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Michigan 

“The Dunes are to the Midwest what the Grand 
Canyon is to Arizona…once lost, the loss would 
be irrevocable.”  Carl Sandburg  

Most white parcels are owned by Van Buren County.   
The purple is the Van Buren State Park.   
The yellow and red parcels are privately owned.   
The blue is Lake Michigan. 

 
                     North Point 

Lake 
Michigan 

Van Buren State Park  

North Point Conservation Area is 17 acres 
owned by Van Buren County and features 
critical dunes, forests, and 330 feet of Lake 
Michigan frontage.  The property is just north 
of the Van Buren State Park with an entrance 
and parking area on Ruggles Road off Blue 
Star Highway in South Haven Township. 
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Introduction  
On October 16, 2007, the Van Buren County Buildings and Grounds Committee asked a citizens group to make a 
recommendation to the County regarding the North Point property.  This citizens group is calling themselves Friends of 
North Point.  This report explains the process the Friends of North Point used, recommendations on the use and future of 
North Point, and a compilation of public input received. 
 
The Friends of North Point would like to thank the County Commissioners for the opportunity to provide input on the future 
of the North Point property.  The dedicated committee led by Maureen Lewandowski worked diligently over the last 
several months to research options and solicit public input.  The committee spent much effort ensuring an open and 
transparent process was utilized.  All of the committee’s meeting summaries can be found on the Internet at 
www.vbco.org/northpoint.asp.   
 
The Friends of North Point FIRST and most important recommendation is that North Point is protected 
forever and remains open to the public.  The second recommendation is that any improvements should 
be sensitive to the fragile dune environment.  The committee recommends working with a land trust 
such as the Southwest Michigan Land Conservancy to ensure that this unique and fragile property is 
managed well and protected for current and future generations.   
 
North Point is unique.  Sand dunes are made of sand deposited in the Great Lakes Basin 10,000 years ago by melting 
glaciers.  North Point is part of the world’s largest freshwater dune system , which stretches 100 miles along the 
southern and southeastern shores of Lake Michigan.  Coastal sand dunes around the Great Lakes constitute vital and 
distinctive environments that support more unique species of plants, insects and animals than any other ecosystem in the 
Great Lakes Basin.1 

 
North Point has 330 feet of Lake Michigan frontage.  Lake Michigan and the Great Lakes are a 
natural wonder.  The Great Lakes contain more than 95% of North America’s freshwater and are the 
largest readily available source of freshwater in the world.  Less than one percent of the natural 
habitat near the shores of Lake Michigan is still intact.1 
 
 

 
1Grady, Wayne.  The Great Lakes:  The Natural History of A Changing Region, 2007. 

North Point is part 
of the world’s 
largest freshwater 
dune system.   

Less than one 
percent of the natural 
habitat is intact near 
the shores of Lake 
Michigan. 
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A Public Process  
The Friends of North Point hosted a series of public meetings regarding North Point.  At these 
meetings, citizens expressed their desires for the North Point property.  Meetings were advertised in 
newspapers serving Van Buren County, announced at Van Buren County Board of Commissioner 
meetings and people who signed up were alerted by email messages.  Meetings were held on the 
following dates: 
 
October 30, 2007    November 20, 2007   December 4, 2007  December 18, 2007  
January 15, 2008  January 29, 2008   February 11, 2008   
 
The following people attended at least one citizens group meeting: 
Maureen Lewandowski, Chair  Kristen Colgren Jim Ingraham Deb Nieboer 
Scott Assink Geoffry Cripe Genie Insidisio Walter Pascal 
Stacy Assink Nancy Daughtery Rosemary Insidisio Jan Petersen 
Bill Baker Dave Foerster Joann Johnson Steve Petersen 
Mitch Baker Erin Fuller Carson Kennedy-Perry Jack Shapiro 
Kenneth Beeller Nate Fuller Jean Ketchum Jennie Stezowski 
Marcy Colclough Kelly Getman-Dissette Phyllis Kurzrock Joe Stezowski 
Emmett Cosgrove Paul Gilbert Darren Malek Olga Stieve 
Toni Carroll Wayne Hammond Tom Means Peter TerLouw 
Bob Colgren Lawrence Hummel Jeffery Mitchell Sherry Terrell 
  Lewis Mitchell Mary Wyatt 
 

·  7 meetings  
· 42 participants 
· 232 public comments 
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Summary of the citizens’ process to create this rep ort 
This is a brief summary of the process utilized by the Friends of North Point to create this report: 
1.  Understand the property – utilize aerial photos, maps, etc. 
2.  Create alternative scenarios – alternatives were selected from pair wise voting on each topic/issue  
(A list of “ideas” for developing and operating the North Point Property was compiled from all input from previous 
meetings.  Further a list of “considerations” was compiled from public input from previous meetings.)   
Final list of “considerations” was as follows: 

1. Cost 
2. Maintenance/Replacement/Vandalism (cost and labor) 
3. Critical Dune – fragile ecosystem 
4. Context – other parks (includes state, township and city parks) in the area and what they offer 
5. Safety/Security 
6. Handicap Accessibility 
7. Current Conditions of property – none to little invasive species – high quality site 
8. Future of Van Buren County – how much open space/wild/undeveloped spaces will be left? 
9. The County Board’s expectations of the final alternative (although we don’t have a good idea of what this might be) 

 
This list of considerations was used as a guide to make decisions on the topics/issues.  These considerations were to be 
balanced and addressed throughout the alternative scenario creating process. 
 
3.  Research costs and maintenance issues for each alternative scenario 
 
4.  Revise alternative scenarios if necessary 
 
5.  Send out press releases to present alternative scenarios to the public and ask for feedback 
 
6.  Finalize report (include summary of public input) and present to County Board on February 26, 2008  
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The Results  
The Friends of North Point formulated three alternative scenarios for consideration.  The following is a summary of the 
three scenarios.  The numbers in parentheses are the number of votes each item received during the planning process.  
The table is followed by a discussion of each scenario, summary of public input and preliminary cost estimates to 
implement each alternative. 
Alternative Scenarios for North Point Conservation Area 
 Limited disturbance/development ------------------- ------------------------��� � More development  
 Scenario 1  Scenario 2  Scenario 3  
Access/Parking Expand Parking area off of 

Ruggles Road (20) 
Expand Parking area off of 
Ruggles Road (20) 

Expand Parking area off of Ruggles 
Road (20) and improve road from 
Syndicate Park to North Point and 
create parking in already cleared areas 
in the dunes (3) 

Trails/access to 
dunes 

Keep existing rustic/gravel with 
some reinforcement to prevent 
erosion (23) 

Keep existing rustic/gravel with 
some reinforcement to prevent 
erosion (23) 

Install ramp from dune parking area to 
a wood/plastic observation deck on top 
of dune (3) 

Signage Add a sign at the entrance area 
explaining the importance of dune ecosystems and 
the need to respect the dune by not ascending the 

dune. (74) 

Add a sign at the entrance area 
explaining the importance of dune ecosystems and 
the need to respect the dune by not ascending the 

dune. (74) 

Add trail way finding signs (49) 

Add a sign at the entrance area explaining 
the importance of dune ecosystems and the need to respect 

the dune by not ascending the dune. (74) 

Add trail way finding signs (49) 
 
Add small tree/plant identification 
signs along trails (39) 
Add sign at top of dune explaining the 
importance of dune ecosystems and the need to respect the 

dune by not ascending the dune. (39)  
Bathrooms No bathrooms (8) Install pit/vault toilet at Ruggles 

Road parking area (5) 
Install pit/vault toilets at Ruggles 
parking area and dune parking area  (5) 

Other 
Amenities 

Continue to provide a dumpster in 
parking area from April – 
November (20) 

Dumpster with picnic tables, 
garbage cans and grills at Ruggles 
parking area (13) 

Dumpster with pavilion with picnic 
tables, garbage cans and grills at 
Ruggles parking area and dune parking 
area (5) 
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 Limited disturbance/development ------------------- ------------------------��� � More development  
 Scenario 1  Scenario 2  Scenario 3  
Group Use (non-
profits, community or 
church groups) 

Groups need reservations for 
overnight use. Establish a 
maximum number allowed per 
night. (35) 

Groups need reservations for 
overnight use. Establish a 
maximum number allowed per 
night. (35) 

Groups need reservations for overnight 
use and a fee is charged. (30) 

Maintenance Boy Scouts continue to care for 
the park (41) and establish an 
Adopt A Park program for 
volunteers to assist in park 
maintenance (29) 

Boy Scouts continue to care for 
the park (41) and establish an 
Adopt A Park program for 
volunteers to assist in park 
maintenance (29) 

County staff/road commission/ 
prisoner worker program/contract 
with private firm (15) 

Boy Scouts continue to care for the 
park (41) and establish an Adopt A 
Park program for volunteers to assist in 
park maintenance (29) 

County staff/road commission/prisoner 
worker program/contract with private 
firm (15) 

Marketing  Sign at entrance, County website 
www.vbco.org/northpoint.asp, 
word of mouth (29) 

Sign at entrance, County website, 
word of mouth (29) 

Limited to no cost – add 
information to existing websites 
(tourism councils, City, 
Township, etc.), to County Road 
map, region bike map, press 
releases, etc (37) 

Sign at entrance, County website, word 
of mouth (29) 

Limited to no cost – add information to 
existing websites (tourism councils, 
City, Township, etc.), to County Road 
map, region bike map, press releases, 
etc (37) 

Minimal cost – design, print and 
distribute brochure (20) 

Programming Develop a curriculum associated 
with using North Point (history – facts 
concerning South Haven, Van Buren County; 
Geology – glacier activity, dune formation; 
Ecology – development of forests (succession), 
bird watching, measuring dune movement Respect 
for nature – being quiet; Writing – narratives, 

poems, etc.) (14) 

Develop a curriculum associated 
with using North Point (history – facts 
concerning South Haven, Van Buren County; 
Geology – glacier activity, dune formation; 
Ecology – development of forests (succession), 
bird watching, measuring dune movement Respect 
for nature – being quiet; Writing – narratives, 

poems, etc.) (14) 

Develop a curriculum associated with 
using North Point (history – facts concerning 
South Haven, Van Buren County; Geology – glacier 
activity, dune formation; Ecology – development of forests 
(succession), bird watching, measuring dune movement 
Respect for nature – being quiet; Writing – narratives, 

poems, etc.) (14) 
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Narrative Summary of 3 Scenarios 
The following improvements are suggested in each scenario.   (Note that all work in the dune area would need to be 
engineered to meet MDEQ critical dune requirements and permits from MDEQ would need to be obtained.) 
 
Scenario #1 – improve parking area at Ruggles Road with an entrance sign and maintain existing gravel trail to top of 
dune.  
 
Scenario #2  – improve parking area at Ruggles Road with entrance sign, toilet and picnic area and add trail wayfinding 
signs along existing gravel trails to top of dune. 
 
Scenario #3  – improve parking area at Ruggles Road with entrance sign, toilet and picnic area.  Also improve the current 
service road up to dune area with an additional parking area with toilet and pavilion with picnic facilities.  Install a ramp 
from dune parking area up to the top of the dune with an overlook.  Signage would include a sign at top of dune, trail 
wayfinding signs, and tree/plant identification signs.  In this scenario, a charge is suggested for overnight group use. 
 
All three scenarios improve the North Point property for public use.  The scenarios range from a mostly 
natural/conservation area to a more developed recreation area.  All three scenarios provide more off street parking and an 
entrance sign explaining the importance of dune ecosystems and the need to preserve them.  All three scenarios offer 
additional parking which will address the State Park staff’s concerns about cars parking along Ruggles Road. 
 
All three scenarios provide for continued group use of the property by non-profit, community or church groups.  It is 
important that these groups understand and are trained to handle the rustic conditions.  In all three scenarios, there is a 
suggestion to market North Point more than is currently being done.  North Point is a treasure that should be promoted to 
residents and tourists who are seeking natural areas to hike, bird watch, and enjoy nature.  The notes from the Friends of 
North Point meetings contain several ideas about low cost marketing options. 
 
Along with marketing, in all three scenarios, there is a desire to see more school children utilize North Point to learn about 
nature and area history.  The Friends of North Point suggests that a curriculum be developed that can be utilized by 
teachers, groups or individuals to better understand and appreciate the North Point area.  The curriculum and resources 
could be available on the Internet for all users.  The curriculum could also apply to other parks in the area that have dune 
formations such as Covert Township Park and Van Buren State Park.  Covert Township Park and Van Buren State Park 
offer amenities such as bathrooms, pavilions, and picnic areas. 
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In Scenarios 2 and 3, a bathroom and picnic area is proposed.  If a bathroom were to be installed it should be near the 
parking area for better handicap accessibility and for easier access for maintenance.  It was also noted that the public 
sewer and water system was not close to North Point at this time and there are no plans for South Haven Township to 
expand the system to this area.  The soils on the property are poorly suited to accommodate septic systems.  Location of 
the picnic areas should be by the parking area to limit impact to the dune and natural areas and to offer easier handicap 
accessibility. 
 
In all three scenarios, the Friends of North Point would consider the installation of stairs from top of dune to the beach to 
limit erosion.  Even though this item received no votes from the committee, it is included in the report, because the group 
agreed that if erosion became a problem in the future, stairs should be considered at that point.  Otherwise, stairs to the 
beach were not wanted by anyone in the group.  Another alternative suggestion for handicap accessibility in the park is to 
offer a service with a small-motorized vehicle to go up the existing service road.   
 
