and disposal of Michigan trial court records pursuant to 
Schedule 16. 

 February 24, 2010 – Sandy Aguirre from SOS visits District and Circuit Court to conduct training. 
 February‐March 2010 – District Court Clerks assisted Circuit Court Clerks with researching names and 
addresses for unclaimed restitution recipients. 

 March – 15th Annual Report for the year 2009 completed and distributed. 
 March 25, 2010 – Court in School conducted at Fennville High School by Judge Baillargeon. 
 April 8, 2010 – Judge Skocelas and Linda Lenahan made annual “State of the Court” presentation to 
Board of Commissioners. 

 April 16 – May 7; 8th graders from Plainwell Public Schools visit and learn about the District Court, 
Prosecutors Office, and Allegan County Jail. 

 Spring/Summer – collective bargaining agreement for the court hourly and salaried employees is 
ratified for 2010/2011/2012.  

 May 14, 2010 – Court in School conducted at Hopkins High School by Judge Skocelas. 
 May 14, 2010 – 57th District Court honored by Michigan Secretary of State’s Office for 100% compliance 
in record accuracy and timeliness for the 2009 calendar year.  

 June 22, 24, 2010 – Linda Lenahan and Chris Gates‐Edson conduct training with ACSD booking staff. 
 July 1, 2010 – updated interim bond policy – held training session on new procedures regarding felony 
and domestic violence arrests. 

 Summer 2010 – Court begins to supply Allegan News with information on “wanted persons” monthly. 
 August 13, 2010 – Karen Barnes retires after 31 years of service with the County. 
 August 13, 2010 – Pam Ulrich retires  
 September 14, 2010 – Judge Skocelas has 1‐year anniversary for the Mental Health Treatment Court. 
 September 24, 2009 – Court in School conducted in Saugatuck High School by Judge Baillargeon. 
 September 2010 – Chris Gates‐Edson promoted to Chief Deputy District Court Clerk. 
 Fall 2010 – District Court reduces Clerks Office by two court clerks through attrition.  Reduction is 
prompted by budget cuts for 2011.  

 Fall 2010 – Linda Lenahan selected to participate on two standing Supreme Court committees:  
Technology and Enhanced Sentencing. 

 October 1, 2010 – 12th Annual Domestic Violence Diversion Report prepared and distributed. 
 October 1 ‐ 31 2010 – All Judges and Magistrate record on‐line statistics for statewide Judicial Resource 
Reporting through the National Center for State Courts. 

 October 21, 2010 – Court in School conducted in Plainwell High School by Judge Baillargeon. 
 October 22, 2010 – began meeting with Gary Secor of the State Court Administrator’s Office on the 
creation of a Drug Court in Allegan County. 

 November 2010 – Nashell O’Patik promoted to Assistant to Chief Deputy District Court Clerk. 
 November 16, 2010 – Full LEIN Audit of Court and Probation by LEIN auditor Cyndie Miller.  Results of 
audit were very good. 

 December 10, 2010 – Employee Recognition Luncheon ‐ recognized Employees of the Year:  Aimee 
Kragt and Michelle Carpenter. 

 December 2010 – Probation Department began the conversion to a new state of the art alcohol 
monitoring system SCRAM. 

 December 2010 – Legislation passed to increase the crime victim assessment fee effective immediately.  
Court implemented statute fully on January 1, 2011.  Crime victim fee increased from $50 to $75 on 
misdemeanors and to $130 on felony charges reduced to a misdemeanor. 
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2011 Brief Highlights  
 January – Conducted and completed a physical inventory of case files in the Clerk’s Office and 
Probation Department. 

 January 26, 2011 ‐ House Arrest demos new SCRAM unit for the Probation Department and Judges. 
 March 29, 2011 – Project re‐modeling the Clerks Office begins with the aid of Facilities Management. 
 March 30, 2011 – David Handsor, the new court liaison from SOS visits District and Circuit Court. 
 March – 16th Annual Report for the year 2010 completed and distributed. 
 Spring 2011 ‐ Completed records retention and disposal of Michigan trial court records pursuant to 
Schedule 16. 

 May 6, 2011 – Court in School conducted at Wayland High School by Judge Baillargeon. 
 April 14, 2011 – Judge Skocelas and Linda Lenahan made annual “State of the Court” presentation to 
Board of Commissioners. 

 April 15 – May 6, 2011; 8th graders from Plainwell Public Schools visit and learn about the District Court, 
Prosecutors Office, and Allegan County Jail. 

 April 20, 2011 – Emergency Training conducted by Bob Wakeman for all District Court staff. 
 April 29, 2011 – Retired Deputy District Court Clerk Karen Barnes recipient of the Allegan Bar 
Association’s Liberty Bell award.  

 May 11, 2011 – All day ethics training conducted by the State Court Administrative Office and Michigan 
Judicial Institute for all employees of the court system in Allegan County. 

 May 2011 – began using Language Line Services ‐  a foreign language translation service  
 May 2011 – 57th District Court honored by Michigan Secretary of State’s Office for 100% compliance in 
record accuracy and timeliness for the 2010 calendar year.  

 May 31, 2011 – increased small claims certified mail fee to $11.00. 
 May 2011 – C48 Allegan Adult Drug Court created by a team led by Judge Baillargeon.  Grants totaling 
nearly $165,000 awarded to the drug treatment court. 

 June 2011 – Chris Gates‐Edson and Probation staff attends Sex Offender Training – many new 
legislative changes go into effect July 1, 2011.  

 June 21, 2011 – MHTC members Erika Lobdell and Dan Norbeck offer formal training to police officers 
of the county on dealing with the mentally ill. 

 Summer of 2011 – MADD VIP meetings change from monthly to bi‐monthly.  Prosecutor’s Office no 
longer participates in meetings. 

 September 12, 2011 – signed three year agreement with misdemeanor court appointed attorneys 
Antkoviak and Wolf.  Agreement included added responsibilities in the specialty courts with no 
monetary increase to the attorneys. 

 September 21, 2011 – Mary Richards leaves the employment of the District Court Clerks Office. 
 September 29, 2011 – Cindy Cook transfers from probation secretary to Friend of the Court.  Jackie 
Hicks transfers from Collections to Probation.  Position will change permanently in 2012 to ½ day in 
probation and ½ day in the Clerks Office. 

 October 26, 2011 – Court in School conducted at Hamilton High School by Judge Baillargeon. 
 November 16, 2011 – Ted Kilvington from MSP trains all Allegan agencies on criminal history records. 
 November 18, 2011 – Donna Herwarth retires as secretary/recorder after 16 years.  Kelly Miklusicak 
transfers into that vacancy late in 2011. 

 December 9, 2011 – Employee Recognition Luncheon ‐ recognized Employees of the Year:  Mark Ponitz 
and Sarah Henry. 

 All year – After an extremely stressful budget negotiation, four employees will begin working 36 hours 
in 2012:  Kevin Christensen, Jeff Hansen, Kirby Goodwin and Heather MacKenzie.  Roberta Engelking 
will begin working 24 hours.  Employee Groups opened their contract and gave up longevity, COLA and 
wage increases for 2012. 

 January 2012 – 13th Annual Domestic Violence Diversion Report prepared and distributed. 
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2012 Brief Highlights  
 January 2012 – four staff begin a 36 hour work week and one person goes to a 24 hour work week due 
to county budget cuts. 

