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F o o d i s  a n i n c r e a s i n g ly i m p o rta n t a r e a o F wo r k 
for  communit y  p lanners  and economic  developers.  the 
bus iness  oppor tunit ies,  publ ic  heal th  benef i ts,  and 
qual i t y  of  l i fe  assets  involved in  the emerging local  and 
regional  food sec tor  are  dr iv ing s igni f icant  interest, 
innovat ion and investment  across  the  countr y.

The New York Times, Cooperative Grocer and Crain’s Detroit 
Business newspapers, for example, recently highlighted 
local food-oriented business districts now forming in 
Grand Rapids, Marquette, and Traverse City. These 
articles illustrate the power of local and regional food to 
simultaneously stimulate entrepreneurship, strengthen 
neighborhoods, and promote community health and 
wellness. 

Now a new guide, “Food Innovation Districts: An Economic 
Gardening Tool,” provides information, definitions, 
resources, and tools for communities interested in growing 
similar clusters of local and regional food and farm 
entrepreneurs and related activities through planning and 
economic development initiatives.

WhAt is A Food iNNoVAtioN district?
A food innovation district is a geographic concentration of 
food-oriented businesses, services, and community 
activities. These districts can be large or small, urban or 
rural; they range from single multi-tenant facilities to 
several blocks in a village or city center. Uses can include 
a number of activities, in one or more of three primary 
categories: 
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F o o d i N N oVAt i o N d i s t r i c ts:  
A N E co N o M i c g A r d E N i N g to o L

With funding from USDA Rural Development, the Northwest 
Michigan Council of Governments and the MSU Center for 
Regional Food Systems worked together with project partners 
Regional Food Solutions, Inc, MSU practicum students, and 
stakeholders throughout Michigan to prepare a guidebook that 
communities nationwide can use to establish and support food 
innovation districts. These districts, which feature clusters of 
related food businesses and industries, can help communities 
create jobs, support businesses, and grow their local or regional 
food system.
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N o M i N At i o N s  o P E N  F o r  b oA r d  o F  d i r E c to r s  s E Ats
The annual election for the Michigan Chapter of the American Planning 
Association’s (MAP) Board of Directors is conducted each fall, prior to the 
annual conference, Planning Michigan, and the organization is seeking passionate 
and committed members to run for open seats.   As required by Association 
bylaws, a Nominating Committee was appointed by President Mark Miller on 
March 15; the committee is charged with identifying nominees and accepting 
self-nominations for each vacancy on the board.  This year there are FIVE open 
seats on the MAP board, and four incumbents are running for a second 3-year 
term on the board.  Nominations will be accepted until August 15, 2013.  If 
you are interested in running for the MAP board, a letter of interest and resume 
(contact the MAP office at 734.913.2000 for submission standards) must be 
submitted to the nominating committee via Executive Director Andrea Brown 
by this bylaw established deadline.  

Look for additional details about the election details about candidates in 
upcoming Michigan Planner issues and via the E-dition, and a separate election 
ballot electric communication for the actual voting in September 2013.  

Go to www.planningmi.org/board.asp to learn more about the responsibilities 
of the MAP board.

A s  2012 - 2013 M A P  M E M b E r s h i P  Y E A r  co M E s  to  A  c Lo s E …
The significant contributions of the Michigan Association of Planning Board 
of Directors deserve recognition and accolades. This remarkable group of 
professionals provides policy direction for the organization and monitors 
staff progress in achieving the “Global Ends” of MAP.  The Global Ends are the 
foundation of our policy governance approach to organizational management 
and state specifically why we exist and what we hope to achieve.  The actions 
of both the board and the executive director are measured against specific 
policies that provide standards and ideals within which we work.  The policies 
ensure that as an organization we are providing communities with … “the 
tools, knowledge legislative, regulatory, and policy environment to make land 
use and planning decisions based on sound planning principles”.  Your board 
works tirelessly throughout the year, reaching out to planners and professionals 
from other disciplines to add breadth and depth to our understanding of our 
profession, and how what we do affects, and is affected by, other professions 
and outside influences.

In the 2012-13 fiscal year the MAP Board connected with professionals from 
economic development sectors, private developers, market analysts, and 
investors; received Policy Governance training; solidified our “linkage plan” 
for the year; and identified an emerging focus on determining how we as an 
organization can better influence developers, builders, investors and others 
about the importance of building sustainable, connected, vital communities.  In 
addition, the board linked with the 4 accredited universities (EMU, MSU, UM 
and WSU) to identify ways we can work better together; a new student position 
on the MAP Board was a result of those outreach efforts, and development of a 
mentor program is in the works.  