In all scenarios, improved signage is suggested.  It is important to communicate to the user that the dunes are fragile and 
use must be limited to protect this important ecosystem.  Trail wayfinding signs could be slender posts with a blue dot for 
heading to the top of the dune and with a white dot on the other side indicating you were headed back to the parking area.  
If plant/tree identification signs are installed it is important to keep them very small and unobtrusive.  Sign making could be 
a project for scouts or schools. 
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The following table summarizes how each scenario relates to the Friends of North Point’s list of considerations. 
Consideration Scenario 1 Scenario 2 Scenario 3 

Cost Least cost Modest cost Most cost 
Maintenance/Replacement/Vandalism Least concern Modest concern Most concern 
Critical Dune – fragile ecosystem Least impact Modest impact Most impact 
Safety/Security - Limited access for police 

– Least amenities to 
protect  - Least traffic 

- Limited access for 
police – Some 
amenities to protect – 
Modest traffic 

- Better access for police - 
Most amenities to protect – 
Most traffic 

Handicap Accessibility Limited accessibility  Limited accessibility Most accessibility 
Current conditions – high quality site 
w/ little to no invasives 

Least impact Modest impact Most impact 

Context – other parks (State, township 
and city parks) in area and amenities 
offered 

-Rely on nearby parks to 
offer amenities and 
handicap access 
-Most unique compared 
to other parks 

-Rely on nearby parks 
to offer handicap 
access 
-Somewhat unique 
compared to other 
parks 

-Provide same or more 
amenities as other nearby 
parks and offer same or more 
handicap accessibility 
- Least unique compared to 
other parks 

Future of Van Buren County – how 
much open space/wild/undeveloped 
area will be left?  

Most natural/  
undeveloped open space 

Some natural/  
undeveloped open 
space  

Least natural/undeveloped 
open space 

County Board’s expectations Unknown unknown Unknown 
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Summary of Public Input  
Petition signatures – 2007  
Petitions were circulated in 2007 that said, “Petition to Keep North Point Property Open to the Public.  By signing this 
petition, I am expressing my opposition to the Van Buren County Board of Commissioners selling the North Point property 
(17 acres on Lake Michigan) in South Haven Township, Michigan to finance law enforcement and/or a new 
jail/courthouse.  The land should remain open to the public for current and future generations.”   
As of October 9, 2007, a total of 1,424 signatures  were received from the following constituents: 
Van Buren County  - 1077 signatures   Michigan (outside VB County) – 254 signatures 
Illinois- 42 signatures     Other States (not MI & IL) – 50 signatures 
Canada – 1 signature 
 
Solicited Public Input on Alternative Scenarios – J anuary – February 2008  - 232 comments received  

Public Input on Scenarios

1
57%

2
4%

3
18%

4
0%

5
21%

1

2

3

4

5

 
*Note -  some people indicated their preference to be between scenarios 1 and 2 or between scenarios 2 and 3.   In the 
graph, these are indicated as “Scenario 1-2” and “Scenario 2-3” respectively. 
 

Scenario 1 – 57% - 132 people 
 
Scenario 1-2 – 4% - 9 people 
 
Scenario 2 – 18% - 42 people 
 
Scenario 2-3 –0% - 1 person 
 
Scenario 3 – 21% - 48 people 
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Preliminary Cost Estimates  
Obviously, the costs increase from Scenario 1 to Scenario 3.  The Friends of North Point did put together some very 
rough initial cost estimates with assistance from the County Road Commission and the County Buildings and Grounds 
Director.  It must be noted that because these activities are proposed in a critical dune area, engineering and permitting 
issues may cause the costs to be much greater than what the group anticipated.  In addition, different agencies or 
departments may have different staff capacities, access to equipment or ability to access volunteer labor and/or material 
donations to reduce costs.  These cost estimates are only to install facilities.  There are no estimated maintenance costs 
provided, which would include routine maintenance and replacing or repairing facilities due to vandalism or other 
destruction due to human or natural forces.   
 
Preliminary Cost Estimates  
Item Scenario #1 Scenario #2 Scenario #3 
20 car parking area $13,400 $13,400 $26,800 
Entrance sign (full color + design work) $800 $800 $800 
MDEQ permit $1300 $1300 $1300 
Way finding signs  ($36 each)  $288 $288 
Handicap accessible toilet  ($3,000 each)  $3000 $6000 
Picnic tables  ($125 each)  500 2000 
Grills ($90 each)  $180 $540 
Sign at top of dune  $500 $500 
Plant/tree ID signs ($30 each)   $900 
Gravel road    $11,000 - $30,000 
Pavilion   $5,600-$14,000 
Wooden ramp   $8200 
Wooden deck overlook   $4500 - $8500 

Total  $15,500 $19,968 $68,428-$99,828 
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Recommendation on Construction and Management of No rth Point  
In every scenario there are improvements proposed that will increase the use of North Point.  All three scenarios suggest 
the continued use of the Boy Scouts for assistance with maintenance of the property, but also suggest utilizing a volunteer 
Adopt-A-Park program to assist in increased maintenance work due to increased use of the property.  In scenarios two 
and three, volunteers would not be sufficient for routine maintenance, so additional County staff or hired contractors will 
be needed to ensure adequate maintenance and cleaning of facilities (especially for the bathrooms).   Any improvements 
to the existing trail would need to be coordinated with the Van Buren State Park because the trail crosses into the State 
Park property. 
 
The County should take steps to ensure that all improvements will be sensitive to the fragile dune environment.  In 
addition, permits will most likely be needed from MDEQ for any work on the property.  The County should have a MDEQ 
representative look at the property before any improvements suggested in this report are considered.  The Friends of 
North Point also suggested utilizing the expertise of the Southwest Michigan Land 
Conservancy staff for property management.  Their expertise with maintaining ecologically 
significant lands is impressive.  SWMLC could help to ensure that overuse of the property 
does not degrade the health of the forested dune ecosystem found at North Point.  Forming 
an advisory board with SWMLC as a member would be beneficial. 

The County should have a 
MDEQ representative look at 
the property before any 
improvements suggested in 
this report are considered.   
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Recommendation on Leaving A Legacy  
The Friends of North Point want to see North Point in Van Buren County’s future – for eternity.  This parcel has belonged 
to the people of Van Buren County for almost a century, a unique jewel along the highly developed shoreline of Lake 
Michigan, an important remnant of the county’s heritage.  Keeping as much public 
access to Lake Michigan as possible will help the South Haven area and the County 
grow and prosper in the future.  Van Buren County and the South Haven area are 
relying more and more on tourism and second home growth.  North Point Conservation 
Area helps to make South Haven, Van Buren County and Michigan a tourist destination, 
as well as a great place to live.  North Point Conservation Area is an irreplaceable 
public treasure. 
 
The County Board of Commissioners could leave a legacy for future generations by placing a conservation easement on 
the North Point property.  The County Board could set up a committee to begin working with the Southwest Michigan Land 
Conservancy to develop language/terms that would be acceptable to the County.   
 
What is a Conservation Easement?   A conservation easement is a legal agreement between a landowner and an IRS 
recognized qualified organization, such as, a land conservancy, that extinguishes the development rights. The 
conservation easement permanently limits a property's uses and protects the identified conservation values through 
agreed upon uses and restrictions. 

The objectives of a conservation easement may vary but usually include one or more of the following:  protection of 
natural features, preservation of natural habitats of plants and animals, preservation of scenic and open space vistas, 
conservation of prime agricultural lands, and historic preservation.  The conservation easement can include language to 
ensure that public access to the property is maintained.   

Conservation easements are flexible and can be written to meet the particular needs/desires of the landowner while 
protecting the property's conservation values.  The conservation easement is recorded to the property deed and is 
perpetual, providing the qualified organization the rights to legally enforce the restrictions to protect the conservation 
values.  The county would retain ownership with the ability to convey the property and engage in activities, which do not 
adversely affect the conservation values 

 
 The dune areas of Michigan are “a unique, irreplaceable, and fragile resource that provide 

significant recreational, economic, scientific, geological, scenic, botanical, educational, agricultural 
and ecological benefits to the people of Michigan and to people from other states and countries 
who visit this resource.” [Taken from findings Michigan State Legislature in the Sand Dune Protection Act.]   

North Point Conservation Area 
helps to make South Haven, Van 
Buren County and Michigan a 
tourist destination, as well as a 
great place to live.   
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Funding Ideas  
In all three scenarios, donations of materials and labor would help to offset costs.   
 
There was much discussion around creating a County Park System with a countywide parks and recreation plan and 
seeking a ¼ millage to support efforts.  A ¼ mill would generate about $600,000 in Van Buren County.  A parks and 
recreation plan meeting MDNR standards would make the county eligible to apply for Michigan Natural Resource Trust 
Fund grants. 
 
A funding/fundraising mechanism could be instituted such as a donation box, charge for group use, capital campaign, 
fundraising efforts, envelope with donation form, add North Point to trail passes, etc.) 
 
Grants could be sought from private and community foundations such as Entergy and Alcoa. 
 
There are also efforts in the State Legislature to secure funding for parks and recreation.  Currently, there is a bill to offer 
a license plate with a fee that would help fund local parks and recreation efforts.  Another proposal is to take one-sixth of 
sales tax charged on sporting goods and put in the Michigan Conservation and Recreation Legacy Fund.  This would 
generate $20 million a year.  The fund would support all of the DNR’s recreation programs.   
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Appendix - Soils and Slope at North Point Conservat ion Area  
West of the drain to Lake Michigan- 36E-Oakville fi ne sand, 25 to 60 percent slopes  

This steep and very steep, well drained soil is on dunes and beach ridges.  Most areas are wooded. Some are mined for 
sand. This soil is generally unsuited to cropland, building site development, septic tank absorption fields, and sewage 
lagoons because of the slope.  This soil is well suited to woodland. The major management concerns are the erosion 
hazard, the equipment limitation, and seedling mortality. This soil is poorly suited to most recreation uses. The major 
management concerns are the slope; the soft, loose, sandy surface layer; and the hazard of erosion. Paths and trails can 
be designed so that they conform to the natural slope of the land. Covering paths and trails with bark and wood chips 
improves trafficability and helps to control erosion. The plant cover is generally too sparse to withstand heavy foot traffic. 

Near the drain that runs through the property - 17A -Brems sand, 0 to 2 percent slopes  

This nearly level, moderately well drained soil is in low depressions. The seasonal high water table is at a depth of 2 to 3 
feet in winter and spring.  Most areas of this soil are farmed. Some are used as woodland.  This soil is well suited to 
woodland. Seedling mortality is the major management concern.  Because of the wetness, this soil is poorly suited to 
building site development. Buildings with basements should be constructed on well-compacted fill material, which raises 
the site. A drainage system reduces the wetness.  This soil is poorly suited to septic tank absorption fields and is generally 
unsuited to sewage lagoons. The wetness and a poor filtering capacity are the major limitations. The soil readily absorbs 
but does not adequately filter the effluent from septic tanks. The poor filtering capacity can result in the pollution of ground 
water supplies. 

At Ruggles Road to the drain - 45B-Covert sand, 0 t o 4 percent slopes  

This nearly level and undulating, moderately well drained soil is in broad areas, on narrow ridge tops, and on low knolls on 
lake plains. The seasonal high water table is 2.0 to 3.5 feet below the surface from November through April.  This soil is 
well suited to woodland.  Because of the wetness, this soil is only fairly well suited to building site development. It is poorly 
suited to septic tank absorption fields and generally unsuited to sewage lagoons because of the wetness and a poor 
filtering capacity. The soil readily absorbs but does not adequately filter the effluent. The poor filtering capacity can result 
in the pollution of ground water supplies. Buildings with basements should be constructed on well-compacted fill material, 
which raises the site. A drainage system helps to lower the water table. Special construction methods, such as filling or 
mounding with suitable material, may be needed to raise septic tank absorption fields above the water table. 
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Appendix – Sample Conservation Easement Language  
 

 CONSERVATION EASEMENT  
 
DATE:   (INSERT DATE ) 
 
DONOR/OWNER: (INSERT DONOR’S NAME, MARITAL STATUS AND ADDRESS ) 
 
DONEE/CONSERVANCY:  (INSERT NAME AND ADDRESS) 
 
For Purposes of this Conservation Easement, the Donor, who is the current Owner, and all subsequent Owners of the subject Property, 
will be referred to as the “Owner” throughout this Conservation Easement.  The Donee will be referred to as the “Conservancy” 
throughout this Conservation Easement.  (Donor and Donee should be listed as Grantor and Grantee in the case of a purchase of 
a conservation easement). 
 
PROPERTY: (INSERT COMPLETE LEGAL DESCRIPTION ) 
 
CONVEYANCE:  The Owner conveys and warrants to the Conservancy a perpetual Conservation Easement over the Property.  
The scope of this Conservation Easement is set forth in this agreement.  This conveyance is a gift from the Donor to the Conservancy.  
Accordingly, this is exempt from Transfer Tax pursuant to MCL 207.505(a) and 207.526(a).  (Delete exemption language in the case 
of a purchase of the conservation easement). 
 
THE OWNER AND THE CONSERVANCY AGREE TO THE FOLLOWING:  
1.  PURPOSES OF THIS CONSERVATION EASEMENT AND COMMITMENTS OF THE DONOR/OWNER AND THE 
CONSERVANCY. 

A. This Conservation Easement assures that the Property will be perpetually preserved in its predominately natural, scenic, 
historic, agricultural, forested, and open space (DELETE THOSE THAT DO NOT APPLY)  condition.  The 
Purposes of this Conservation Easement are to protect the Property’s natural resource and watershed values; to 
maintain and enhance biodiversity; to retain quality habitat for native plants and animals, and to maintain and enhance 
the natural features of the Property.  Any uses of the Property which may impair or interfere with the Conservation 
Values are expressly prohibited.   

B. The Donor is the Owner of the Property and is committed to preserving the Conservation Values of the Property.  The 
Owner agrees to confine use of the Property to activities consistent with the Purposes of this Easement and the 
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preservation of the Conservation Values.   
C. The Conservancy is a qualified Recipient of this Conservation Easement, is committed to preserving the Conservation 

Values of the Property, and is committed to upholding the terms of this Conservation Easement.   The Conservancy 
protects natural habitats of fish, wildlife, plants, and the ecosystems that support them.  The Conservancy also 
preserves open spaces, including farms and forests, where such preservation is for the scenic enjoyment of the general 
public or pursuant to clearly delineated governmental conservation policies and where it will yield a significant public 
benefit. 

 
2. CONSERVATION VALUES.      The Property possesses natural, scenic, historic, open space, scientific, biological, and 

ecological values (DELETE THOSE THAT DO NOT APPLY)  of prominent importance to the Owner, the Conservancy, 
and the public.  These values are referred to as the “Conservation Values” in this Easement.  The Conservation Values include 
the following: 
(NOTE TO DRAFTER:  It is critically important to in clude all of the Conservation Values that are specific to your 
Property.  Include the following values that pertain; add additional specific values; include local policy statements, 
goals, and laws; delete those Conservation Values that do not apply; delete any legislation that does not apply.  The 
headings are meant to stimulate ideas for listing Conservation Values and may be deleted).   