 All year – Judge Skocelas participates in the Supreme Court/SCAO Mental Health Treatment Court 
Advisory Committee. 

 January – Conducted and completed a physical inventory of open case files in the Clerk’s Office and 
Probation Department. 

 January 9, 2012 – three new employees begin in the Clerks Office:  Kristin Forstner, Samantha Gay and 
Nicole Laster.  

 February 7‐10, 2012 – Supreme Court appointed auditors perform a financial and operational audit of 
our district court records and procedures. 

 March 1, 2012 – Changed preliminary exam start time from 9:30 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. 
 March 20, 2012 – County Judges and Court Administrators meet with retired Judge James Fisher to 
evaluate and develop a concurrent jurisdiction plan for Allegan County Courts. 

 March – 17th Annual Report for the year 2011 completed and distributed. 
 April 10, 2012 – converted to a new bond and trust and check writing/reconciliation module that 
interfaces with the case management system. 

 April 2012 – all Allegan Judges, Court Administrators and Region II Administrator begin attending 
monthly Judicial Council Meetings. 

 Spring 2012 ‐ Completed records retention and disposal of Michigan trial court records pursuant to 
Schedule 16. 

 April 13 – May 4, 2012; 8th graders from Plainwell Public Schools visit and learn about the District Court, 
the Prosecutors Office, and the Allegan County Jail. 

 May 18, 2012 – Court in School conducted at Saugatuck High School by Judge Baillargeon. 
 April‐May, 2012 – Linda Lenahan participates in LEAN processing for the County Hiring Process. 
 May 2012 – 57th District Court honored by Michigan Secretary of State’s Office for 100% compliance in 
record accuracy and timeliness for the 2011 calendar year.  

 June 18, 2012 – Polycom Video Conference Equipment installed in three Judges’ courtrooms (Bakker, 
Skocelas and Buck) and Magistrate Goodwin’s courtroom.  Equipment also installed in the County Jail.  
Equipment was provided through two Michigan Supreme Court grant projects.  

 June 27, 2012 – David Handsor, the court liaison from SOS visits District and Circuit Court. 
 July 27, 2012 – Michael Finn retires as the District Court Chief Probation Officer after 37 years. 
 August 2012 – Mark Ponitz named interim Chief Probation Officer. 
 August 29, 2012 – Grand Opening of the Allegan County Legal Assistance Center. 
 Fall 2012 – concurrent jurisdiction plan approved and forwarded to Michigan Supreme Court.  The 
Supreme Court approves our plan and makes it effective February 1, 2013. 

 October 2012 – 14th Annual Domestic Violence Diversion Report prepared and distributed. 
 December 14, 2012 – Employee Recognition Luncheon ‐ recognized Employees of the Year:  Kathy 
Miller and Jackie Hicks. 

 December 31, 2012 – Jeff Hansen retires as a bailiff/magistrate after 8 years. 
 All year – many of the VHS tapes that had been retained for court recording are transferred to digital 
files to solve long‐term storage issues.   

 
201 3 Brief Highlights  

 April 10, 2012 – converted to a new bond and trust and check writing/reconciliation module that 
interfaces with the case management system (overlooked in 2012 report). 

 January – Completed a physical inventory of open case files in the Clerk’s Office and Probation 
Department. 

 January 1, 2013 – Mark Ponitz appointed Chief Probation Officer. 
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2013 Brief Highlights – continued 
 January 1, 2013 – District Court enters into an agreement with the ACSD to fill one vacant bailiff 
position part‐time with certified Courthouse Security Officers. 

 January 31, 2013 – One third of the staff attend a Case File Management Training Session at the 58th 
District Court in Holland. 

 February 1, 2013 – Concurrent Jurisdiction Plan approved for Circuit, District and Probate Courts. 
 February 6‐7, 2013 – Mark Ponitz and Chris Gates‐Edson attend Trial Court Supervisor Leadership 
Conference in Lansing. 

 February 2013 – Magistrate Goodwin appointed as a 48th Circuit Court Referee to begin conducting pro 
confesso hearings on divorce cases without children. 

 March 25, 2013 – Mary Jo Ash begins as Deputy District Court Clerk in the Collections division. 
 March – 19th Annual Report for the year 2013 completed and distributed. 
 Spring 2013 ‐ Completed records retention and disposal of Michigan trial court records pursuant to 
Schedule 16. 

 April 12 – May 3, 2013; 8th graders from Plainwell Public Schools visit and learn about the District Court, 
the Prosecutors Office, and the Allegan County Jail. 

 April 25, 2013 – mock trial held at Allegan High School by Judge Skocelas. 
 April 2013 – 57th District Court honored by Michigan Secretary of State’s Office for 100% compliance in 
record accuracy and timeliness for the 2012 calendar year.  

 April 17, 2013 – David Handsor, the court liaison from SOS visits District and Circuit Court. 
 Spring/Summer/Fall 2013 – Court applies for and is awarded grant funds for the C48 Adult Drug Court, 
Mental Health Court and a Regional Veterans’ Treatment Court (in the planning stages). 

 April 30, 2013 – began using new software (with great efficiencies) to record mailed payments to the 
court that interfaces with our case management system.   

 May 1, 2013 – SCAO Trial Court Security Specialist Dennis MacDonell provides training to all court staff 
and conducts an security audit of the courthouse. 

 May 21, 2013 – August 15, 2013 – new college intern Tim DeWit begins in the District Court Probation 
Department for the Summer of 2013. 

 July 1, 2013 – Allegan Court become part of newly created Region V of the State Court Administrative 
Office (formerly part of Region II). 

 July 23, 2013 – began electronically exporting tickets issued by Michigan State Police. 
 August 1, 2013 – new Tier 1 and Tier 2 assignment system for Felony Court Appointed Attorneys. 
 September 17, 2013 – Roberta Engelking resigns from her bailiff/clerk position with the court. 
 September 23, 2013 – Karen Barnes brought back to help during bailiff/court clerk vacancy in Court. 
 September 18, 2013 – Chris Gates‐Edson, Nashell Miller and Michelle Carpenter attend Criminal 
Training Seminar in Lansing. 

 September 23, 2013 – Mark Ponitz and Heather MacKenzie attend Substance Abuse Trends training. 
 October 7, 2013 – Mark Ponitz and Hickory Buell attend PBT training in Lansing. 
 Fall 2013 – began participating in planning for the move to the new County Jail in 2014. 
 2013 – Judge Baillargeon began planning for West Michigan Veterans’ Treatment Court. 
 November 2013 – 15th Annual Domestic Violence Diversion Report prepared and distributed. 
 November 4 and 6, 2013 – Customer Satisfaction Survey conducted by all Allegan Courts. 
 November 13, 2013 – Mark Ponitz and Judge Baillargeon attend Veterans’ Court Conference in Lansing. 
 December 13, 2013 – Employee Recognition Luncheon ‐ recognized Employees of the Year:  Aimee 
Kragt and Kathy Evans. 

 December 16‐18, 2013 – Hickory Buell attends New Probation Officer Training in Lansing. 
 December 2013 – new Limited English Proficiency (LEP) joint Local Administrative Order signed by all 
Courts.  Linda Lenahan named coordinator for all the Allegan Courts. 

