
Melrose Township Board of Trustees Minutes 

Special Meeting 

September 14, 2021   6:00 p.m. 

Call to order:  V. Goodwin called to order 6:03 pm 

 Present: V. Goodwin, S. Burr, M.P. Goldich, D. Nowland,  R. Hissong Berry 

 Business: 

Public Input on Melrose Township Noise Ordinance Draft 

V. Goodwin outlined the comment submitting directions with the audience: 

• One at a time will be recognized 

• Comments to be addressed to the Board not others in the audience 
 
Public Comments: 

Concerns expressed included: 
 

• Management of Growth and Development 

• Amplified sound levels 

• Boat noise & sound systems 

• Enforcement 

• Time of Day – Quiet hours 

• Education efforts 

• Short term rental impacts 

• Penalties / fines 
Comments read aloud as requested from: 

• Joe Dalton  

• James Kelly 

• Karen Mulligan 
Comments attached to the minutes. 

       Written comments received by the board from: 

David Beier, Steve and Cathy Byrnes, Joe and Laura Dalton, Joanne & Paul Lutmer,                       

Shannon Hamilton, Greg and Colleen Pachuta, Jo Ann Asquith, Bart and Sarah LaBelle, Tom and 

Lisa Kotcher, Mike Wehrenberg, Nancy Curran, Jim McKee, Cary Adgate, Robert Flynn, Michael B 

& Patricia Hopkins, John Bunge. Jerry Mulligan, Karen Mulligan 

Comments attached to the minutes. 

A straw vote was called from the audience.  The majority support for some kind of ordinance. 

Adjournment  6:52pm 



To: The Melrose Township Board 

Re: Noise Ordinance Misses the Major Concern 

Thank you for sending the proposed noise ordinance. We are very appreciative of the Township board 

members and their service to our community. 

After reviewing the proposed ordinance, we have several questions for the township attorney or those 

who drafted the proposed noise ordinance: 

1) Will the “exceptions” as stated in the proposed noise ordinance allow for businesses or commercial 

enterprises to have amplified sound (beyond any yet to be designated decibel limits) and easily heard by 

neighbors if they apply for a permit?  

For example, would a permit allow an outdoor event or wedding that includes sound amplifying 

devices? If so, there is no reason for this noise ordinance as it doesn’t address the problem. In this case, 

the business owner is Mr. Borish or his family enterprises although a sale could change ownership. 

1a) Did we look at Boyne City? Would we consider a 50 foot rule?  

2) How will violations be determined?  

3) What is the recourse throughout the hours of the event? 

3) How will violations be enforced? 

4) Who will enforce it? Will it be shut down immediately? 

5) Rather than a noise ordinance, is there any kind of regulation or other vehicle that might prohibit 

commercial enterprises, when located near private residences, from outdoor, loud, amplified sound? 

6) Is mediation between those citizens most impacted and the business owner (Mr. Borish) an option 

that both parties might consider? For example, would it be possible to keep the volume from live music 

or speakers so the sound would not disturb adjacent residences, neighbors, and not be egregious? 

We have lived here for 18 years and have not had issues with noise until the village was developed to 

include a bar, a tiki bar, a hotel, and now, revenue generating outdoor events or wedding venues 

adjacent to these. In addition, I have a real concern, as this proposed ordinance is written, and also 

based on the open forum comments made during the board meeting, that the ordinance hearing will 

create fear, anger, stir up controversy and pit neighbor against neighbor, rather than tackle the main 

issue for us reaching out to the board. Our concern is not neighbors in the township having a party. It is 

the commercial enterprises in the Village hosting outdoor events with amplified sound/music. 

Truly, for many residents, the quality of life, is threatened. The concern, is both the excessive noise level 

and duration (4-5 hours) of amplified sound coming from the outdoor events in the Village, despite the 

“good neighbor” rhetoric. These events have made it impossible to sit outside our homes and even have 

a conversation. I believe the township can make an ordinance very simple. Delete everything else but 



the commercial enterprise rock concerts, amplified sound, and loud bands that are so egregious and 

unreasonable, you can no longer enjoy your property. As the business owner’s financial goals are to 

increase event revenues, this problem will only grow with time. For all the reasons we love Walloon and 

the village, the unabated noise inflicted on residences, if left unchecked, will not serve anyone well, save 

the business owner.  

I realize the township attorney was not present at the recent meeting. However, I don’t believe anyone 

who came to the meeting was concerned with “yelling, shouting or singing.” I didn’t hear anyone 

complain about noise from neighbors having parties, kids playing or using their radios too loudly. I can’t 

remember the village having any parades in 18 years, but I’d love to hear the music from one. It gives 

me pause to wonder why we would raise our resident’s fear levels (as witnessed by some of the 

comments made after the meeting, and even the board stating that “no one will be happy”) because 

many believe they would no longer be able to do the things they have always done like host outdoor 

residential parties, drive their boats, etc. encompassing this very broad-based anti-noise ordinance? 

Let’s be clear about where the problem is and why neighbors close to the village are upset.  

As it is currently written, I’m not sure it even addresses the main concern of a very large group of 

Walloon neighbors. And potentially worse, in our very divided world, it may simply pit neighbor against 

neighbor, raise unnecessary fear, and simply support the overarching financial goals of a monetized 

village owner(s) without regard to tax paying, home owners, and long-standing Walloon residents. 

Regards, 

Karen Mulligan  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

As we are not able to attend the Sept township meeting, I request that the following comments be 

made part of the meeting record: 



Regarding the proposed noise ordinance, we are in favor of the ordinance, and also request that the 

township explore with the township attorney how additional language could be added that: 

1. Restricts commercial enterprises operating with a Michigan Liquor Control Commission license to end 

outdoor service and activity at 10pm. All patrons would need to vacate the outdoor venue at 10pm. 

2. Prohibits commercial enterprises operating with a Michigan Liquor Control Commission license from 

using amplified sound at any outdoor venue at any time.  

The following property owners and Walloon Lake Village neighbors are in favor of the above requested 

language: 

Dalton 

Heydenburg 

Beier 

Parrish 

Lutmer, P 

Lutmer, J 

Woodhouse  

Collins 

Byrnes 

Kucharczyk 

Perhaps an additional public comment session could be scheduled in October to review the 

additional language drafted by the township attorney. 

Regards, 

Joe and Laura Dalton  

Joe Dalton 

Cell phone 512 796 3110 

 

 

Dear Melrose Township Board, 

 



I am writing in favor of the Melrose Township Noise Ordinance to be voted on in the upcoming board 

meeting. I own a house on Walloon Lake and find that the music played on boats on Walloon Lake is 

often very loud and disturbing, many times both early in the morning and late at night. I am in favor of 

creating and strictly enforcing a noise ordinance with meaningful penalty / fine to address the loud music 

from boats every day on Walloon Lake. 

 

Thank you, 

Jim 

 

James Kelly 

882 North Shore Dr. 

Walloon Lake, MI 49796  

 

 











































 