 
OPEN SPACE and SCENIC: 
A. A scenic landscape and natural character, which would be impaired by modification of the Property. 
B. A scenic panorama visible to the public from publicly accessible sites, which would be adversely affected by 

modifications of the natural habitat. 
C. Relief from urban closeness. 
D. Prominent visibility to the public from (INSERT), and, which will enhance tourism if preserved in its natural state. 
E. Biological integrity of other land in the vicinity has been modified by intense urbanization, and the trend is expected to 

continue. 
F. There is a reasonable possibility that the Conservancy may acquire other valuable property rights on nearby or adjacent 

properties to expand the Conservation Values preserved by this Conservation Easement. 
 
 PUBLIC POLICY:  

G. The State of Michigan has recognized the importance of protecting our natural resources as delineated in the 1963 
Michigan Constitution, Article IV, Section 52,  “The conservation and development of the natural resources of the state 
are hereby declared to be of paramount public concern in the interest of the health, safety, and general welfare of the 
people.  The legislature shall provide for the protection of the air, water, and other natural resources of the state from 
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pollution, impairment, and destruction.” 
H. The Property is preserved pursuant to a clearly delineated federal, state, or local conservation policy and yields a 

significant public benefit.  The following legislation, regulations, and policy statements establish relevant public policy: 
(For a more extensive list of relevant laws, see the Collection of Conservation, Preservation, and Environmental 
Laws and Summaries compiled by the Little Traverse Conservancy in April 2000 and provided to each land 
conservancy in Michigan.) 

C Conservation and Historic Preservation Easement, Sub part 11 of Part 21 of the Michigan Natural Resources and 
Environmental Protection Act - MCL §§ 324.2140 et seq.; 

 C Biological Diversity Conservation, Part 355 of the Michigan Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act – 
MCL §§ 324.35501 et seq; (Legislative Findings § 324.35502); 

C Sand Dune Protection and Management, Part 353 of the Michigan Natural Resources and Environmental Protection 
Act, MCL §§ 324.35301 et seq.; (Legislative Findings MCL § 324.35302); 

 C Wetland Protection, Part 303 of the Michigan Natural Resources and Environmental Act - MCL §§ 324.30301 et seq.; 
(Legislative Findings MCL § 324.30302); 

 C Water Pollution Control Act of 1972, 33 USC §§ 1251 - 1387 (§1251 Goals & Policy; § 1344 Wetlands permitting, aka 
“Section 404” Clean Water Act.); 

 C Coastal Zone Management Act, 16 USC §§ 1451 et seq.; (§§ 1451, 1452 Congressional Findings and Policy.); 
C Shorelands Protection and Management, Part 323 of the Michigan Natural Resources and Environmental Protection 

Act - MCL §§ 324.32301 et seq.; 
C Inland Lakes and Streams, Part 301 of the Michigan Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act - MCL §§ 

324.30101 et seq.;  
C Great Lakes Submerged Lands, Part 325 of the Michigan Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act - MCL 

§§ 324.32501 et seq.; 
 

C Farmland and Open Space Preservation, Part 361 of the Michigan Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act 
- MCL §§ 324.36101 et seq.; 

C Soil Conservation, Erosion, and Sedimentation Control, Parts 91 & 93 of the Michigan Natural Resources and 
Environmental Protection Act – MCL §§ 324.9101 et seq; 324.9301 et seq; (Legislative Policy § 324.9302); 

 
I. The (INSERT) governmental agency has endorsed the proposed scenic view of the Property under a landscape 

inventory, pursuant to a review process. 
J. The (INSERT) office has recognized the importance of the Property as an ecological and scenic resource, by 

designating this and other land as (INSERT). 
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K. The Township / County of (INSERT) has designated this area as (INSERT) in its Comprehensive Plan dated 
(INSERT). 

L. (Insert local policy statements which apply).   
 
 WILDLIFE VALUES : 

M. The Property is home to many species of wildlife, including: (INSERT).   
N. The Property provides vital corridor wetlands and upland wildlife habitats, which serve as a connection for wildlife 

movement and create a natural “greenway” (INSERT AREA) .   
O. The Property is noteworthy for the (INSERT). 

 
 ECOLOGICAL / HABITAT:  

P. The Property contains significant natural habitat in which fish, wildlife, plants, or the ecosystems, which support them, 
thrive in a natural state. 

Q. Wetlands, as described in Wetland Protection, Part 303 of the Michigan Natural Resources and Environmental Code 
MCL 324.30301 et seq., identified as important natural resources for the people of the State of Michigan, are present on 
the Property. 

R. Habitat for rare, endangered, or threatened species of animal, fish, plants, or fungi, including: (INSERT SPECIES). 
(INSERT if threatened or endangered and if in the State of Michigan or federal) are supported on the Property. 

S. The Property contains natural areas, which represent high quality examples of terrestrial or aquatic communities 
(INSERT). 

T. The Property contains sustainable habitat for biodiverse vegetation, birds, fish, and terrestrial animals. 
U. A diversity of plant and animal life are found on the Property in an unusually broad range of habitats for a property of 

its size. 
 

V. The Property is characteristic of (INSERT).  Its dominant vegetation is (INSERT) interspersed with (INSERT other 
habitats, streams, important natural features).  These plant communities are in a relatively natural and undisturbed 
condition and support the full range of wildlife species found in these habitat types. 

W. The Property contains natural wetland areas that provide habitat for aquatic invertebrates, reptiles, amphibians, and 
aquatic and/or emergent vegetation. 

X. Valued native forest land exists on the Property, which includes diverse native species, trees of many age classes and 
structural diversity, including a multi-story canopy, standing dead trees and downed logs. 

 
 WATERSHED PROTECTION:  
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Y. The Property provides important natural land within the watershed of (INSERT).  Protection of the Property in its 
natural and open space condition helps to ensure the quality and quantity of water resources for the (INSERT) area. 

Z. The Property includes the (INSERT) feet of frontage on the (INSERT)(river, stream, lake). 
AA. The Property has a significant amount of undeveloped frontage on the banks/shore of (INSERT), which is a State 

designated Natural River (designated as a Wilderness River, Wild and Scenic River, or Country-Scenic River) under 
the Natural Rivers Section (Part 305) of the Michigan’s Natural Resources Environmental Protection Act, MCL §§ 
324.30501-30515 et seq.,  (OR) a State designated “Blue Ribbon Trout Stream” considered by the Department of 
Natural Resources to be one of the “Top Ten” trout streams in Michigan. 

BB. Sections of the property are situated on hillsides with slopes greater than 20% that are adjacent to or in close proximity 
to (INSERT BODY OF WATER OR STREAM)  and the vegetated slopes would be highly susceptible to erosion 
damage and accelerated stormwater runoff that could adversely affect water quality if the trees or other vegetation were 
removed. 

 
 ADJACENT TO PROTECTED LANDS: 

CC. The Property lies in close proximity to the following conserved properties, which similarly preserve the existing natural 
habitat,: (INSERT). 

DD. This Easement protects a natural area which contributes to the ecological viability of a local, state, or national park, 
nature preserve, wildlife refuge, wilderness area, or similar conservation area. 

EE. Preservation of the Property enables the Owner to integrate the Conservation values with other neighboring lands. 
 
3. BASELINE DOCUMENTATION.   Specific Conservation Values of the Property have been documented in a natural 

resource inventory signed by the Owner and the Conservancy.  This “Baseline Documentation Report” consists of maps, a 
depiction of all existing human-made modifications, prominent vegetation, identification of flora and fauna, land use history, 
distinct natural features, and photographs.  The parties acknowledge that this natural resources inventory, the Baseline 
Documentation Report, is an accurate representation of the Property at the time of this donation. 

 
4. PROHIBITED ACTIONS.    Any activity on, or use of, the Property which is inconsistent with the Purposes of this 

Conservation Easement or which is detrimental to the Conservation Values is expressly prohibited.  By way of example, but 
not by way of limitation, the following activities and uses are explicitly prohibited: 

 
A. Division.  Any division or subdivision of the Property is prohibited. 
B. Commercial Activities.   Any commercial activity on the Property is prohibited.  De minimis commercial recreational 

activity is, however, permitted. 



 
 

24 

  (Optional language) except as associated with permitted activities (such as agriculture, timber management, home 
business) as specified in Section 5 below. 

C. Industrial Activities.    Any industrial activity on the Property is prohibited. 
D. Construction.   The placement or construction of any human-made modification such as, but not limited to, structures, 

buildings, fences, roads, and parking lots is prohibited. 
E. Cutting Vegetation.  Any cutting of trees or vegetation, including pruning or trimming, is prohibited, except for the 

cutting or removal of trees or vegetation, which pose a threat to human life or property. 
F. Land Surface Alteration.    Any mining or alteration of the surface of the land is prohibited, including any substance 

that must be quarried or removed by methods that will consume or deplete the surface estate, including, but not limited 
to, the removal of topsoil, sand, gravel, rock, and peat.  In addition, exploring for, developing, and extracting oil, gas, 
hydrocarbons, or petroleum products are all prohibited activities. 

G. Dumping.   Waste and unsightly or offensive material is not allowed and may not be accumulated on the Property. 
H. Water Courses, Ground Water.  Natural watercourses, lakes, wetlands, or other bodies of water may not be altered.  

In addition, water from ground or surface sources may not be diverted. 
I. Off-Road Recreational Vehicles.  Motorized off-road vehicles such as, but not limited to, snowmobiles, dune buggies, 

all-terrain vehicles, and motorcycles may not be operated off of designated roads on the Property. 
J. Signs and Billboards.   Billboards are prohibited.  Signs are prohibited, except the following signs may be displayed to 

state: 
   The name and address of the property or the owner’s name. 
   The area is protected by a conservation easement. 
   Educational and safety messages 
   Prohibition of any unauthorized entry or use. 
   An advertisement for the sale or rent of the Property. 
  
 
5. PERMITTED USES.     The Owner retains all ownership rights, which are not expressly restricted by this Conservation 

Easement.  In particular, the following rights are reserved: 
 

A. Right to Convey.   The Owner retains the right to sell, mortgage, bequeath, or donate the Property.  Any conveyance 
will remain subject to the terms of the Conservation Easement and the subsequent Owner will be bound by all 
obligations in this agreement. 

B. (Optional)  Right to Maintain and Replace Existing Structures.    The Owner retains the right to maintain, renovate, 
and replace the existing structure(s) as noted in the Baseline Documentation Report in substantially the same location 
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and size.  Any expansion or replacement may not substantially alter the character or function of the structure.  Prior to 
beginning renovation or replacement of the existing structures, the Owner will provide a written plan to the 
Conservancy for the Conservancy’s review and approval.  Such approval shall not be unreasonably withheld. 

C. (Optional)  Right to Add Designated Structures or Uses.   The Owner retains the right to add the following 
structures, modifications, or uses on the following legally described portion of the Property (Insert legal description of 
building envelope).  Prior to beginning construction, the Owner will provide a written plan to the Conservancy for the 
Conservancy’s review and approval.  Such approval shall not be unreasonably withheld. 

   1.   _________ 
   
   2.   _________ 
 
   3.   _________ 
 
6. RIGHTS OF THE CONSERVANCY.    The Owner confers the following rights upon the Conservancy to perpetually 

maintain the Conservation Values of the Property: 
 
A. Right to Enter.   The Conservancy has the right to enter the Property at reasonable times to monitor the Conservation 

Easement Property.  Furthermore, the Conservancy has the right to enter the Property at reasonable times to enforce 
compliance with, or otherwise exercise its rights under, this Conservation Easement.  The Conservancy may not, 
however, unreasonably interfere with the Owner’s use and quiet enjoyment of the Property.  The Conservancy has no 
right to permit others to enter the Property.  The general public is not granted access to the Property under this 
Conservation Easement. 

B. Right to Preserve.    The Conservancy has the right to prevent any activity on or use of the Property that is inconsistent 
with the Purposes of this Conservation Easement or detrimental to the Conservation Values of the Property. 

C. Right to Require Restoration.   The Conservancy has the right to require the Owner to restore the areas or features of 
the Property which are damaged by any activity inconsistent with this Conservation Easement. 

D. Signs.   The Conservancy has the right to place signs on the Property which identify the land as protected by this 
Conservation Easement.   The number and location of any signs are subject to the Owner’s approval. 

 
7. CONSERVANCY’S REMEDIES.   This section addresses cumulative remedies of the Conservancy and limitations on these 

remedies.   
 

A. Delay in Enforcement.   A delay in enforcement shall not be construed as a waiver of the Conservancy’s right to 
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eventually enforce the terms of this Conservation Easement.   
B. Acts Beyond Owner’s Control.   The Conservancy may not bring an action against the Owner for modifications to the 

Property resulting from causes beyond the Owners’ control, including, but not limited to, unauthorized actions by third 
parties, natural disasters such as unintentional fires, floods, storms, natural earth movement, or even an Owner’s well-
intentioned action in response to an emergency resulting in changes to the Property.  The Owner has no responsibility 
under this Conservation Easement for such unintended modifications.   

C. Notice and Demand.   If the Conservancy determines that the Owner is in violation of this Conservation Easement, or 
that a violation is threatened, the Conservancy shall provide written notice to the Owner.  The written notice will 
identify the violation and request corrective action to cure the violation and, where the Property has been injured, to 
restore the Property.    
However, if at any time the Conservancy determines, at its sole discretion, that the violation constitutes immediate and 
irreparable harm, no written notice is required.   The Conservancy may then immediately pursue its remedies to prevent 
or limit harm to the Conservation Values of the Property.   
If the Conservancy determines that this Conservation Easement is, or is expected to be, violated, and the Conservancy’s 
good-faith and reasonable efforts to notify the Owner are unsuccessful, the Conservancy may pursue its lawful 
remedies to mitigate or prevent harm to the Conservation Values without prior notice and without awaiting the Owner’s 
opportunity to cure.   The Owner agrees to reimburse all reasonable costs associated with this effort. 