 
 









MEMO 
 
DATE:  October 15, 2014 
 
TO:  Brian Dissette 
  City Manager 
 
FROM:  Amanda Morgan 
  City Clerk 
 
SUBJECT: Parks Commission Vacancy 
 
 
Section 5.3(c) of the City Charter provides that to office of any member of any board of 
commission shall be declared vacant by the City Council if the officer misses four consecutive 
regular meetings of the board or 25% of such meetings in any fiscal year. 
 
Parks Commissioner Todd Comeau, originally appointed in June 2011, has not attended a 
meeting of the board since August 2013. At their last meeting, the Parks Commission 
recognized Mr. Comeau’s extensive absences and asked that the City Council vacate his 
position. 
 
Further, they have reviewed a board and commission application submitted by Mr. Robert 
McAlear and recommended his appointment to fill the vacancy. 





 Memo 
To: Brian Dissette 
            City Manager 
 
From: Jeannine Blair    
            Special Events Coordinator 
 
Date:   9/2/14 

 

Re: 57th Annual Summer Art Fair 2015 
            2014-47 

 

 

This special event request for the 2015 Summer Art Fair, sponsored by the South 
Haven Center for the Arts, is ready for City Council to approve. As in the past it will be 
held at Stanley Johnston Park. This event will begin on July 3 and go through July 5th, 
2015. Friday is check in, Saturday and Sunday is the fair from 10-6 with clean up on 
Sunday from 6-8 pm. There will be approximately 130 artists and 10-12 food vendors. 
This year’s event (2014) was a huge success.  
 
They will provide volunteers and overnight security for this event. An extra dumpster 
and extra trash containers will be necessary as this event has the potential to draw 
30,000 people. The Art Center intends on bringing in 10 porta-johns for this event and 
place them adjacent to the picnic shelter. This is necessary because the existing 
restrooms cannot handle the large volume of people that attend the art fair. 
 
Proof of insurance has been provided. 

















 

Planning Commission Staff Report 

 
Agenda Item #11 

38 Northshore Drive Rezoning Request  
 

 
City of South Haven 

 
 

Background Information:  Tom Brussee, owner of 38 Northshore Drive, submitted an 
application to rezone his parcel from the B-3 Waterfront Business Zone to the R1-A Single 
Family Residential Zone on June 13, 2014. On July 10, 2014, the planning commissioners held 
a public hearing on this matter at which no comments were offered. (Subsequently, 10 emails in 
support of the rezoning have been received and one email in opposition.) The commission then 
moved to table action on this request until certain zoning ordinance amendments related to the 
B-3 zoning district were resolved with the city council. The issues with the zoning ordinance 
amendments have since been resolved and city council adopted the new amendments on 
September 2, 2014. 
 
In the interim, the applicant applied for a land division on the site but was denied the request by 
the zoning administrator on the grounds that the zoning ordinance does not allow land divisions 
which result in parcels which are nonconforming. In the B-3 zone, single family homes may be 
built on existing lots with a special use permit. It is not the intent of the planning commission or 
the city council that lots be split for single family home construction. On September 22, 2014, 
the zoning board of appeals upheld the zoning administrator’s decision to deny the land division. 
 
The applicant returned to the planning commission for action on the rezoning request from B-3 
to R1-A Residential on October 2, 2014. The commission deliberated the request and voted 6-1 
to recommend approval of the rezoning. 
 
Recommendation:  
 
Attached is the planning commission resolution recommending adoption by City Council of the 
rezoning of 38 Northshore Drive from the B-3 waterfront Business zone to the R1-A Single 
Family Residential zone. 
 
Support Material: 
 
Rezoning application 
Zoning map of area  
Resolution recommending adoption 
Draft Ordinance  
 
 
Respectfully submitted,  
Linda Anderson 
Zoning Administrator 





Exhibit “A”

A Parcel of land being part of block 20, 21, 23, Monroe Park Subdivision and part of
block 15 of Dyckman and Woodman’s addition to the village (now city) of South
Haven, sections 3 and 10, Town 1 South, Range 17 West, more particularly
described as: commencing at the Northwest corner of lot 1 in block 20 of Monroe
Park Subdivision; Thence South 21’36’55’’ West along the West line of Block 20, a
distance of 210.24 feet to the true place beginning; Thence continuing South along
21’36’55’’ West along said West line of Block 20, a distance of 161.26 feet; Thence
North 74’09’28’’ East, 182.75 feet; Thence North 21’38’55’’ East, 50.03 feet, Thence
North 68’21’05’’ West, 145.00 feet to the place of beginning.

22408664.1\153234-00001



Exhibit “B”

a. What, if any, identifiable conditions related to the application have changed which justify the
proposed amendment?

 The City’s primary business district has become fairly clearly defined in a different location in the
City as intended under the City’s Master Plan. The area surrounding the Property is zoned almost
exclusively residential and/or used exclusively for residential purposes.1

 The size and configuration of the Property is simply unable to facilitate the uses permitted as of right
in the B-3 zoning district in compliance with the Zoning Ordinance, and particularly the parking
requirements imposed thereby. Notably, this was true even prior to the the sale of the affiliated
property across North Shore Drive and development thereof as residential property.

b. What are the precedents and the possible effects of such precedent which might result from the
approval or denial of the application?

 None. The Property is seemingly unique in the City in that it is zoned for business uses in a part of
the community which is, in fact, exclusively residential. It is unlikely that this situation exists, at
least to this degree, in other portions of the City. As such, concerns about setting precedent should
be minimal.

c. What is the impact of the amendment on the ability of the City and other governmental agencies to
provide adequate public services and facilities, and/or programs that might reasonably be required in
the future if the proposed amendment is adopted?

 None. The requested rezoning would have the result of actually decreasing the demand on these
services inasmuch as the permitted uses would be restricted to less intensive uses than are permitted
under B-3.

d. Does the proposed district change adversely affect environmental conditions, the character or the
likely value of the surrounding property?

 No. With respect to environmental conditions, the residential uses permitted under R-1A are less
likely to result in adverse environmental conditions than the uses permitted under B-3. With respect
to the character or likely value of the surrounding property, the requested rezoning would be
significantly more harmonious with the surrounding property than the uses permitted under B-3.
Moreover, any B-3 use will necessarily increase the parking burden on an already congested part of
the community; an R-1A use, on the other hand, would have minimal off-site parking impact.

e. Does the proposed district change comply with the adopted City Comprehensive Plan? If not, and if
the proposed zoning change is reasonable, in light of all other relevant factors, then the Plan should be
amended before the requested zoning amendment is approved.

 Yes. The Master Plan designates this property as “Resort” (see the 2011 Future Land Use map on
page 162 of the November 7, 2011, City of South Haven Municipal Master Plan).

1 Note that the majority of the surrounding area is zoned R-1C. Inasmuch as R-1A is sufficient from the Applicant’s
perspective, the Applicant is not requesting a rezoning to R-1C. If, however, the Planning Commission is inclined to
grant the rezoning to an R-1 district and would prefer to rezone to R-1C for consistency purposes, that would be
acceptable to the Applicant.



 The Master Plan does not go into great detail on what it intends by the use of the term “Resort” other
than to indicate that it anticipates a mix of residential uses to maintain “a residential or ‘waterfront
inn’ character.…” The current B-3 zoning of the Property would permit a number of uses, as of
right, which are incompatible with this objective (e.g. convenience stores, restaurants/lounges, retail
uses, etc.). Rezoning the Property from B-3 to R-1A would further the Master Plan’s objective by
eliminating the incompatible business uses which are permitted under the current B-3 zoning of the
Property.

 This area is also situated in “Planning Area 2” as indicated on the Master Plan. Planning Area 2
indicates that the City should maintain the historic mix of seasonal rental, bed & breakfast, multi-
family, and single-family detached uses in the area. Again, rezoning the Property from B-3 to R-1A
would further this objective by eliminating the incompatible B-3 business uses (e.g. convenience
stores, restaurants/lounges, retail uses, etc.).

 Although the “Resort” designation contained in the Master Plan does not have a direct Zoning
Ordinance district analogue, the Zoning Ordinance itself does define the term “Resort” as follows:
“A place of typically seasonal entertainment, recreation, and/or lodging. Resort lodging, if provided,
may include hotels, motels, single or multiple-family residential dwelling units, cottages,
campgrounds, bed and breakfasts, or some combination, as regulated by appropriate sections of this
Ordinance.” In this way, the Zoning Ordinance carries forward the residential character of the
“Resort” designation in the Master Plan by specifically including residential and residentially-
compatible uses.

f. If a specific property is involved, can the property in question be put to a reasonable economic use in
the zoning district in which it is presently located.

 No. As indicated above, the size and configuration of the Property is such that it is not economically
viable under current zoning. For instance, the parking requirements of the zoning ordinance and the
parking demands presented by the B-3 uses simply cannot be accommodated on this Property
without significantly increasing the parking burden on the area; conversely, the parking requirements
of R-1A could be accommodated on-site with no impact on the parking capacity of the area
community.

g. Is another procedure, such as a variance, special land use or planned unit development procedure a
more appropriate alternative than a rezoning?

 No. While the B-3 zoning district has been amended in recent years to permit residential use of B-3
property pursuant to special use permit upon a showing of, essentially, hardship, use of that
procedure would keep the Property in the B-3 district with all of the dilatory aspects thereof (i.e.
incompatible uses, significant parking demands, etc.). As discussed above, the only practical and
rational use for this Property is residential. As such, keeping the Property in the B-3 district
essentially requires the owner to make the required showings and submit to the conditions of a
special use permit in order to put the Property to the only use to which it is reasonably suited. This
is an unfair burden on the Property owner.

 Additionally, as demonstrated above, the residential uses permitted under R-1A are not only
significantly more compatible and consistent with the surrounding properties, but also significantly
more compatible with the City’s intended plan for this Property. By rezoning the Property from B-3
to R-1A, the City would be not only facilitating the owner’s desire to use the Property for the only
use to which it is reasonably suited, but also furthering the objectives of the City’s Master Plan by
eliminating the various B-3 uses which are wholly incompatible with the Master Plan’s “Resort” and
“Planning Area 2” designations.
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CITY OF SOUTH HAVEN 
VAN BUREN AND ALLEGAN COUNTIES, MICHIGAN 

 
ORDINANCE NO - ____ 

 
AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP OF THE CITY 
OF SOUTH HAVEN ZONING ORDINANCE TO REZONE PROPERTY 
LOCATED AT 38 NORTHSHORE DRIVE FROM THE B-3 WATERFRONT 
BUSINESS ZONE TO THE R-1A SINGLE FAMILY ZONE. 

 
 
The City of South Haven Ordains: 
 
SECTION 1 Amendment: The Official Zoning Map of the South Haven Zoning Ordinance is 

amended as follows: 
 

The property described as: C435B 3-1-17 885-783,786 1496-331 * COM AT 
NW COR OF BLK 20, TH S 21 DEG 38' 55" W ALG W L OF SD BLK 210.24' 
TO BEG OF DES, TH CONT S 21 DEG 38' 55" W 161. 26', TH N 74 DEG 09' 
28" E 182.75', TH N 21 DEG 38' 55" E 50.03', TH N 68 DEG 21' 05" W 145' TO 
BEG. MONROE PARK; parcel number 80-53-823-002-10; commonly known as 
38 Northshore Drive is rezoned from the B-3 Waterfront Business Zone to the R-
1A Single Family Zone. 

 
SECTION 2 
 
If any portion of this ordinance is for any reason held invalid, such decision shall not affect the 
validity of the remaining provisions of this ordinance. 

  
SECTION 3 
 
This ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage and publication as 
provided by law. 
 
SECTION 4 
 
This ordinance shall take effect ten (10) days after its adoption or upon its publication in the 
South Haven Tribune, whichever occurs later. 
 
INTRODUCED by the City Council of the CITY OF SOUTH HAVEN, MICHIGAN on this 20th day 
of October, 2014. 
 
ADOPTED by the City Council of the CITY OF SOUTH HAVEN, MICHIGAN on this __day of 
________, 2014. 
 
 
 
             

Robert G. Burr, Mayor 
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CERTIFICATION 
 
I, Amanda Morgan, Clerk of the City of South Haven, Van Buren County, Michigan do hereby 
certify that the above Ordinance was adopted by the South Haven City Council on the __ day of 
_____, 2014; and the same was published in a paper of general circulation in the City, being the 
South Haven Tribune, on the ___day of _________, 2014. 
 
 
 
 
             
       Amanda Morgan, City Clerk 
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City Council Manager’s Report 

 
Agenda Item 12 

801 Green Street; Property Purchase 

 
 
 

Background Information: 
 

The City Council will be asked to authorize the city manager to proceed with the purchase of 
the property at 801 Green Street, owned by Al and Linda Crawford, for $215,000. 
 
Over the past several years, the City has received reports of basement flooding from Al and 
Linda Crawford, the owners of 801 Green Street.  The Crawford’s house is located along a 
tributary of the South Branch of the North Phoenix Drain. 
 
In August of 2013, the City hired Fishbeck, Thompson, Carr & Huber (FTC&H) to review the 
flooding that has occurred in the vicinity of Green and Florence Streets and to evaluate 
potential options for correcting the situation.  In addition, FTC&H was requested to review 
the improvements to Superior Street constructed in 2008, and to determine if these 
improvements impacted the three parcels noted above.  The report findings indicate that the 
city’s improvements have had an impact on the properties, and that some of the flooding 
problems relate to those improvements. 
 
The report notes that in order to lower the floodwater elevation at 801 Green Street, the 30” 
diameter culvert beneath Superior Street must be increased in size to 54” diameter.  
Alternately, a 42” parallel pipe could be bored beneath the roadway.  Both of these 
alternatives have a similar cost.  While increasing the pipe size benefits 801 Green Street, it 
would be detrimental to two properties downstream from Superior Street located at 753 
Superior Street and 358 Prospect Street.  358 Prospect Street would have the potential for 
up to 6 feet of water above the lowest opening elevation.  In order to ensure that 358 
Prospect Street is not negatively impacted, additional improvements would be needed in the 
storm sewer systems along the route of the North Phoenix Drain.  Portions of the North 
Phoenix Drain would need to be increased in size from 48” diameter and 60” diameter to 72” 
diameter.  These storm sewers run beneath Phoenix Street, Church Street, Conger Street, 
and Prospect Street.  In addition, the storm sewers are beneath the parking lot of the South 
Haven First Congregational Church located at 651 Phoenix Street.  The total cost of the 
improvements described in this paragraph is estimated at $1.3 million. 
 