D. Failure to Act.    If, within 28 days after written notice, the Owner does not implement corrective measures requested 
by the Conservancy, the Conservancy may bring an action in law or in equity to enforce the terms of the Conservation 
Easement.  In the case of immediate or irreparable harm, or if an Owner is unable to be notified, the Conservancy may 
invoke these same remedies without notification and/or awaiting the expiration of the 28-day period.     
The Conservancy is entitled to enjoin the violation through temporary or permanent injunctive relief and to seek 
specific performance, declaratory relief, restitution, reimbursement of expenses, and/or an order compelling the Owner 
to restore the Property.  If the court determines that the Owner has failed to comply with this Conservation Easement, 
the Owner shall also reimburse the Conservancy for all reasonable litigation costs and reasonable attorney’s fees, and 
all costs of corrective action or Property restoration incurred by the Conservancy.  

E. Unreasonable Litigation.   If the Conservancy initiates litigation against the Owner to enforce this Conservation 
Easement, and if the court determines that the litigation was initiated without reasonable cause or in bad faith, then the 
court may require the Conservancy to reimburse the Owner’s reasonable costs and reasonable attorney’s fees in 
defending the action. 

F. Actual or Threatened Non-Compliance.   The Conservancy’s rights under this Section, Conservancy Remedies, 
apply equally in the event of either actual or threatened violations of the terms of this Easement.  The Owner agrees 
that the Conservancy’s claim for money damages for any violation of the terms of this Easement is inadequate.  The 



 
 

27 

Conservancy shall also be entitled to affirmative and prohibitive injunctive relief and specific performance, both 
prohibitive and mandatory.   The Conservancy’s claim for injunctive relief or specific performance for a violation of 
this Conservation Easement shall not require proof of actual damages to the Conservation Values. 

G. Cumulative Remedies.   The preceding remedies of the Conservancy are cumulative.  Any, or all, of the remedies may 
be invoked by the Conservancy if there is an actual or threatened violation of this Conservation Easement.   

 
8. NOTIFICATION PROVISION.     The Conservancy is entitled to 60 Days written notice whenever its approval is required 

under this Conservation Easement.  If the Conservancy fails to respond within 60 Days after it receives the written request, 
then its approval shall be deemed given.  This implied approval shall not extend to any activity contrary to this Conservation 
Easement or impairing a Conservation Value.  The Conservancy’s approval shall continue for three years.  If the approved 
activity is not completed within three years after the approval date, then the Owner must re-submit the written application to 
the Conservancy. 

 
9. CONSERVATION EASEMENT REQUIREMENTS UNDER MICHIGAN L AW AND UNITED STATES 

TREASURY REGULATIONS.   
   

A. This Conservation Easement is created pursuant to the Conservation and Historic Preservation Easement, Sub part 11 
of Part 21 of the Michigan Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act (NREPA) - MCL §§ 324.2140 et seq. 

B. This Conservation Easement is established for conservation purposes pursuant to the Internal Revenue Code, as 
amended at Title 26, U.S.C.A., Section 170(h)(1)-(6) and Sections 2031(c), 2055, and 2522, and under Treasury 
Regulations at Title 26 C.F.R. § 1.170A-14 et seq, as amended. 

C. The Conservancy is qualified to hold conservation easements pursuant to these statutes.   It is a publicly funded, non-
profit 501(c)(3) organization. 

 
10. OWNERSHIP COSTS AND LIABILITIES.    In accepting this Conservation Easement, the Conservancy shall have no 

liability or other obligation for costs, liabilities, taxes, or insurance of any kind related to the Property.  The Conservancy’s 
rights do not include the right, in absence of a judicial decree, to enter the Property for the purpose of becoming an operator of 
the Property within the meaning of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act.  The 
Conservancy, its members, trustees or directors, officers, employees, and agents have no liability arising from injury or death 
to any person or physical damage to any property on the Property.  The Owner agrees to defend the Conservancy against such 
claims arising during the term of the Owner’s ownership of the Property.   

 
11. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.  (Suggested, but optional language)  The Owner warrants that Owner has no knowledge of a 
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release of hazardous substances or hazardous wastes on the Property.  The Owner agrees to protect and defend the 
Conservancy against any claims of hazardous materials contamination on the Property. 

12. CESSATION OF EXISTENCE.   If the Conservancy shall cease to exist or if it fails to be a “qualified organization” for 
purposes of Internal Revenue Code Section 170(h)(3), or if the Conservancy is no longer authorized to acquire and hold 
conservation easements, then this Conservation Easement shall become vested in another entity.  This entity shall be a 
“qualified organization” for purposes of Internal Revenue Code Section 170(h)(3).  The Conservancy’s rights and 
responsibilities shall be assigned to any entity having similar conservation purposes to which such right may be awarded under 
the cy pres doctrine. 

13. TERMINATION.   This Conservation Easement may be extinguished only by an unexpected change in condition which 
causes it to be impossible to fulfill the Conservation Easement’s purposes, or by exercise of eminent domain. 

 
A. Unexpected Change in Conditions.   If subsequent circumstances render the Purposes of this Conservation Easement 

impossible to fulfill, then this Conservation Easement may be partially or entirely terminated only by judicial 
proceedings.  The Conservancy will then be entitled to compensation in accordance with the provisions of IRC 
Treasury Regulations Section 1.170A-14(g)(6)(ii).   

B. Eminent Domain.   If the Property is taken, in whole or in part, by power of eminent domain, then the Conservancy 
will be entitled to compensation by the method as is set forth in IRC Treasury Regulations Section 1.170A-14(g)(6)(ii).   

14. LIBERAL CONSTRUCTION.   This Conservation Easement shall be liberally construed in favor of maintaining the 
Conservation Values of the Property and in accordance with the Conservation and Historic Preservation Easement, Sub part 11 
of Part 21 of the Michigan Natural Resources and Environmental Code MCL 324.2140 et seq. 

15. NOTICES.   For purposes of this agreement, notices may be provided to either party by personal delivery or by mailing a 
written notice to the party (at the last known address of a party) by First Class mail.   

16. SEVERABILITY.   If any portion of this Conservation Easement is determined to be invalid, the remaining provisions will 
remain in force. 

17. SUCCESSORS.   This Conservation Easement is binding upon, and inures to the benefit of, the Donor/Owner’s and the 
Conservancy’s successors in interest.  All subsequent Owners of the Property are bound to all provisions of this Conservation 
Easement to the same extent as the Donor. 

18. TERMINATION OF RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS.   A party’s future rights and obligations under this Conservation 
Easement terminate upon transfer of that party’s interest in the Property.  Liability for acts or omissions occurring prior to 
transfer will survive the transfer. 

19. MICHIGAN LAW.    This Conservation Easement will be construed in accordance with Michigan Law. 
20. ENTIRE AGREEMENT.    This Conservation Easement sets forth the entire agreement of the parties.  It is intended to 

supersede all prior discussions or understandings.   
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TWO WITNESSES:     OWNER: 
*(Print/type names under signatures) 
                                                                       __________________________________                                                                    
 
STATE OF MICHIGAN ) COUNTY OF                         ) 
 
Acknowledged before me on this            of                                    , of 20__, by  (Insert Owner’s names)            ,         (Insert marital 
status)           . 
 Notary Public, State of Michigan 

County of __________________My Commission Expires _______________Acting in the County of  _______________ 
 
 
 
TWO WITNESSES:     CONSERVANCY: 
(*Print/type names under signatures) 
___________________________________                _______________________________________ 
 
STATE OF MICHIGAN ) COUNTY OF                         ) 
 
Acknowledged before me on this            of                                    , of 20__, by  (Insert Executive Director or signer’s name, , known to 
me to be the                                 of the          (Insert Conservancy name)     .    

Notary Public, State of Michigan 
 County of __________________My Commission Expires _______________Acting in the County of  _______________ 
 
 
AFTER RECORDING SEND TO:  
Insert correct name and address 
 
SEND TAX BILL TO: 
Owner 
 
PREPARED BY: 
Insert Name and address 
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Appendix – Public Input  

Petition signatures – 2007  
Petitions were circulated in 2007 that said “Petition to Keep North Point Property Open to the Public.  By signing this 
petition, I am expressing my opposition to the Van Buren County Board of Commissioners selling the North Point property 
(17 acres on Lake Michigan) in South Haven Township, Michigan to finance law enforcement and/or a new 
jail/courthouse.  The land should remain open to the public for current and future generations.”   
As of October 9, 2007, a total of 1,424 signatures  were received from the following constituents: 
Van Buren County  - 1077 signatures   Michigan (outside VB County) – 254 signatures 
Illinois- 42 signatures     Other States (not MI & IL) – 50 signatures 
Canada – 1 signature 
 
Solicited Public Input on Alternative Scenarios – J anuary – February 2008  - 232 comments received  

Public Input on Scenarios

1
57%

2
4%

3
18%

4
0%

5
21%

1

2

3

4

5

 

*Note -  some people indicated their preference to be between scenarios 1 and 2 or between scenarios 2 and 3.   In the 
graph, these are indicated as “Scenario 1-2” and “Scenario 2-3” respectively. 

 

Scenario 1 – 57% - 132 people 
 
Scenario 1-2 – 4% - 9 people 
 
Scenario 2 – 18% - 42 people 
 
Scenario 2-3 –0% - 1 person 
 
Scenario 3 – 21% - 48 people 
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Support for Scenario #1 – (132 people)  
1.  I want it to stay the same as it is really.  No real development other than protection.  Thanks -  Judy Filbrandt,  South 
Haven 269-637-5739   - January 25, 2008 
 
2.  I was delighted to learn that North Point will be permanently preserved and the fragile ecosystem will be protected.  
Since the property is located so close to the Van Buren State Park (and therefore the accompanying amenities--picnic 
tables, restrooms, etc.), I would be in favor of preservation of the North Point property in its present state as a primitive 
conservation area with public access.  Thank you and all who were involved in the process of getting this land protected 
from development! - Melanie Perry  - January 25, 2008 
 
3.  How wonderful that the North Point acreage will not be made into yet more housing. I am in favor of preservation as it 
is - primitive with public access. Amenities are available at the nearby Van Buren State Park. Thank you to all of you who 
work so hard to preserve this land. 
Joyce Leppard  - January 25, 2008 
 
4-5.  My name is John Friedrich and my wife Esther Friedrich would like to put 2 votes  in for leaving the property 
unchanged.  Thank You John Friedrich - January 25, 2008 
 
6.  I have spent time looking at the three different scenarios developed for the North Point Conservation Area.  I strongly 
support Scenario #1 which limits to the greatest degree possible disturbance of the natural land characteristics.  I very 
much appreciate your solicitation of citizen input and wish your committee well in its ongoing work. 
Stephen Lietz –  January 29, 2008 
 
7. i would vote for scenario 1, at least for the moment . . .17 acres is not very large, so what happens on those 17 acres 
will be heavily influenced by what happens on the land to the north and the land to the south . . . so, for example, if the 
mdnr would manage a significant number of acres adjoining north point as primitive conservation area, then the 
arrangement would be more ecologically stable . . .i live in ingham county, but over the years have done research on 
agriculture in van buren county . . . i also teach at the kellogg biological station, and we do field trips  to the lake michigan 
dunes 
craig k harris, MSU. department of sociology- January 27, 2008 
 



 
 

32 

8.  I am grateful for a chance to express my support for the minimal development of the North Point acerage.. as we all 
know, the southwest michigan shoreline remains one of the most beautiful, relatively undiscovered places in the country.. 
anything that preserves this beautiful lakefront is to be encouraged. Thanks for your work in this endeavor, All the best, 
Susan Pritzker, house in Covert Township – January 27, 2008 
 
9.  In order to truly appreciate what nature has provided, I believe that North Point should remain as is.  Improving the 
parking along the road and garbage disposal at the road is okay, but I want my grandchildren and their grandchildren to 
know what it was really like – not some improved area with manufactured overlooks hiding the true beauty of the area.   
Fred Rumney – January 24, 2008 
 
10.  Thank you for all your efforts in planning these 3 scenarios.  I also think the website is well organized.  My vote is for 
Scenario #1, with the least amount of development.  We need to preserve natural spaces, which retain their natural 
beauty.  We need places where people can come and experience Nature.  Not all areas need to meet our food and 
bathroom needs.  People can enjoy this natural area and then go to a nearby recreational space to barbeque and 
bathroom.  I prefer signage be at the entrance to the area, as set up in Scenario #1 or in the parking area.   I like the idea 
of the sigh you describe in Scenario #1 on the importance of a dune ecosystem, At the parking area, a map of trails and 
information on the types of trees and plants in the area could be posted.  This would make maintenance of the signs 
easier an allow visitors to look at the information after they have parked.  It would keep the trails and views clear of 
signage.  I found out about your website through Master Gardeners.    Thank you again for your efforts.   
Kate Borgardt –January 29, 2008 
 
11 – 12.   WE WILL BE OUT OF TOWN AT THE TIME OF THE HEARING BUT IF USING AN EMAIL IS POSSIBLE, I 
WOULD LIKE TO REGISTER SUPPORT FOR THE PRESERVATION OF OLD NORTH POINT, ON BEHALF OF 
ROBERT SWANEY AND MYSELF, MARY STEPHENSON.  WE ARE VAN BUREN COUNTY TAX PAYERS, OUR 
ADDRESS IS 45316 BLUE STAR HIGHWAY, COVERT TOWNSHIP, MI.  IF YOU NEED MORE INFORMATION OR A 
LETTER, PLEASE LET ME KNOW AND PROVIDE AN ADDRESS. THANK YOU FOR KEEPING US UPDATED. 
SINCERELY, 
MARY STEPHENSON    - January 27, 2008 
 
13.  Vote – Scenario #1  
Geoffrey Cripe, Southwest MI Land Conservancy – January 30, 2008 
 
14.  I support the least amount of change to the property – keep it as it has been, I guess Scenario #1 best fits.   
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Deb Niebor, – January 30, 2008 
 
15.  I vote for scenario #1, no development.   
Caron Kennedy-Perry  - January 30, 2008 
 
16.  I have always been a firm believer in keeping God's special wonders and mother nature's beauty safe and protected 
for generations to come. We have more than ruined enough in past generations. It's time to start fresh for our future.  
Arti Kolberg    January 27, 2008 
 
17.  Good morning, Please mark my preference as Scenario 1. 
Dave Foerster    - January 28, 2008 
 
18.  I vote for Option #1 
Amy Druskovich, Van Buren County -   January 31, 2008 
 
19.   After reviewing the choices, I prefer Scenario #1. Still open but limited growth, i.e. limited public abuse to the natural 
environment.  – Mina Halsey, 2409 Stanley Ave, Portage MI  49002, 269-382-8248 – January 31, 2008 
 
20.  I would like to lend my support for the permanent preservation of North Point as open space and the protection of its 
fragile ecosystem.  Since the property is located next to the Van Buren State Park and its amenities like beach access, 
bath house, picnic area and toilet facilities, I would be in favor of preserving the North Point property in its present state as 
a primitive conservation area with public access.  I've enjoyed using the area for bird observation. Preserving habitat for 
both resident and migrating birds is of utmost importance as open space along the lakeshore and everywhere else is 
being developed.  Thank you to all who are involved in the process of getting this land protected from development! 
Ilse Gebhard, Member Audubon Society of Kalamazoo  6450 N. 2nd St., Kalamazoo MI 49009  - February 1, 2008 
 
21.  Fellow Citizen Planners, and Board Members:    
I regret being unable to attend meetings about prospects for North Point.  I did review your minutes, available online, 
which seemed very complete and thoughtful.  I hope all of you will have a chance to see some part of the site, with an 
experienced naturalist along to provide color commentary.  The phrase "World Class" is tossed around in marketing and 
development circles, often where it does not belong!  The southernmost tract we know as Northpoint truly is world-
class  forested dune. I was a member of the Van Buren County Planning Commission the last time this site was top of 
mind, between 1994 and 1996.  Our Planning Commission then was gravely concerned about rumors that the County 
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Board might consider sale of the same land.  We did not speak against sale; to do so would have been beyond our 
purview.  As Vice Chair, at the direction of our members, I wrote to the Board based on our sincere belief that the land 
must remain in its natural state.  We asked that sale -- if any -- be made to the State (perhaps through MNRTF).  Our 
wish was to see the land remain open and undeveloped.  Frankly, we recommended State acquisition not because we 
wanted  that, but rather to document the alternatives to converting forested dunes to any other use. 
Whether the State may have been a willing buyer or not, we felt it essential  to avoid compromising the natural resource 
values of Northpoint.  Nothing has changed. 
Your Scenario One is the appropriate future:  minimal intrusion or physical development.  If recreational amenities are 
needed, they should exist only in Syndicate Park, or the extreme eastern end of the southernmost tract.  Any such 
facilities should not encourage  foot traffic or other activity westerly across that least disturbed tract. 
I was among the co-founders of Southwest Michigan Land Conservancy.  I no longer have any formal role with SWMLC, 
but was encouraged to see your outreach to them.  They are among the best experts anywhere on planning and 
stewardship for sites like Northpoint.  You -- all of us in nine counties -- can rest assured that SWMLC holds the public 
trust in the highest regard.  I have know them, and sometimes helped them, to partner effectively with landowners of very 
limited means, as well as with the largest corporations in the world.  Many Van Buren County residents freely support 
SWMLC in an effort to understand and protect our best lands.  Take advantage of their expertise. 
Please, consider a conservation easement with limited recreational use over the southerly ~17 acre tract.  It contains 
some of the most majestic, historically healthy forested dune in the entire world .  Seek SWMLC's guidance as to 
whether any of the Syndicate Park parcels have similar merit.   
Now's the time, with active citizen support, to preserve what is worthy of protection.  Both in humor, and seriously:  let's 
not rehash this matter again in 2020, shall we? 
One month ago, I granted a perpetual conservation easement over ~135 acres of my own land, to assure that its 
remarkable natural values persist forever.  In 2005, a neighbor did the same over 50+ acres.  We took this action to 
protect the headwaters of the East Branch of the Paw Paw River.  Most beneficiaries of our easements (beyond the local 
flora and fauna) live far downstream. If individuals have the courage and foresight to make such gifts to strangers and to 
future generations, surely Van Buren County could set aside twenty acres or so, in the same spirit of caring leadership. 
I would be glad to help with site assessments, or just to chat with any -- or all -- of you about conservation easements, 
their application, benefits, and flexibility.  This is a rare opportunity to leave behind a great treasure for posterity. 
Sincerely, 
Gary Stock, 66311 26th Street, Lawton, MI   49065  - January 30, 2008 
 
22.  I am strongly in favor of scenario #1 calling for minimal disturbance of the area.  Continued Boy Scout care is fine and 
the Adopt-A-Park concept is great.  I'm not wild about overnite use EXCEPT by the Boy Scouts; I doubt that any other 
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users would know or care about digging toilet pits and cleaning up after cooking, etc.  The area is too beautiful and fragile 
to take the kind of improvements outlined in scenario #3, although a compromise as in scenario #2 is conceivable. Thanks 
for the opportunity to comment.  I hope to attend any community meetings on the subject. 
Bud Botkin, 45532 Blue Star Hghway, Coloma (Covert Twp), MI 49038, tel: 269-849-1412 -   January 29, 2008 
 
23.  Scenario #1 – as little development for park and natural area – Patrick McKernin, South Haven– 637-3582 
 
24 - 27.  Preserve the Dunes (PTD) is a grass-roots organization with over 1,300 members mostly within southwest 
Michigan.  PTD strives to protect the sand dunes and adjacent duneland ecosystems in southwest Michigan from 
impairment and destruction by sand dune mining, overdevelopment and inappropriate use.  PTD’s areas of concern and 
focus are State of Michigan designated critical sand dune areas within Berrien, Van Buren, and Allegan counties.  PTD 
supports Scenario 1.   
Board of Preserve the Dunes – Charles Davis, Georgia Boerma, Bud Kelley, Marcy Colclough - February 3, 2008 
 
28.  I strongly favor option one with the possible addition of improving the bathroom facilities on the site. The beauty of 
this site is as an undisturbed rustic campsite. You would destroy it by adding other activities and creating additional traffic. 
There are plenty of facilities for other recreational activities at the State  Park. Preserve this beautiful site as a group 
camping and natural area.  
Mike Saliwanchik, Scoutmaster, BSA Troop 211, Kalamazoo Michigan -   February 4, 2008 
 
29.  First, thank you for all the work you have done to preserve the lakeshore for us all! I spent most of my youth at either 
Deerlick or, after I was old enough to be a Boy Scout, at North Point. My vote on the land use is #1. I can't imagine why 
any change at all is necessary. If it becomes expensive and people as devoted as you turn their backs for any reason, the 
land will be attacked again. Is there a way to just insure that it is parkland in perpetuity? If developing it further is what 
must be done politically, I guess that's better than selling it to private parties. I am utterly opposed to any more public land 
being sold for any reason.  Thanks again for your efforts on our behalf.  Best Regards, 
 Jim Ollgaard, 314 Monroe St, South Haven, Mi, 637-3233    - February 4, 2008 
 
30.  Keep it as nature has it.  Scenario #1. 
Bonnie Harrington, corner of Maple and Monroe St, South Haven, 637-2449 
31.  Support #1 – I have been coming to this area for 35 years.  It is important for this pristine forested dune to stay 
natural.  John Erickson, IL resident 312-904-2128; 708-771-3007 – February 8, 2008 
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32.  I am a resident of Van Buren County.  I am an avid hiker.  I also vacation in South Haven every year.  I search for 
spots like this throughout West Michigan.  I have directed friends to this site and received thanks for introducing them to 
such an enjoyable experience. With all of the hub-bub regarding development and such, I think everyone is missing the 
main idea - this is a CONSERVATION area.  I think it should be preserved as is.  Although, there have been several times 
I've wished for a pit toilet and, maybe a couple garbage cans.  I leave nothing behind, I pick up after thoughtless 
others, and I appreciate a receptacle in which to deposit my dog's poop bags...but there is the dumpster in the parking lot 
for that.  State, County, Municipal budgets are already stretched to the limit here in Michigan.  People who want pavilions, 
boardwalks, handicap access, flush toilets, picnic tables and grills, etc. can pay the fee and use the State Park.   
Preserve the CONSERVATION area for the LOCALS.  No signs, no big parking lot...Let's keep it our little secret special 
place! 
Cheryl Jones - February 6, 2008 
 
33 -37.   All in favor of #1 least disturbance to the property: - February 10, 2008 
Ruth Ketchum 628-4775 Paw Paw 
Maryanne Ketchum 628-4775 Paw Paw 
Jean Ketchum 674 8604 Lawrence  
Michael E. Robie 674-8604 Lawrence 
Max Carson 674-8604 Lawrence 
 
38. Please register our family’s vote for the first of the three options for development of this parcel we often have enjoyed.  
Clearly we oppose a pavilion and hope we can keep this area in a natural state as much as possible. 
 Sincerely, William J. Brander -  February 10, 2008 
 
39.  I prefer a scenario that takes LESS action than Scenario 1. Just leave it all alone as it was before the county brought 
it to the forefront. 
Thank you, Sherry Terrell, South Haven, MI - February 7, 2008 
 
39.  We do not want any changes to North Point Critical Dune. 
Thank you.  Kate Sweers  - February 7, 2008 
 
40.  Please, please, please leave the earth around the State Park and down Ruggles Road BE. Must we over develop 
every piece of land in sight? IS NOTHING SACRED??? Where will our grand children walk....oh that's right.......in malls!  
Peace n' Wholeness, Teresa R Cunningham - February 7, 2008 



 
 

37 

 
41.  Want to cast my vote for choice #1 to further protect this area. Thank you for your efforts.  
Lenore Larson, Covert MI -  February 8, 2008 
 
42.  My name is Suzanne Culp and I live at 16610 77th Street, South Haven, MI.  I received an e-mail from Charles Davis 
about North Point and tried to send you a messages by linking to you from his message.  Neither was sent, so I called the 
Southwest Michigan Plan Commission this morning and left a message.  I would like to see North Point left as natural as 
possible.  Over the past 35 years, development in this area has resulted in less and less area for native plants and 
animals and more and more pollution and over use.  Leaving North Point as is would be a good learning situation for 
everyone. Thank you for your time and energy in saving an amazing area in Michigan. 
 Sincerely, Suzanne Culp -  February 8, 2008 
 
43.  I am emailing to communicate my opinion on development of the North Point Critical Dune area on Ruggles Road. 
Please do not make any changes to the Dune area. The Dune is quite beautiful as is and is a special treat for the Van  
Buren county populace. Please do not add bathrooms or other construction.  Please leave the Dune in its natural beauty 
that is so characteristic of southwestern Michigan. If signage becomes necessary, please limit signs to be  
placed only at the entrance to the Dune near the road. Please do not disrupt this natural beauty that we are so fortunate to 
have right here in South Haven!  Thank you for your time. If you have any questions about my opinions, please feel free to 
contact me.  
Rachel Getman  (574) 607-2322 - February 7, 2008 
 
44.  I have family in South Haven, and drive up every weekend and hike with my fiancée and two Golden retrievers in that 
area. I am completely for the protection of the dune and the entire park. I typically pick up trash that kids leave on the trail 
to the beach. I was a kid once too so I understand how easy it is to be careless.  The best thing about this site is that it is 
secluded and not many people know about it or frequent it, which makes it a great place to take the dogs. Making the park 
easier to access will just attract lazy people who don't want to hike for the view; there are many parks for people who 
aren't as active, leave this one for the adventurous ones.  I am for scenario #1.  Thanks for allowing me to add input too 
the decision 
Peter Fallon, Customer Support Manager   Getman Corporation-   February 7, 2008 
 
45.  My personal preference is toward Scenario 1, the most limited of disturbance/ development.  I am one of the Boy 
Scout Leaders from Kalamazoo who has frequently lead service projects for the care and maintenance of North Point.  
Our moms, dads, and most especially our boys love that little place.  Always adhering to the principles of “Leave No 
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Trace” we leaders mentor our boys to become good stewards of our environment—and North Point, even in its current 
“rough around the edges” condition presents many many opportunities to live with and enjoy a great array of ecosystems.  
I’m certain that additional development would make the cosmetic aspects of the property more palatable to the 
mainstream tourist, but feel quite strongly that the greatest value of the property is its rustic and undisturbed setting. 
Sincerely, Gerry Hess, Kalamazoo  - February 7, 2008 
 
46.  I realize the recent publicity concerning Northpoint has engendered the question of what we can do to improve it or, 
now that we realize that Northpoint is valuable to the public, what can we do to further improve its value to the 
public.  One of the many values Northpoint has to its many users is its "out of the way" character, coupled with its 
naturalness.  I hate to be a status quo kind of person, but, in this case, the best thing you can do for Northpoint is to 
leave it alone.  Thanks for taking on this important public project. 
Dana S. Getman, 21185 Ruggles Road, South Haven,.MI. 49090 - February 8, 2008 
 
47.  I vote for #1 - there is much to much development along Lake Michigan.  If it is not controlled there will be nothing for 
the "tourists" to enjoy.  What ever happened to natural beauty? 
Debbie Kelley   - February 8, 2008 
 
48.  The above tract should be kept in its natural state.  With its proximity to Van Buren State Park and Covert Township 
par k, as well as the public beaches of South Haven, amenities such as picnic tables, playgrounds,  etc. are available at 
those sites. 
Carolyn Barris, Summer resident, Fire Lane 11, Blue Star Highway  - February 9, 2008 
 
49.  Please communicate my thoughts on the future use of the 17-acre "old Boy Scout camp" on Lake Michigan to the 
Van Buren County authorities who are debating the best use of this property.  Every year more property on the Lake 
Michigan shore is consumed by vacation homes and commercial development that restrict the public use for recreation. 
I urge that this example of the natural lakeshore be saved for the use of groups like the Boy or Girl Scouts for their 
outdoors activities.  Future generations will praise you for your foresightedness. 
 Thank You,  Hugh V. Anderson, Fire Drive 7, Covert Township - February 10, 2008 
 
50-51. We would support option one. Thank you, 
Rob Paral and Susan Dobinsky  - February 12, 2008 
 