The alternative to performing the downstream improvements is to purchase the home at 801 
Green Street and remove the structure.  If this alternate is selected, the city’s staff 
recommends that the property be graded to increase the storage volume within the Special 
Flood Hazard Area.  A berm would be constructed at the west edge of the parcel to protect 
757 Green Street and 557 Prospect Street from future flooding.  In addition, storm sewer 
improvements would be constructed at the intersection of Green and Florence Streets and 
at the outlet into the drainage ravine.  A sketch showing the conceptual improvements to be 
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made is attached.  This alternative is estimated to cost up to $475,000, including the cost of 
property acquisition. 
 
Should the City Council wish to pursue acquisition of the property at 801 Green Street, the 
funding source for this purchase has been determined by the city’s staff.  For the past three 
fiscal years, the city has budgeted $100,000 each year in the General Fund – Drains 
Activity, to address the Green Street drainage issues.  We were prepared to fund the 
assessment levied by the Van Buren County Drain Commissioner when improvements were 
made.  However, each year we have allowed the appropriated funds to revert back to 
General Fund –Fund Balance as the work was never completed.  Staff recommends that 
upon completion of the property purchase, the City Council consider approval of a budget 
adjustment for $215,000 to the General Fund – Drains Activity to fund the property purchase 
of 801 Green Street. 
 

Recommendation: 
 

The City Council should consider a motion to authorize the city manager to proceed with the 
purchase of the property at 801 Green Street, owned by Al and Linda Crawford, in the 
amount of $215,000. 

 
Support Material: 
 

City Engineering Staff Report 
Location Map 
Cost Estimate – Storm Sewer Improvements (Superior Street to Celery Pond) 
Conceptual Grading Plan – 801 Green Street 
Cost Estimate – Green Street Grading 
DRAFT Purchase Agreement 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
MEMORANDUM 
 
To: Brian Dissette, City Manager 
 Roger Huff, DPW Director 
 
From: Larry Halberstadt, PE, City Engineer 
 
Date: October 14, 2014 
 
RE: 801 Green Street, Flooding Issues 
 
Background Information 
 
Over the past several years, the City has received reports of basement flooding from Al and 
Linda Crawford, the owners of 801 Green Street.  The Crawford’s house is located along a 
tributary of the South Branch of the North Phoenix Drain.  Staff has reviewed the Flood 
Insurance Rate Map Number 26159C0019C, Panel 0019C prepared by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency.  The property at 801 Green Street is entirely within a Special Flood 
Hazard Area, Zone A (No Base Flood Elevations Determined).  Special Flood Hazard Areas are 
defined as areas subject to inundation by the 1% annual chance flood (often referred to as a 
“100-year flood”). 
 
The residential structure at 801 Green Street is a single story, ranch style home.  The basement 
wall is exposed on the west side and contains a sliding glass door and several windows.  The 
lower level is partially finished as additional living space.  The Crawfords have experienced 
floodwaters entering the lower level through the sliding glass door on repeated occasions 
including June of 2010, June of 2011, and most recently in April of 2013.  It is estimated that the 
water was approximately 4 feet deep during the April 2013 event. 
 
The two parcels immediately west of 801 Green Street, 757 Green Street and 557 Prospect 
Street also reported flooding during the April 2013 event.  However, both of these structures are 
at a slightly higher elevation and the depth of the floodwaters was consequently shallower. 
 
In August of 2013, the City hired Fishbeck, Thompson, Carr & Huber (FTC&H) to review the 
flooding that has occurred in the vicinity of Green and Florence Streets and to evaluate potential 
options for correcting the situation.  In addition, FTC&H was requested to review the 
improvements to Superior Street constructed in 2008 to determine if these improvements 
impacted the three parcels noted above. 
 
Stormwater runoff upstream from the study area is collected by City storm sewers.  The storm 
sewer system outlets through a 42” diameter pipe that crosses private property (757 Green 
Street and 557 Prospect Street) and outlets into a natural ravine that flows to the north.  At the 
time that South Haven was originally developed, Superior Street, Phoenix Street, and Church 
Street were all constructed across this ravine.  Rather than constructing bridges at these 

Department of Public Works
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locations, it was decided to fill the ravines with soil.  The soil fill at each of these locations 
essentially acts as a dam across the natural ravine.  Each crossing has a storm culvert at the 
base of the embankment to permit the flow of stormwater.  The capacity of the storm culverts is 
limited and water does pond upstream from Superior and Phoenix Streets during large rainfall 
events. 
 
FTC&H performed a field survey of Superior Street at the ravine crossing.  They also collected 
the lowest opening elevation of 801 Green Street and several residential structures downstream 
from Superior Street.  The collected survey data was compared to the construction drawings 
prepared by Wade-Trim for the reconstruction of Superior Street in 2008.  The storm culvert 
under Superior Street was increased in size.  However, the elevation of Superior Street at the 
low point over the ravine was raised by approximately 1.3 feet.  FTC&H evaluated the capacity 
of the existing and pre-construction storm culverts utilizing computerized modeling software.  
The model indicates that the larger pipe size provides a slight increase in capacity when 
compared to the pre-construction infrastructure.  However, storm events with a 10% annual 
chance or less have a detrimental effect because of the increase in the road elevation.  Prior to 
the reconstruction project, stormwater would pond to an elevation of 615.2 prior to flowing over 
Superior Street.  Currently, stormwater will pond to an elevation of 616.5.  The elevation of the 
lowest opening at 801 Green Street is 612.98.  The flooding that occurs at 801 Green Street is 
caused by the water ponding in the ravine at Superior Street.  The depth of the flooding is 
affected by the existing elevation of Superior Street and is approximately 3.5 feet for all storm 
events with a 10% annual chance or less. 
 
Once the cause of the flooding was established, FTC&H worked with City staff to evaluate 
various alternatives to mitigate or eliminate the risk of flooding at 801 Green Street.  The 
alternatives were evaluated on their effectiveness in correcting the flooding at 801 Green Street, 
on the cost to implement, and to ensure that the flood risk would not negatively impact a 
different structure.  A variety of mitigation methods were evaluated including constructing 
upstream detention, flood-proofing the structure at 801 Green Street, and constructing storm 
sewer improvements downstream from 801 Green Street. 
 
The evaluation concluded that upstream detention would not be effective in correcting the 
flooding issue.  In addition, the Crawfords have indicated that they do not support efforts to 
flood-proof their structure due to a perceived loss in value and loss of useable living space on 
the lower level.  As a result, increasing the capacity of the culvert and storm sewer systems 
downstream from 801 Green Street is the only viable alternative to relieve the flooding issue. 
 