52-53.  We prefer Scenario #1  
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Christopher Carson- Lawrence and Eamon Ketchum-Robie-Lawrence 
 
54.  I feel very strongly that Scenario 1 is the best possible choice!  My husband and I visit North Point property as often 
as we can in the summers (we even got engaged there!), and it is an absolutely beautiful piece of land.  Part of its charm 
is the walk through the woods and the climb down the dune before reaching the beach.  It would be a shame to take any 
of that beauty away by over development.  If people cannot handle the “rusticness” (i.e. no toilet, limited parking, non-
paved paths through the woods) of the land, please don’t use it!  Thank you for asking for our input! 
Sincerely,  Beth Hodge, Van Buren County resident – February 12, 2008 
 
55.  I’m all for keeping it as close to what it is now.  (I couldn’t find where to “vote” on the website, so if you could pass 
along my vote I’d appreciate it).  I was worried that a developer would come in.  Your task force is doing great.  Keep up 
the good work.  Our beautiful shoreline needs to remain the way it was intended.   
Mary Leveque – February 13, 2008 
 
56.  Thanks for asking.  My family does use this trail area and we would like to see NO CHANGES at all.  So perhaps 
Scenario 1? 
Janeen Barr – February 14, 2008 
 
57.    I’ve been to North Point with my family when we visited South Haven.  We think it should remain natural and rustic.  
– Lisa Cioli, Novi, MI – February 16, 2008 
 
58. Scenario #1 – John Colclough – February 16, 2008 
 
59.  I vote for Scenario #1.  I feel that this is the scenario that best preserves North Point as the unique, natural resource 
that it is. The more North Point is developed (with the addition of toilets, improved parking, improved trails, etc) the more 
the property becomes like every other public beach along the lake.  The property in its current state is a wonderful 
resource that has been enjoyed by many generations and should be enjoyed by many to come.  – Kelly Getman-Dissette 
– February 11, 2008 
 
60.  Mark the boundaries, have the Boy Scouts take down the buildings they built, let Mother Nature take care of the rest, 
do as little as possible that will preserve the land.   
Ken Beehler – February 8, 2008 
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61-62.  We have hiked North Point with our 2 kids.  We love the nature experience it offers.  Scenario  #1 – Lori and 
Jamie Chabot, Novi, MI – February 17, 2008 
 
63-64.  We have hiked North Point for years with our friends in South Haven.  We like Scenario #1 – Lana and Nate 
VerHoeff, Holland, MI  - February 18, 2008 
 
65-66. #1 - Olga and Rich Stieve – February 13, 2008 
 
67-68. #1 – Rosemary and Bob Insidisio – February 12, 2008 rosebob@comcast.net  
 
69-70. Please record 2 votes  for scenario #1 for myself, and Vicki Kahne.  Thank you!   
Eric Hall   February 12, 2008 
 
71.  I would like to see North Point Park preserved in It's natural state.  So few areas exist along our lakeshore that allow 
wildlife habits to go undisturbed by the buzz of chain saws, hammering of construction crews, and earth-shattering 
vibrations of heavy equipment attempting to rearrange our landscapes to allow more people to move in, and about, 
upsetting delicate echo systems of  value and interest to both our environment and nature lovers, alike. 
 I understand that groups such as The Boy Scouts utilize this park for various activities, along with others who enjoy 
seeking the often forgotten pleasures of just sitting quietly and enjoying the sights and sounds of nature, undisturbed by 
the many tourists who rush to this area in their efforts to pack the most excitement into their busy days.   I pose the 
question:  Would the future of our community, "the young",  (and young at heart) benefit more from a place to nurture and 
build character, or from the possible revenue generated from this local to build a place to warehouse characters who had 
no positive place to grow?  Sincerely, 
Linda L. Millek, BS,CMT,NBC, ADS, C.Ht., Integrative Pain Relief Therapies, Inc., 18575 32nd St., Gobles, MI  49055   - 
February 12, 2008    
 
72.  Thank you for allowing public input on the issue.  I'd really appreciate the minimum level of development possible for 
North Point for a number of reasons. 
1.  It's not costing taxpayers a thing and we would be blessed to keep it that way. 
2.  It's one of the few ecologically sound natural parks on Lake Michigan.  It lack of development keeps it natural. 
3.  We don't need another Dollywood.  Just let Nature offer the entertainment and we will have much more than any 
additions man could add. 
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Much gratitude for keeping the Park from the auction block. 
SHEILA BIRDSALL  February 12, 2008   
 
73.  I've been a regular year-round user of the Northpoint area for the last  35 years.  The fact that its undeveloped is the 
main reason for its beauty and charm. To make it more accessible would be to destroy its natural appeal. Not to mention, 
send an open invitation to the party crowd. If people need to carry coolers, beach chairs, etc to the beach they can drive 
one more mile to the state park for easy access. My vote is to leave Northpoint as it is!! sincerely  
Thomas Stieve , 520 Hamilton Ave, Bangor MI 49013  February 16, 2008   
 
74.  Vote for: Scenario #1, don't change what is already a great, natural wooded lakefront area.  Jim Braham -  February 
16, 2008    
 
75.  I am writing to express my preference for Option # 1 for the North Point Preserve.  I feel the primary concern is 
keeping this site open to the public in perpetuity, and encourage local decision makers to pursue a long-term protection 
strategy.  Though I don’t live in Van Buren County, I appreciate any opportunity to visit the lakeshore.  I prefer the idea of 
leaving North Point very rustic; the State Park to the south offers a very different, much less rustic, experience.  I would 
also like to thank the Citizens’ Committee for all of the time and effort they have committed to this cause.   
Erin Fuller, Kalamazoo , MI  - February 15, 2008    
 
76.  I am responding with concerns for the development of North Point. While  I appreciate the considerations of 
developing this fairly pristine area for greater public visibility and public use my concerns are centered around the 
preservation of its natural state.  I am sure you are acutely aware that "untouched" nature areas are becoming a rarity.   I 
would like to see this quiet 17 acre  "mini-wonder" remain a "mini-wonder."  
Respectfully submitted,  Susan Teague  February 15, 2008   
 
77.  re: the north point development scenarios, i would vote for scenario #1 [least development]. i just don't feel we need 
more parks in the traditional sense; we need more land that is as undeveloped as possible. by the way i am a van buren 
county resident. sincerely, Kevin Haight   February 15, 2008   
 
78.  I vote for scenario #1.  The process of tailoring a conservation easement will give more insight and direction on how 
much development is doable without hurting the ecosystem.  How great that the county can go forward now with 
this concern, prudence and respect for the future by preserving North Point Conservation Area! 
Jan Petersen  February 13, 2008   
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79.  The first time I saw North Point, I thought what a beautiful, natural, rare and special place it is.  And its right here in 
Van Buren County!  To me, if we allow any form of development, it will begin to erode these qualities.  Let's keep any 
"improvements" to a minimum. 
Steve Petersen  Scenario #1   - February 13, 2008   
 
80.  I vote for keeping it natural, undeveloped open space. Scenario #1 
Luke Petersen – February 13, 2008  
 
81. I vote for scenario #1.  
Nancy Insidioso   February 13, 2008    
 
82.  I really appreciate the work your committee has already done in getting communication started.  I think the scenarios 
your committee has come up with are viable but I personally like Scenario #1.  Actually, I thought the land was part of the 
state park already.  I appreciate all of the comments about taking the control of the land away from politicians at any 
level.  The $ sign is too appealing to any politician when budgets are tight.  I second the comment about the fiasco in 
Benton Harbor.  If any of the local Benton Harbor people make much money out of that project, I would be very surprised.  
Yet, this carrot of everyone sharing the wealth is what politicians bring up every time that public funds (resources) are 
needed by developers.    Good Luck with your efforts. 
Paul Nickels    - February 15, 2008 
 
83.  Hello,   My name is Bill Baker, Cubmaster from Pack 199 in South Haven.  I received your e-mail from Mr. Mitchell 
from the Van Buren County Road Commission.  I would like to reply/vote on the issue, if I may.  My vote would be for 
Option #1  and leave the area as it is, with very little improvement.  Each Fall and winter our pack uses Northpoint for our 
hikes and outdoor related badges.  Also, each spring we hold a 2-day campout at Northpoint.  Last year we had approx 
20-25 scouts and their parents using the land for the campout.  I believe that if the area is “developed” that the scouts be 
losing a great place to camp and also a great outdoor learning environment.  Lastly, if you could please pass on the 
information that this is not the “old boy scout camp”. The property is used year round by many scout troops from the area. 
Currently it is rustic with no water or electricity.  We like it this way, and I believe that it only makes it a better place. 
Having a place for our scouts and others to experience “rustic“ camping is a thing of beauty.  Keeping Northpoint “as is” 
will preserve what can be classified as a true camping and scouting experience.  Northpoint provides a great area for our 
scouts of today and hopefully for the scouts for many years to come.   I have also spoken with several of my leaders from 
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my pack and have encouraged them to vote on this issue.  Would it be okay to pass your e-mail address onto them so 
they get write back directly to you?  Thank you for your time.  If you need anything please feel free to contact me  
Thanks again,  Bill Baker  Cubmaster Pack 199    - February 14, 2008 
 
84-85.  We think developing this north point property as an extension of Van Buren State Park is a good idea. or at least 
keeping it open to the public in some form.  We trust your judgment – scenario #1 
Paul Todd and Caroline Ham  - February 14, 2008  
 
86.  **** Scenario 1 *****John Parmelee    - February 12, 2008 
 
87.  I vote for senerio #1.  Improve the parking, but leave the dune natural. 
Fred Rumney  - February 19, 2008 
 
88.  As a frequent user of North Point, we walk our dogs there (on a leash) often, I would suggest the following:  
   1.  A widening of the Ruggles road pavement to provide diagonal parking for no more than 6 autos.  
   2.  A trail-head bulletin board with a map of the area trails and rules of use.  
   3.  A large indestructible trash container at the trail-head.  
   4.  A couple of immovable, indestructible benches for the overlooks.  
   5.  Periodic spraying for ticks (the place is crawling with them). Even with regular use of Frontline, both of our dogs 
tested positive for Lyme disease.  
Thank you for your consideration on this matter.  
Sincerely, Alan S Evans , 23501 76th St. , 639-2515    February 12, 2008    
 
89.  I would vote for #1, slightly over #2, mostly because it has been enjoyed in its current setting for over 50 years and, 
now, hopefully, with a "little more" publicity, more people will take advantage of this wonderful nature spot.  It goes without 
saying that Northpoint needs to be protected by the Conservancy for future use, so I urge the Commissioners to set this in 
motion - it will be a great legacy for them. 
Phyllis kurzrock  - February 21, 2008 
 
90.  Carol Beehler of  S. Haven phoned to state that Scenerio #1 is her choice. She stated that no toilet was necessary as 
people could go before they got here and that the trail is short.  She also stated that there should be no camping as the 
litter would increase. It is a nice place for an afternoon walk.          
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91.  I would like to vote for Scenario 1. Thanks for the opportunity vote.  
Sandy Vincent     - February 20, 2008 
 
92.  I would prefer that the property be purchased by the State and annexed by Van Buren State Park.  If that is not 
possible, then of the three options presented, i vote for scenario #1.   Jim Atkinson, 78350 20th Ave, South Haven , MI 
49090 - February 20, 2008 
 
93.  I thank you both for your initiative for preserving Northpoint.  I am a resident of Syndicate Park at 20777 Lake Shore 
Drive and I am very interested in the future of Northpoint (Boy Scout camp).  I have reviewed the Scenarios presented 
and I support Scenario #1 for limited development and disturbance.  I also strongly support the idea of codifying an 
easement held in a Land Trust by the Southwest Michigan Land Conservancy.  I, too, feel that it is important to maintain 
this unique ecosystem for future generations of residents to appreciate and enjoy.  Steven Dombrauskas, 20777 Lake 
Shore Drive, South Haven, MI 49090  - February 19, 2008 
 
94.  I had trouble opening the scenarios. However, I would support leaving it completely natural and donating it to the 
Nature Conservancy. Alternatively, if the area is improved for citizen use, I believe that it must be accessible for 
handicapped citizens too. Thanks for all your work.  
Toni Carroll   - February 21, 2008 
 
95.  I vote for scenario #1.  OR LESS Human Intrusion!  This is supposed to be a CONSERVATION AREA!!  There is 
already parking.  There are already signs.  Continue with the dumpster at the entrance.  People who care about the 
property will most likely continue to pick up after those who don't...  I don't think there should be any overnight use.  The 
state park offers camping.  Pavillions, boardwalks, handicap access, BBQ pits,  picnic tables, etc. are already offered at 
the State Park, at North and South Beach in South Haven, and at several little parks along the shoreline.  There's another 
campground in Covert - or at least there USED to be!  I THINK it's still there!  There is so little funding available - federal, 
state and/or local - I think it could be better used to maintain current "parks".  Rely on users & volunteers to maintain North 
Point.  It should remain as is.  It's a beautiful piece of property, one of the remaining few undeveloped areas along our 
precious coastline. Available not only for hiking and beaching for locals, also study of dunes and erosion and wildlife 
trends.   Cast my vote, I STRONGLY SUGGEST  - PRESERVE THE NORTH POINT CONSERVATION AREA!!!  
Cheryl Jones - February 19, 2008 
 
96-99.  On behalf of the board of the Audubon Society of Kalamazoo (representing 310 members), I am registering a vote 
for Option #1 for the North Point Preserve. We feel that limited disturbance and infrastructure at this site is appropriate 
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and in keeping with the limitations of this fragile ecosystem. We feel that it is of the utmost importance to keep this 
property publicly owned and accessible. We commend the Citizens' Committee on all of their efforts to devise plans for 
this property. Sincerely,  
Erin Fuller, President, Audubon Society of Kalamazoo  
Board Members - Joyce Leppard,  Ilse Gebhard,  Melanie Perry, George Macleod,  Bill Heyd,  Jan Shillito, Gail Walter 
 
100.  Linnea Johnson – Scenario #1  
 
101-103.  Employees at the Bert Goens Learning Center (VBISD Center-Based Program in Lawrence):  Scenario #1     3 
positive (and 2 more if a Conservation Easement is obtained)  Scenario #1   Rainelle Shaw, Michael Shaw, Leeon 
Arrans,   --    and Ann & Dan Bermudez chose this one as long as a Conservation Easement is granted.  
 