In order to lower the floodwater elevation at 801 Green Street, the 30” diameter culvert beneath 
Superior Street must be increased in size to 54” diameter.  Alternately, a 42” parallel pipe could 
be bored beneath the roadway.  Both of these alternatives have a similar cost.  While increasing 
the pipe size benefits 801 Green Street, it would be detrimental to two properties downstream 
from Superior Street located at 753 Superior Street and 358 Prospect Street.  358 Prospect 
Street would have the potential for up to 6 feet of water above the lowest opening elevation.  In 
order to ensure that 358 Prospect Street is not negatively impacted, additional improvements 
would be needed in the storm sewer systems along the route of the North Phoenix Drain.  
Portions of the North Phoenix Drain would need to be increased in size from 48” diameter and 
60” diameter to 72” diameter.  These storm sewers run beneath Phoenix Street, Church Street, 
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Conger Street, and Prospect Street.  In addition, the storm sewers are beneath the parking lot of 
the South Haven First Congregational Church located at 651 Phoenix Street.  The total cost of 
the improvements described in this paragraph is estimated at $1.3 million. 
 
The alternative to performing the downstream improvements is to purchase the home at 801 
Green Street and remove the structure.  If this alternate is selected, staff recommends that the 
property be graded to increase the storage volume within the Special Flood Hazard Area.  A 
berm would be constructed at the west edge of the parcel to protect 757 Green Street and 557 
Prospect Street from future flooding.  In addition, storm sewer improvements would be 
constructed at the intersection of Green and Florence Streets and at the outlet into the drainage 
ravine.  A sketch showing the conceptual improvements to be made is attached.  This 
alternative is estimated to cost $475,000 including the cost of property acquisition. 
 
Attachments 
 
Location Map 
Cost Estimate – Storm Sewer Improvements (Superior Street to Celery Pond) 
Conceptual Grading Plan – 801 Green Street 
Cost Estimate – Green Street Grading 
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Page 1 of 2 Project: City of South Haven/Green Street Flooding

No.: G130583

By: CES

1 Mobilization 1 LS 7,500.00$      7,500.00$       
2 Maintaining Traffic 1 LS 5,000.00$      5,000.00$       
3 Erosion Control 1 LS 3,000.00$      3,000.00$       
4 Dr Structure, Rem 2 EA 500.00$         1,000.00$       
5 Sewer, Rem, 24 to 48-inch 220 LF 10.00$           2,200.00$       
6 Curb and Gutter, Rem 100 LF 4.00$             400.00$          
7 Pavt, Rem 170 SY 5.00$             850.00$          
8 Sidewalk, Rem 55 SY 5.00$             275.00$          
9 Sewer, Cl IV, 54-inch 220 LF 225.00$         49,500.00$     

10 Dr Structure, 96-inch Dia 2 EA 10,000.00$    20,000.00$     
11 Mh, Precast, Tee, Cl IV, 54-inch 1 EA 6,500.00$      6,500.00$       
12 Underdrain, Fdn, 6-inch 100 LF 10.00$           1,000.00$       
13 Culv End Sect, Conc, 54-inch 2 EA 4,000.00$      8,000.00$       
14 Culv End Sect, Grate 1 EA 1,000.00$      1,500.00$       
15 Reconnect Storm Lateral 3 EA 500.00$         1,500.00$       
16 Utility Coordination 1 LS 9,000.00$      9,000.00$       
17 Aggregate Base, 10-inch 50 CY 8.00$             400.00$          
18 HMA, 3E1/4E1, 5-inch 50 TN 100.00$         5,000.00$       
19 Curb and Gutter, Conc 100 LF 12.00$           1,200.00$       
20 Sidewalk, Conc, 4-inch 500 SF 3.00$             1,500.00$       
21 Driveway, Nonreinf Conc, 6-inch 480 SF 4.00$             1,920.00$       
22 Block Retaining Wall, Mortarless, Reinf 500 SF 12.00$           6,000.00$       
23 Lawn Restoration 186 LF 6.00$             1,116.00$       

Construction Subtotal 134,361.00$  
Contingencies (20%) 26,872.20$     

Engineering and Permitting 40,000.00$     

TOTAL 201,233.20$      

1 Mobilization 1 LS 7,500.00$      10,000.00$     
2 Erosion Control 1 LS 3,000.00$      3,000.00$       
3 Sewer, Cl V, 42-inch, Jacked in Place 180 LF 600.00$         108,000.00$  
4 Riprap, Heavy 50 SY 100.00$         5,000.00$       
5 Culv End Sect, Grate 1 EA 1,000.00$      1,000.00$       
6 Restoration 1 LS 3,500.00$      3,500.00$       

Construction Subtotal 130,500.00$  
Contingencies (20%) 26,100.00$     

Engineering and Permitting 40,000.00$     

TOTAL 196,600.00$      

Replace Storm Sewer with New 54-inch Pipe (Alternative 4a)

Bore and Jack Parallel 42-inch Pipe (Alternative 4b)

In providing opinions of probable construction cost, the Client understands that the Consultant has no control over the cost 

or availability of labor, equipment or materials, or over market conditions or the Contractor's method of pricing.

The Consultant's opinions of probable construction costs are made on the basis of the Consultant's professional judgement 

and experience.

The Consultant makes no warranty, express or implied, that the bids or the negotiated cost of the Work will not vary from 

the Consultant's opinion of probable construction cost.

NOTES:

Does not include Legal, Administrative or Finance Costs.

ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE OF PROBABLE PROJECT COST

Item 

No.
Item Description Quantity Unit Unit Price Amount

Z:\2013\130583\WORK\Costs\EngrsCostEstimate_South Haven to Outlet.xlsx 9/30/2014
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Project: City of South Haven/Green Street Flooding

No.: G130583

By: CES

1 Mobilization 1 LS 50,000.00$    50,000.00$         

2 Maintaining Traffic 1 LS 10,000.00$    10,000.00$         

3 Erosion Control 1 LS 6,500.00$      6,500.00$           

4 Dr Structure, Rem 10 EA 500.00$         5,000.00$           

5 Sewer, Rem, 48 to 60-inch 1550 LF 15.00$            23,250.00$         

6 Curb and Gutter, Rem 550 LF 4.00$              2,200.00$           

7 Pavt, Rem 2500 SY 5.00$              12,500.00$         

8 Sidewalk, Rem 105 SY 5.00$              525.00$              

9 Remove Tree 1 EA 500.00$         500.00$              

10 Sewer, Cl IV, 72-inch 1550 LF 300.00$         465,000.00$      

11 Tunnel Trees 1 EA 30,000.00$    30,000.00$         

12 Dr Structure, 96-inch Dia 6 EA 10,000.00$    60,000.00$         

13 Mh, Precast, Tee, Cl IV, 72-inch 2 EA 7,500.00$      15,000.00$         

14 Junction Chamber (at N. Branch) 1 EA 20,000.00$    20,000.00$         

15 Underdrain, Fdn, 6-inch 100 LF 10.00$            1,000.00$           

16 Culv End Sect, Conc, 72-inch 2 EA 5,000.00$      10,000.00$         

17 Culv End Sect, Grate 2 EA 2,500.00$      5,000.00$           

18 Reconnect Storm Lateral 4 EA 500.00$         2,000.00$           

19 Utility Coordination 1 LS 9,000.00$      9,000.00$           

20 Aggregate Base, 10-inch 360 CY 8.00$              2,880.00$           

21 HMA, 3E1/4E1, 5-inch 300 TN 100.00$         30,000.00$         

22 Aggregate Base, 6-inch 275 SY 5.00$              1,375.00$           

23 Concrete Pavement, 9-inch 275 SY 55.00$            15,125.00$         

24 Agregate Base, 6-inch 1000 SY 7.00$              7,000.00$           

25 HMA, 4-inch 170 TN 100.00$         17,000.00$         

26 Curb and Gutter, Conc 550 LF 12.00$            6,600.00$           

27 Sidewalk, Conc, 4-inch 105 SF 3.00$              315.00$              

28 Driveway, Nonreinf Conc, 6-inch 405 SF 4.00$              1,620.00$           

29 Church Parking Coordination 1 LS 10,000.00$    10,000.00$         

30 Landscape Restoration 1 LS 3,000.00$      3,000.00$           

31 Lawn Restoration 970 LF 6.00$              5,820.00$           

Construction Subtotal 828,210.00$      

Contingencies (20%) 165,642.00$      
Engineering and Permitting 100,000.00$      

TOTAL 1,093,852.00$      

NOTES:

Does not include Legal, Administrative or Finance Costs.

In providing opinions of probable construction cost, the Client understands that the Consultant has no control over 

the cost or availability of labor, equipment or materials, or over market conditions or the Contractor's method of 

pricing.

The Consultant's opinions of probable construction costs are made on the basis of the Consultant's professional 

judgement and experience.

The Consultant makes no warranty, express or implied, that the bids or the negotiated cost of the Work will not vary 

from the Consultant's opinion of probable construction cost.

Replace Downstream Storm Sewer with New 72-inch Pipe

Item 

No.
Item Description Quantity Unit Unit Price Amount
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Page 1 of 1 Project: City of South Haven/Green Street Flooding

No.: G130583

By: BM

1 Mobilization 1 LS 7,500.00$          7,500.00$         
2 Maintaining Traffic 1 LS 5,000.00$          5,000.00$         
3 Erosion Control 1 LS 3,000.00$          3,000.00$         
4 Residential Structure Removal 3000 SF 10.00$                30,000.00$       
5 Retaining Wall Removal 1 LS 1,500.00$          1,500.00$         
6 Shed Relocation 1 LS 5,000.00$          5,000.00$         
7 Pavt, Rem 450 SY 8.00$                  3,600.00$         
8 Curb and Gutter, Rem 200 LF 7.00$                  1,400.00$         
9 Remove Tree (12 to 18-inch) 4 EA 800.00$              3,200.00$         

10 Storm Sewer, 12-inch CPP (from pump) 50 LF 25.00$                1,250.00$         
11 Storm Sewer, 12-inch RCP (CB leads) 100 LF 35.00$                3,500.00$         
12 Storm Sewer, 30-inch RCP 150 LF 65.00$                9,750.00$         
13 Storm Sewer, 42-inch RCP 200 LF 150.00$              30,000.00$       
14 Manhole, 60-inch Dia 1 EA 3,000.00$          3,000.00$         
15 Manhole, 72-inch Dia 2 EA 8,000.00$          16,000.00$       
16 Catch Basin, 48-inch Dia 4 EA 2,500.00$          10,000.00$       
17 Pump Station 1 EA 30,000.00$        30,000.00$       
18 Adjust Manhole 2 EA 1,500.00$          3,000.00$         
19 Check Valve 1 EA 3,500.00$          3,500.00$         
20 Curb and Gutter, Conc 200 LF 12.00$                2,400.00$         

21 Aggregate Base, 10-inch 100 CY 8.00$                  800.00$             

22 HMA, 3E1/4E1, 5-inch 100 TN 100.00$              10,000.00$       

23 Sidewalk, Conc, 4-inch 650 SF 3.00$                  1,950.00$         
24 Pull Back of Material 1500 CY 5.00$                  7,500.00$         
25 Site Grading 2400 SY 2.00$                  4,800.00$         
26 Haul and Dispose of Material 200 CY 9.00$                  1,800.00$         
27 Lawn Restoration 2400 SY 3.00$                  7,200.00$         
28 Trees 5 EA 500.00$              2,500.00$         

Construction Subtotal 209,150.00$     
Contingencies (20%) 41,830.00$       

Engineering and Permitting 40,000.00$       
Property Acquisition Costs 250,000.00$     

TOTAL 500,980.00$        

Remove Home at 801 Green Street and Regrade Lot 

In providing opinions of probable construction cost, the Client understands that the Consultant has no control over the cost or 

availability of labor, equipment or materials, or over market conditions or the Contractor's method of pricing.

The Consultant's opinions of probable construction costs are made on the basis of the Consultant's professional judgement and 

experience.

The Consultant makes no warranty, express or implied, that the bids or the negotiated cost of the Work will not vary from the 

Consultant's opinion of probable construction cost.

NOTES:

Does not include Legal, Administrative or Finance Costs.

ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE OF PROBABLE PROJECT COST

Item 

No.
Item Description Quantity Unit Unit Price Amount

Z:\2013\130583\WORK\Costs\EngrsCostEstimate_Green St Grading.xlsx 9/30/2014



 

 

PURCHASE AGREEMENT 
 
 THIS PURCHASE AGREEMENT (the "Agreement") is made as of this ____ day of October, 2014 
(the “Effective Date”), between Allen W. Crawford and Linda Crawford, husband and wife (collectively, 
the "Seller"), of 801 Green Street, South Haven, MI 49090, and the City of South Haven, a Michigan 
municipal corporation (the "Purchaser"), of 539 Phoenix Street, South Haven, MI 49090. 
 

RECITALS 
 
A. Seller owns the real property and improvements located at 801 Green Street, South Haven, MI 
49090, Tax Parcel No. 80-53-470-033-52, as legally described on the attached Exhibit A (the “Property”). 
 
B. Seller desires to sell to Purchaser, and Purchaser desires to purchase from Seller, the Property, 
in accordance with the terms and conditions of this Agreement. 
 

TERMS AND CONDITIONS 
 
 In exchange for the consideration in and referred to by this Agreement, the parties agree as 
follows: 
 
 1. Property Conveyance and Acquisition.  Subject to the terms and conditions of this 
Agreement, Seller agrees to sell and convey to Purchaser, and Purchaser agrees to purchase and 
acquire from Seller, the Property. 
 
 2. Purchase Price.  The purchase price for the Property is $215,000, payable at closing. 
 
 3. Conveyance.  At the closing, the Seller will convey good and marketable title to the 
Property to the Purchaser by a warranty deed, free and clear of any and all mortgage liens and other liens 
(other than real estate taxes and assessments not yet due and payable), and subject only to easements 
of record, use restrictions, and the exceptions that are shown by the title insurance commitment and that 
do not impair the marketability of title. 
 
 4. Title Insurance.   Purchaser has obtained and is satisfied with the commitment for a title 
insurance policy for the Property. 
 
 5. Survey.  Seller does not possess a survey of the Property.   Purchaser, at its option, may 
obtain an updated survey of the Property at its own expense, and the Seller will cooperate with the 
surveying process. 
 
 6. Inspections.  Purchaser has inspected the physical condition of the Property and is 
satisfied with its inspections. 
 
 7. Condition of Property. SELLER AND PURCHASER AGREE THAT THE PROPERTY IS 
SOLD ON AN “AS IS” BASIS WITH ALL FAULTS OF ANY KIND, INCLUDING ENVIRONMENTAL 
(WHETHER ABOVE, WITHIN OR UNDER THE PROPERTY).  SELLER EXPRESSLY DISCLAIMS ALL 
WARRANTIES, EXCEPT AS SPECIFICALLY SET FORTH IN THIS AGREEMENT. 
 