104-105.  Scenario #1.  We want to see North Point stay more rustic.  It is a unique experience that should remain for 
people to enjoy.  We have a handicap child and can take him to other parks in the area to enjoy and view Lake Michigan.  
This park’s topography and fragile dune does not lend it self to handicap access to the top of the dune.    
Paul and Kay Nelson – February 20, 2008 
 
106.  Scenario 1 - Keep North Point a natural wonder.  Anne Johnson – February 20, 2008 
 
107.  Please keep North Point special.  I vote for #1.    Dixie Wong, realtor – February 22, 2008 
 
108-109.  Keep this park unique – Scenario 1 – Kim and Mark Gallagher – February 22, 2008 
 
110.  Scenario #1 because the State Park has amenities.  One could walk to the State Park to use the bathrooms.  – Nick 
Munsson – February 22, 2008 
 
111 – Scenario #1 – there are few places left natural to enjoy.  There will be no where left to film cool films in Michigan.  – 
Terrri Moore – February 22, 2008 
 
112-113.  Scenario 1 – Amenities are offered in the State Park.  Keep this property natural for everyone to enjoy. 
Dave Hamilton and Nancy Gable – February 24, 2008 
 
114.  Scenario1 – It is nice to enjoy a more natural area.  – Brian Hamilton – February 24, 2008 
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115-121.  Scenario #1 - Johnson Control Employees – Dave Colclough (south Haven), Christa Reinink (Holland), Kraig 
Boeve (Holland), Linda Schink (Allendale), Rodney Parson (Holland), Chris Arndt (Hopkins), Penny VanDyke (Zeeland) 
 
122-123 – There are no places left on the shore that are natural and undeveloped.  This place is unique.  We like scenario 
#1 – Rick and Linda Olsen, South Haven Township – February 24, 2008 
 
124-125.  Other parks in the area offer amenities.  Kids need a place to see nature.  Scenario #1. 
Meg and Jonathon Olsen, South Haven Township 
 
126.  Keep it natural for future generations to enjoy.  Ann Colclough – February 18, 2008 
 
127.  I have been to North Point.  It is nice to have a place that is still natural.  Amenities are offered in other parks.  
Scenario #1 – Ed Morse – February 24, 2008 
 
128.  I have hiked North Point and enjoy the area.  I vote for Scenario #1 – Nicole Hill – February 20, 2008 
 
129.  Based on the information I have to date, I can support Scenario #1 for the North Point Conservation Area.  However, 
I do feel that Scenario #1 should also include the installation of a pit/vault toilet for sanitation reasons.  I also noticed tha 
all of the scenarios included expanded parking.  How many spaces are you proposing?  Where would the expanded 
parking be located?  And, will there be a parking fee?  The proposed use of volunteers and the Boy Scouts is a good way 
to help with park maintenance.  Keep up the good work.   
L.D. Meeks, Ph.D., Ruggles Road – February 24, 2008    
 
130.  I support option #1 in the stewardship of North Point Dune Conservation Area.  It is so important to save the small 
amount of undisturbed dune property left on Lake Michigan.  Since there is plenty of public access to Lake Michigan (with 
handicap services) available in South Haven and at the Van Buren State Park ,this property should remain as 
undeveloped as possible.  Please forward my comments to the VBC Board of Commissioners.   
Laura Stehlow, 25768 2nd Avenue, Pine Grove Township – February 23, 2008  
 
131.  If people want a bathroom and picnic area, drive a 100 yards to the State Park.   – Brian Dobrinski, West Olive, MI – 
February 24, 2008 
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132.  I visit South Haven often and would like to see North Point remain a unique area that offers a different experience 
than other parks in the area.  – Kevin Foster, Brooklyn, MI – February 24, 2008 
 
Support for Scenario 1-2 -  (9 people)  
1.  Good Day!  Thanks for the email regarding the future of North Point.  I reviewed the three different scenarios and the 
minutes from the ownership discussion meeting.  I agree that the county remains as the owner.  I also agree that the Boy 
Scouts should be involved in the future, if they want and will commit. 
I support a limited development of the park; somewhere between scenario 1 and 2.  I do support adequate parking   (don't 
know what that means as far as spaces), a pit toilet (guys will go without anyway but need to control where and provide 
females a better option), and a form to collect garbage.  But probably no picnic table and definitely no grills .  The pit 
toilet should be more advanced than we are use to.  Perhaps spend a little more money at first and get a low 
maintenance, self-mulching type.  
I think a relationship with the Michigan Audubon would be more advantageous to the county and area.  The Michigan 
Audubon just hired a new conservation director, Tom Funke, who was the director of Education at Binder Park Zoo.  Tom 
grew up in Van Buren County.  A long-term relationship (cheap lease $1 per year) with the Michigan Audubon can tie in 
the boy scouts and provide the additional marketing to draw tourism to the park and region. 
Last year, I met Dennis Fedewa, Chief Deputy, Michigan Department of Natural Resources. He is the second in command 
at the DNR.  He said that no matter how poorly the state budget is, they have money for parks due to the oil and gas 
royalties that constitutionally have to be spent on parks.  His number is 517-373-2425 and said to call him at any time if 
there is a potential project.  We called him for the village of Paw Paw and he, himself, came down to review the potential 
project. No matter the option that county chooses, the DNR should have some match money for development. 
I copied Tom Funke on the email.  Let me know if I can help in anyway. - Eric Larcinese, Paw Paw   - January 27, 2008 
 
2.  General  - In many ways, we should consider Northpoint and the State Park as a unit-- 
    -trails cross the boundary 
    -certain possible responsibilities of a support group:  "Friends of..." 
    -handicap access 
    -marketing 
    -amenities 
    -natural features inventory 
    -group use 
Does our committee should include a representative from the State Park? 
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Access-  I agree with expanded parking, and some form of identified pedestrian access from Syndicate Park.  Parking 
there would depend on what is adjacent.  I would not suggest clearing any mature trees within the 17 acres for parking.  
Are any of the county owned lots in Synd Pk nearby and on flat ground?  I would also suggest a bike rack - maybe we 
would need fewer parking spots. 
Dune access-  The existing trails cross into the State Park.  What is the status for mutual use and maintenance?  There is 
some eroded areas now that can be significant ankle twisters.  For handicap access, I think it would be inappropriate to 
pave a trail from Ruggles to the top of the dune.  Some of the grades are steep.  Far better to have an arrangement with 
the state park to provide free access to marked vehicles and have the Friends of the Parks reimburses the State Park.  
They have a wide flat and safe paved walkway from the parking to the beach. 
Signage-  Signs are needed at both Ruggles and Syndicate Park access points, and maybe also to delineate State vs 
County park areas.  Regarding protection of the dune face, is it necessary to prohibit ascent and descent of the dune?  
This will block access to the beach and lake from Northpoint.  Over all the years of access to date the erosion has not 
been great, unlike the effects of ORV use in Syndicate Park.  I personally doubt that blocking access to the beach will be 
enforceable. 
Bathrooms-   If we are justifying the keeping of the area for the public, we may have to consider some type of washroom.  
Allegan County also has a small park with free access next to Saugatuk Dunes State Park.  They have a Porta-potty, a 
relatively low cost solution. 
Other Amenities-  A dumpster or even something smaller should be ok.  Rustic seating at the top of the dune might be 
considered.  The small road frontage is not amenable to a major picnic area - the State Park has plenty of group picnic 
space.  I suggest only a single table near each entrance, and none interior. 
Group use-  Any overnite use requires well-trained leaders and strong discipline.  I presume the Scouts have that.  With 
limited access, no lighting, no water and no interior washrooms, this is really a primitive area, and is too small to be 
"improved" without losing its wild character.  Consider also fire danger.  Our daughter Michelle was a US Forest Service 
Wilderness Technician and might be consulted on this when she recovers.  I would oppose any additional clearing except 
at the road. 
Maintenance - Proposal 1 is ok but I think we need some standards.  We need an inventory of natural features.  (I am the 
steward for the Barvick's Preserve, and we have a 2-page list of plants, indicating those threatened, endangered and 
exotic.)  Then we will know what to maintain. 
Marketing-  I also support the development of a good trail map and brochure, perhaps including the State Park. 
Hi again – I rethought the issue of beach access.  If my memory is correct, the dune face within North Point is higher and 
maybe steeper than some areas slightly to the south.  Thus, there may be actually little descent from the North Point area, 
with people taking the trail that goes south, parallel to the shoreline, to a few trail spurs that are lower and gentler down to 
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the beach.  These other access points are in the State Park and are all within 100 yards of North Point.  I hope that is 
clear and a more accurate description than what I wrote previously.   
By the way, on a distantly related topic, I attended an Audubon chapter meeting in Sarasota FL recently.  A county 
commissioner, who is also a strong environmental advocate spoke on the status of the environment in Sarasota County.  
He mentioned that the county has raised $600 million for land preservation.  How would you like to work with that level of 
funding!  In practice they are able to purchase land or conservation easements at some fraction of the rate at which land 
is being developed.  Good luck with the meeting and thanks so much for your good wishes. 
 Thanks for your patience. 
Jack Shapiro  -  January 28, 2008 
 
3.  I'm very familiar with the old boy scout camp, I believe something should be done with the land, however, I do not 
believe it should be fully developed.  I love the outdoors and find it very difficult to have access to the kind of recreation 
that myself and my family enjoy around South Haven, we love to be on the water, in the woods with more privacy than 
packed beaches.  I would love to see something done with the land that would not draw large crowds to the area.  A small 
rustic campground might be the solution, Tents only, no Rv's or trailers, no electric hook-up and pit toilets.  This would 
attract people that love and respect nature. Another suggestion would be to rent the land out for family reunions, 
weddings or any event. 
Deb Wydick  - January 29, 2008 
 
4-5.  We'd like to weigh in on North Point.  Our vote is for something between #1 and #2 -- we think a pit/vault toilet near 
the parking lot and some trailway finding signs would be good ideas, but we don't think picnic tables, garbage cans, grills, 
etc. are good ideas.  We are strongly opposed to #3 because of the fragility of the dune ecosystems, the importance of 
the dunes along the lakeshore, and the fact that dunes shift and move.  It's important to allow this action to occur 
naturally.  Keep it rustic and natural and allow people to be comfortable while appreciating the natural beauty of the 
dunes.  Thank you so much for your work on this important issue! 
 Pamela and Lee Larson, Oshtemo Township, Kalamazoo, MI  - January 30, 2008 
 
6.  I would like to vote for #1 but would like to see a pit toilet available.   Thank you for all you are doing. 
 Sandy Olsen - February 4. 2008 
 
7.  I prefer scenarios 1 & 2.  
Thank you, Andru Bemis - PO Box 172, South Haven, MI 49090-0172, USA  - February 8, 2008 
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8.  I like option one but with a porta potty at the entrance.  Mike Pioch - February 12, 2008 
 
9.  Scenario #2 - A toilet would be nice, but without picnic tables.  – Shelley Klug – February 22, 2008 
 
 
Support for Scenario 2 – (42 people)  
1.  North Point provides a rare opportunity for the residents of Van Buren County to preserve a natural area along the 
Lake Michigan shore.  North Point is comprised of diverse ecosystems that could offer unique educational opportunities 
for the youth of the region.  It is currently used for low impact recreation such as hiking, cross-country skiing, etc.  I 
support scenario 2, which offers some important enhancements that will foster continued low impact use such as 
bathrooms and wayfinding signs.  The one element of Scenario 3 that might be acceptable is tree/plant identification 
markers.  Any improvements should be designed to blend into the natural environment.  Thanks for the opportunity to 
comment and thanks to the committee for all the hard work done to preserve this resource for the County.   
Dorothy Appleyard – South Haven, MI – January 30, 2008 
 
2-3.  I hope we are not too late to input our vote for the North Point area.  My husband and I are senior citizens who live in 
Pullman who enjoy walking, hiking, birdwatching, kayaking and generally being outdoors.  We love to walk with our dog at 
the North Point area.  As senior citizens on a limited income we naturally seek out activities that we can enjoy without a 
cost involved.  We have long enjoyed North Point as a lovely natural greenspace.  In fact, I first began going to North 
Point in the 1970’s as a poor college student looking for Lake Michigan access.  We both vote for Scenario #2 (some 
basic general improvements without turning the area into a campground).  My only concern remains for the walk down to 
the dunes and what erosion may be happening with increased traffic.  Thank you for your efforts on behalf of the lovers 
friends of North Point. 
Sincerely,  Donna and Gene Allgaier-Lamberti, White Oak Studio, 907 52nd St, Pullman, 269-236-0325 – February 1, 2008 
 
4-5.   Scenario #2 best fits our hopes for North Point.  Great job on the website info.   
Joe and Jen Stezowski, 76179 11th Avenue, South Haven – February 1, 2008 
 
6.  As a member of Van Buren County and a resident of Hamilton Township I applaud the efforts of your group to save the 
park from over priced homes blocking the view of the lake and to continue to allow this park to be public and not bought 
out by rich out of town members..after looking at the options I want it clearly understood that I do not want the County to 
sell this park!  As to the options that are available, I rank them as follows: 
Option 2 – most favorable; Option 1 – acceptable; Option 3 – not favorable 



 
 

51 

I want to thank this group for taking the time to bring this important issue to the forefront. Should there be any way  that I 
could contribute to this cause please kindly contact me.   
Suzann Flowers – January 29, 2008 
 
7.  I would like to see Scenario 2.  Path signs and tree/plant identification could easily be Eagle Project for the Boy Scouts 
Thanks for you hard work, sorry I have not been able to make the last few meetings but Mr. Ingraham has been keeping 
us informed.  
Emmett D. Cosgrove, O.D.  - February 4, 2008 
 
8.  At the request of Jim Ingraham, and also as a parent of a Boy Scout in Troop 198 of South Haven, I am writing to you 
to express my choice of options for the degree of development of the North Point Property.  Though I would like to see the 
property remain as undisturbed as possible, I see the need to enhance the property to make it more accessible as a 
public property, as it is owned by the County.  That being said, I vote for Option 2.  My son has enjoyed the North Point 
property as a Cub Scout, and now as a Boy Scout.  We look forward to many more years there. 
 LeeAnn Jonatzke, South Haven, MI  - February 4, 2008 
 