 8. Taxes and assessments.  The Seller will pay all special assessments on the Property that 
are assessed on or before the closing date.  The Purchaser will pay all special assessments that arise 
after the closing date.  Taxes will be treated as if they cover the calendar year in which they are first 
billed.  Taxes first billed in years prior to the year of closing will be paid by the Seller without proration.  
Taxes first billed in the year of closing will be prorated so that Seller will pay taxes from and including 
January 1 of the year of closing to and excluding the date of closing.  Purchaser will pay taxes for the 
balance of the year of closing, including the day of closing.  If any bill for taxes is not issued as of the date 
of closing, the previous year's tax bill will be substituted and prorated. 
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 9. Closing.  The "closing" means the coming together of the Purchaser and the Seller to 
sign documents, exchange the purchase price for a warranty deed, and to otherwise consummate the 
transaction that is contemplated by this Agreement.  The closing will be held at a mutually agreeable time 
and place as soon as practical after all closing conditions are satisfied or waived, but not later than 15 
days after the Effective Date.  At the closing, Seller shall deliver to Purchaser the following documents: (i) 
a warranty deed to the Property in form acceptable to Purchaser and the title company, (ii) real estate 
transfer valuation affidavit, (iii) an affidavit of non-foreign status executed by the Seller, (iv) an owner’s 
affidavit in the form prescribed by the title company, and (v) any other documents reasonably necessary 
or legally required to complete and evidence the transaction contemplated by this Agreement and/or to 
establish that the Property is free and clear of all liens and encumbrances.  In addition the Seller and 
Buyer shall execute and deliver to each other a closing statement related to the sale and purchase of the 
Property in a form reasonably satisfactory to both. 
 
 10. Closing Costs.  Purchaser shall pay (i) the cost of recording the warranty deed, (ii) all 
documentary, intangible, transfer and other taxes, if any, with respect to the warranty deed, (iii) the cost of 
the title commitment and the premium for an owner's policy of title insurance to be provided pursuant to 
Section 4 hereof, and (iv) any closing fee charged by the title company. 
 
 11. Real estate brokers.  The parties represent to each other that no real estate brokers are 
involved in this transaction.  Each party indemnifies the other against claims of any brokers and sales 
persons who allege that they represented a party or are entitled to a commission or fee as a result of the 
transaction. 
 
 12.  Breach and Remedies.  Upon breach of this Agreement by either party, the non-
breaching party may, at its option, seek specific performance of this Agreement or seek any other remedy 
available under this Agreement or at law or in equity.  The parties agree that legal remedies are 
inadequate, that they will suffer irreparable harm upon the breach of this Agreement and that specific 
performance is appropriate and necessary under such circumstances.  The parties agree that for any 
action brought pursuant to or to enforce any provision of this Agreement, to the extent not otherwise 
prohibited by law, the prevailing party shall, in addition to any other remedies, be entitled to recover its 
actual costs, including, without limitation, actual reasonable attorneys’ fees and other legal expenses 
incurred to bring, maintain or defend any such action from its first accrual or notice through any appellate 
proceedings and collection proceedings 
 
 13. Post–Closing Possession.  Purchaser agrees that Seller shall have the right to retain 
possession of the Property from the closing through and including May 15, 2015 (“Post-Closing 
Possession Period”), subject to the following terms and conditions: 
 
 a. During the Post-Closing Possession Period, Purchaser shall have no duty or obligation to 
perform any maintenance of the Property.  Seller shall maintain the Property in a clean and safe condition 
during the Post-Closing Possession Period and shall be responsible for all maintenance, including without 
limitation, yard maintenance and clearing of snow and ice. 
 
 c. During the Post-Closing Possession Period, Seller shall be responsible for the payment 
of all utility service for the Premises and shall keep the house heated in the winter as necessary to 
prevent the plumbing from freezing. 
 
 d. During the Post-Closing Possession Period, Seller shall indemnify Purchaser, its agents 
and employees, and save it harmless from any claims, actions, damages, liability and expense in 
connection with the loss of life, personal injury and/or damage to property arising out of any act or 
omission of Seller, its agents, guests or invitees.   
 
 e. During the Post-Closing Possession Period, it shall be the sole obligation of Seller to 
insure, at Seller’s sole cost and expense, any and all equipment, fixtures and personal property of Seller 
on or about the Property. 
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 f. All equipment, fixtures and personal property belonging to Seller that shall be located in 
or about the Property shall be there at the sole risk of Seller, and Purchaser shall not be liable for any 
damage thereto or for the theft or misappropriation thereof.  Purchaser shall have no duty or obligation to 
provide security protection for the Property during the Post-Closing Possession Period.  Neither 
Purchaser, nor its agents, employees or contractors shall be liable for any injury or damage to the person 
of Seller or Sellers agents or invitees, or for any loss or damage to any property of any of them, whether 
caused by theft or from any other cause of any kind or nature whatsoever, including but not limited to 
injury, loss or damage caused in whole or in part by the Property becoming out of repair, by water, snow, 
frost, ice, steam, excessive heat or cold, sewage, gas odors, noise, bursting or seepage, or by fire or 
other casualty of any origin, and Seller hereby waives all claims it may have against Purchaser therefor.   
 
 g. Upon expiration of the Post-Closing Possession Period, Seller will deliver possession of 
the Property to Purchaser in a safe and clean condition.  Purchaser agrees that Seller shall have the right 
to remove all of Seller’s personal property from the Property, along with, at Seller’s option, all appliances, 
furnaces, hot water heaters and air conditioning units attached to the Property; provided that Seller shall 
in all events leave the Property in a safe condition after such removal, including without limitation, 
ensuring that there are no gas or water leaks at the Property. 
 
 h. This Section 14 shall survive the closing and any termination of this Agreement. 
 
 14. Notices.  All notices required by this Agreement will be sent to the other party in writing to 
the addresses first stated above.  The notices may be delivered personally, or by United States certified 
mail, with return receipt requested and postage prepaid. 
 
 15. Successors and assigns.  This Agreement will bind and benefit the parties and their 
respective representatives and successors.  This Agreement may not be assigned by a party without the 
prior written consent of the other party. 
 
 16. Time is of the essence.  Time is the essence in the performance of this Agreement. 
 
 17. Amendment.  This Agreement may not be amended except in writing by the person 
against whom enforcement of any waiver, change, or discharge is sought. 
 
 18. Entire Agreement.  This Agreement contains all of the representations by each party to 
the other and expresses the entire understanding between the parties with respect to the contemplated 
transaction.  All prior communications concerning the subject matter are merged in or replaced by this 
Agreement. 
 
 The Seller and Purchaser have signed this Agreement as of the date first written above. 
 
SELLER: 
 
 
      
      
Allen W. Crawford 
 
 
 
      
Linda Crawford 

PURCHASER: 
 
CITY OF SOUTH HAVEN 
 
 
By:     __  
        Robert Burr, Mayor  
 
 
By:     __  
        Amanda Morgan, Clerk 
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EXHIBIT A 
Legal Description 

 
 

 
 

 
Commonly known as: 801 Green Street, South Haven, MI 49090  
 
Tax Parcel No.:   80-53-470-033-52  
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