9.  I vote for Scenario 2. Great job Maureen.  
Kristin Colgren   - February 4, 2008 
 
10.  I heard about the North Point issue at the last Audubon meeting and while trying to run through my "to do list" this 
morning and got on line to read about the alternate plans for the development of the area.  However, I'm not a computer 
expert, and my computer is giving me fits as I try to get on to all the links, etc. 
So I'm writing in hopes that my "vote" for the limited development of the area will be recorded somehow.  I may be in favor 
of plan #2 but the information didn't stay on the screen long enough for me to analyze it!  I do favor making some areas of 
our natural treasures available to families and kids so that kids can get a view of how important they are, but not 
destroying what is an important natural site.  I hope this helps.  Sorry for my frustration and ineptitude!  If you can give me 
a simple way to do it, I will be glad to email my "vote" to someone.  Good luck in your efforts.  We so badly need people 
like you who are working on these issues! 
Lauri Holmes, Kalamazoo -  February 9, 2008 
 
11.  Scenario two makes the most sense to this former Boy Scout camp user. 
Thank you, Mark Thomas -  February 6, 2208 
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12-13.  We are in favor of Scenario #2  Thank you for all the information,  
George and Jean Wallis, Geneva Township – February 6, 2008 
 
14.  Thank you for asking for input on North Point. After looking at the three scenarios, I feel scenario 2 is the best option. 
It seems to strike the right balance between accessibility and cost.  
George Sleeper, South Haven -  February 7, 2008 
 
15.  Scenario 2 – Lisa Kuehnle – February 14, 2008 
 
16.  I believe that Scenario 2 would be a way to compromise and get more people to see and then they would understand 
why it needs to be protected now and for future generations.  Debbie Smith – February 12, 2008 
 
17.  Scenario #2 – Jeri Rohl – February 12, 2008 
 
18.  Scenario #2 – Judi Rohl – February 12, 2008 
 
19.  Scenario #2 because these things can be obtained with little to no money and with volunteer time.  The bathroom and 
trash receptacle need to closer to the existing building on the site.  – Jim Ingraham  
 
20.  My vote would be for #2.  There is a fine balance between the need for handicap accessibility and overloading the 
risk from improper use.  On the other end, the most protective would be #1, but that really does limit accessibility.  
Regards, Chuck Cubbage  - February 12, 2008   
 
21.  I vote for Scenario #2. 
Patty Gillis, 21695 Rougewood, Southfield, MI 48033  - February 12, 2008    
 
22.  I vote for scenario 2. Modest impact and cost, thus high chance of success. Thank you for all your hard work. 
Paul Gilbert   February 12, 2008 
 
23. I am an environmental educator living in the S. Haven area.  I would like to see the site enhanced for public visitation 
but with little change to the site.  Scenario #2 which adds pit toilets would make it a destination for area schools to utilize 
for a field trip.  A parking area that is a little larger along the road, with distinct parking markers would be useful as well.  
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Thanks for keeping the land for the public  Sincerely, 
Robert Venner, Director/naturalist, DeGraaf Nature Center, Holland, MI , 616-355-1057 – February 12, 2008    
 
24. Knowing the county is hurting for funds, would it make any sense to work out a public/private solution for the North 
Point Property owned by the county?  One scenario might be: Have the county request RFPs from developers that would 
accomplish Scenario 2, or something better, thus allowing the public access, but the other land could be developed in 
some ‘green’ or low impact way that would put this underutilized land on the tax roles.  Part of the taxes could be a special 
assessment on that project/association that pays for the upkeep/cost of the public access?  Just a thought. (I only say this 
as our firm is in discussion with several communities, in MI and IL, regarding public access/requirements within proposed 
RFP’s or developments where land is along the Lake or at a premium).  Hope I am not creating any problems, just a little 
‘out of the box’ thinking. 
 Steven J. L. Goforth, J.D., 220 Aylworth Ave., #400 , South Haven , MI   49090  - February 12, 2008  
 
25.  I would vote for Scenario 2.  Thank you.  
Denise Smith   February 13, 2008     
 
26.  My vote is for Senario #2 
Genie Insidioso  - February 14, 2008   
 
27.  I am fond of the middle of the road approach.  �    --Beth Clawson  - February 12, 2008 
 
28.  My vote would be in this order.  First Choice:  Option 2; Second Choice: Option 1; I would not vote in favor of Option 3 
at all.  Where we lived in NH we had an undeveloped state park that was wonderful.  I like that idea.  There were two 
places (it was quite large) that had some picnic tables and pit toilets and some signage for trails.  It was good to see 
things in this way.   With a fully developed state park next door, there is little reason in my mind to improve this area, 
except to make it clear where it is and to provide directional signs  THanks for asking.  jeffrey dick    -February 20, 2008 
 
29-30.  Rob and Kathy Bennett  (VBISD) would like to vote for Scenario 2.           
 
31.  Carrie Coombs of South Haven stated that she would like Scenario #2 -- a toilet would be nice.           
 
32.  I am writing to support scenario # 2 -- moderate development.  I come from the perspective of a parent and educator.  
As a 4-H leader in wildflower/habitat study, I am always looking for unique spots to take my kids.  I am also a teacher, and 
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know what a full blown field trip entails and "aligned to curriculum" means.  I applaude the educational component of your 
plan.  Having visited North Point, it seems best suited for SMALL group exploration.  I would never take a full class of 
students there, as the impact they would have on the ecosystem could be devastating.  Let large groups go to Warren 
Dunes, or even Grand Mere.  The need for development to accommodate groups should be kept to a minimum.  
Hopefully, then, large groups would not be encouraged to visit.  I definitely think reservations should be made for 
overnight stays, again to control the impact of public use.  However, I must say that it would be great to have a pit toilet, 
picnic table, and garbage can -- for use by families and small groups.  On trips with small groups of 4-Hers, I have found 
simple amenities such as these to be welcome and more than sufficient.  In addition, keeping the spot 
somewhat maintained would say to the world that it "counts" and is not forgotten.  It would also be great to have some 
erosion control.  Balancing public use and ecosystem integrity is always tricky, but I am convinced that the young people I 
have taken to visit similar properties were affected for life by the exposure.  For my 4-Hers, the more "rugged" field trips 
were also the most special.  Wildness has a unique appeal to young imaginations.   Thank you for all your work and 
vision,  Anne Hawkinson  - February 18, 2008 
 
33-39.  Employees at the Bert Goens Learning Center (VBISD Center-Based Program in Lawrence):        Scenario #2     
7  positive  - Scenario #2   Connie Knapp,  Debbie Gargus,  Barbara Hagens, Ginny Wippel, Robin Buchler, Susan 
Hensley, Kim Hall  
 
40.  Scenario 2 – it is a really special environment – Scenario 2 offers less impact while maintaining some level of amenity 
and less burden for maintenance.  – John Egelhaaf – February 22, 2208 
 
41.  Nice to have a bathroom – Beth Morse – February 24, 2008 
 
42.  A bathroom would be good.  – Pat Colclough – February 18, 2008 
 
 
Support for Scenario 2-3 – (1 person)  
1. First, thank you for chairing the committee that has worked to save and improve North Point!  My husband and I often 
went past the sign on bike rides to the State Park but never explored until last spring.  We were looking for places to hike 
to prepare for a hiking trip out west.  We enjoyed the trails as quick Sunday morning walks.  Although it is not as extensive 
as Saugatuck State Park, it is close by.  In fact, we just did an hour walk with our snowshoes this morning! 
I saw the article in the Herald Palladium and I think that the middle scenario or the 3rd choice would be nice,  I would like 
to see more trails that were marked and kept up, even if they were loops.  I do not know how big the area is although we 
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have started there and ended up in the state park or walked the beach to the state park.  Better parking would also be 
appreciated.  We often hike at Saugatuck State Park and use the county park.  Signs point to the beach and tell the 
difficulty of trails for cross-country skiing are beneficial.  Perhaps something like that could be park of some Boy Scout 
Eagle Scout project. Okay I am starting to ramble.  We would like to see the 2nd or 3rd scenario take place.  If there were 
to be a fund drive or even a park user fee as on the bike trails we would be willing to make a contribution of some kind.  
Thanks again for all your hard work. 
Chris Wagoner – South Haven – February 3, 2008 
 
 
Support for Scenario 3 – (48 people)  
1. I am in favor of plan #3.  Thank you. Paul DeYoung, 35491 CR 665, Paw Paw 49079, Waverly Twp, 269-657-7874 – 
January 30, 2008 
 
2.  I am leaning towards #3 – the police need to have quick and easy access to the top of the park – improving that road 
will allow for that (and hopefully decrease the homeowner who wanted to buy it – yet complained of all the loud noise and 
illegal activity – anyway, hopefully it will take the wind out of his sails).  Improving the road would allow for those with 
physical challenges to easier access the top (sunsets)  - allowing for full generational family involvement and the making 
of memories.  Improving that road would also allow for access to other properties in the Syndicate Park development.  I 
also strongly believe that if we want people to respect the land- we need to teach them about the dunes, the ecosystems, 
the laws protecting them and all of the other educational opportunities that are abundant at this rustic site.  As the 
environment changes (I’m thinking 150 years from now) – I can see the curriculums would change.  But, I think it is 
important to look to the future and include the people of this fine county in its care/protection.  I am most excited about this 
County understanding and promoting the value of a park on Lake Michigan.  I like local control (vs. State – who has 
thought about selling some of its State Parks for revenue).  Tourism is our #2 industry, with the Great Lakes being the #1 
draw.  I view N. Point as an entity that cannot speak in terms that most understand – but, we can learn from her and grow.  
Please concentrate on a Conservation Easement so that the future generations can enjoy its beauty and form.  Good luck 
to all on this noblest of endeavors.  Respectfully, Maureen Lewandowski  – January 30, 2008 
 
3.  Scenario #3 has my vote.  – John Hagger – February 12, 2008 
 
4.  I vote for number three.  Do when money available. 
Dean Beckwith  February 12, 2008    
 



 
 

56 

5.  I tried to cast my vote on the Potential Scenarios for North Point Conservation Area handout but my computer would 
not let me. (FYI) I vote for Scenario #3. I like the idea of a ramp for the citizens that need it, also bathrooms and charge a 
small fee for large groups to stay overnight.  I will try to get more people involved. Thank you for sending me this e-mail.  
Dee Dee Winchester , Family Links , Pullman Elementary  February 13, 2008    
 
6. Sandy and Todd McGuire (Lawrence) would like to see Scenario #3 as they have to children in wheelchairs, Sandy has 
arthritis and their Mom has physical challenges.   
 
7-48.  Employees at the Bert Goens Learning Center (VBISD Center-Based Program in Lawrence):   Scenario #3    - 42 
positive  (and 2 more if a Conservation Easement is not obtained)  -  Scenario #3   Rhonda Herron, Diane Healy, Sue 
Lacy (please pull her previous input per her request), Tim McDaniel,  Sue Nyce,  Bonney Meachum, Bruce Williams,  Judy 
Daniel, Ginger Harris, Erica Uribe, Jim Yanna, Frank Lima,  Laurin Kelly, Kathy Abernathy, Tina Aguilera, Phil Benedict, 
Penny Brunke, Theresa Colgren, Barb Hall,  Julie Henry-Lull, Barb & Ken Houser, Linda Hover, Linda Howe, Julie Huff, 
Paula Johnson, Stacy Kelemen, Liz Kurzmann, Judy Martin, Jodi Mortenson, Shelly Myers, Sally Norg, Leann Rice, Carol 
Rosales, Brittany Shugars, Richard Taylor, Heather Wagner, Martha Wagner, Teresa Watson, Tina Benevides, Nadine 
Pride, Sue Madaras  --- Ann & Dan Bermudez chose this one if the Conservation Easement  is not obtained.  
 
 
 
Other comments (5 people)  
1-2.  As far as the scenarios for North Point we would be happy with any of the three as long as the property remains 
open to the public.  Thanks - Scott & Stacy Assink, property owners is Syndicate Park – January 29, 2008 
 
3.  Richard Williams , a resident of South Haven Township, phoned to state that he doesn't really favor any of the 
scenarios -- he just wants to keep it in public hands.  He went on to state that he likes it natural and that #2 would be OK -
- but, that #3 would mean that more people would be able to appreciate it.  He then stated that the main thing is to keep it 
in public hands -- he feels that the public should be able to use it.  – February 19, 2008 
 
4-5.  As a homeowner in syndicate Park I am very concerned that more people will be encouraged to visit this park with 
no additional security or facilities. We already have whole groups of people trespassing on our property, sometimes late at 
night, who get to our property through the park. We also have seen people using our beach as a toilet or a motel room. 
Police won't do anything about the ATVs that race through the woods and up & down the dunes, destroying swallows 
nests and creating erosion. Will this area be fenced and patrolled?  Will hunters be kept out? We are afraid to go outside 
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in the fall because we hear shots being fired in the woods. Please consider all these problems. Thank you. Anne & 
Steven Evans  - February 21, 2008 
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Appendix – Information on Parks along Lake Michigan Near North Point  

(Note:  This information was only included in the printed copies of the report.) 

To better understand the parks near North Point and the amenities they offer, we have included pages that describe parks 
and beaches in Van Buren County from Brian Hutchins’ book Michigan’s West Coast: Explore the Shore Guide:  A 
Journey to 500 Public Parks and Points of Access Along the Lake Michigan Shore.   Each park offers different 
experiences such as swimming, hiking, fishing and canoe/kayak access.  Each park offers different environments such as 
dunes, bluffs, sandy beaches and stony or rocky shores.  Each park also offers few to many amenities such as modern 
restrooms, vault toilets, picnic areas, playgrounds, stairs or paths to the shore, drinking water, and campgrounds.  Some 
of the parks charge entrance fees, however, many only charge for parking seasonally and many do not charge at all.   

 

A map of the Dunes in Michigan – Lower Peninsula is also included from the publication Borne of the Wind:  Michigan 
Sand Dunes by Dennis A. Albert.   This map highlights parks (mostly state parks) that contain sand dunes.   
 