The MAP board attends ten meetings at often remote locations; reviews and 
adopts our annual budget; considers and adopts the land planning policy 

Continued on page 15
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 • Producer-oriented elements like 
storage, distribution, processing, 
and other services needed to 
move produce from farms to 
consumers. 

 • Community-oriented elements, 
which link food activities with 
the public, such as education and 
local food purchasing programs. 

 • Place-oriented elements, 
including supportive local 
policies, festivals, events, farm-
to-table restaurants and other 
activities contributing to a local 
food identity. 

The unifying element is proximity: 
the district’s businesses, services, and 
related community and placemaking 
activity are close enough for peer-
to-peer networking and business-
to-business opportunities to grow. 
Clusters of complementary businesses 
support entrepreneurship and new 
business development by facilitating 
cooperation, fostering new business 
formation, reducing business costs 
through shared infrastructure and 
common expenses, promoting healthy 
competition, and increasing access 
to suppliers and other resources. 
Businesses and community activities 
clustered together in food innovation 
districts can be mutually supportive, 
providing the reliable customer base, 
product outlets, and resources that 
strengthen all involved. 

WhY sUPPort thEsE districts?
Regional food systems and food 
innovation districts offer numerous 
e c o n o m i c  a n d  c o m m u n i t y 
development opportunities:

 • A 2006 report from the Michigan 
State University Product Center 
indicated that a committed, 
comprehensive support system 
for mostly smaller-scale food 
and agriculture entrepreneurs 

such as those involved in local 
and regional food markets could 
generate 69,000 jobs statewide1.

 • Districts generate jobs. A 
national survey of food hubs, 
natural anchors for food 
innovation districts, found 
they average seven full-time 
direct jobs and five part-time. 
Economic studies for a planned 
food innovation district in 
Traverse City show that a shared-
use kitchen, year-round market, 
cold storage, and office space 
could generate nearly 90 jobs 
over five years. The Grand Rapids 
Downtown Market, opening in 
2013, is projected to employ 270 
directly and stimulate 1,271 jobs 
in the region.

 • Predominant national and 
global supply chains, operating 
on high-volume, long-
distance distribution models, 
present challenges to small 
and medium-scale producers 
wishing to market their 
products regionally. Strategic 

Food Innovation Districts | Continued from page 1

development of regional food 
system infrastructure, including 
storage, packaging, processing 
and distribution facilities, can 
encourage connections between 
local producers and regional 
markets.

 • Lack of fresh produce in many 
urban neighborhoods and rural 
communities contributes to 
high personal, community, and 
economic costs associated with 
diet-related chronic diseases. 
Food innovation districts 
enhance access to fresh, local 
food, contributing to public 
health goals.

 • Food innovation districts can 
provide opportunities for 
communities to redevelop 
historic industrial or commercial 
areas, which offer new food and 
farm entrepreneurs loading 
docks, smaller-scale storage 
areas, and other needed 
infrastructure. 

 • Food and farming are essential 
in building a sense of place and 

Figure 1: Food Hubs and Food Innovation Districts
Food hubs and food innovation districts might both aggregate and distribute products 
from nearby farms.  Districts, however, are defined by a specific spatial area and include 
networked businesses of different types.  Districts are likely to form around food hubs.  
Or, where food hubs do not exist, the community of food entrepreneurs and healthy living 
initiatives that cluster in districts will likely incubate or attract food hubs.
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Detroit Eastern Market is a 240-acre district in central detroit, home to restaurants, shops, dozens of independent food processors and 
distributors, twice-weekly retail farmers’ markets, and a weekday seasonal wholesale produce market. the non-profit detroit Eastern Market 
corporation (EMc) manages Eastern Market’s retail and wholesale markets and is responsible for the larger district’s development. the city 
of detroit owns Eastern Market’s assets, and city leaders serve on the EMc board, which represents vendors, merchants, government and 
community interests. the EMc  convenes the detroit Ag and Food business cluster Network, which facilitates peer-to-peer networking and 
new opportunities such as matchmaking with large institutional buyers. With the city’s planning department, Eastern Market is updating 
its zoning and developing design guidelines that will help it prioritize space for smaller, startup food production amid the influx of arts and 
other non-food activity. the EMc works actively to build the regional food system’s capacity, linking farmers with detroit Public schools 
and with markets in city neighborhoods. other plans include an incubator kitchen, commissary facilities, greenways, and a commercial 
urban agriculture demonstration project.

D E T R O I T  E A S T E R N  M A R K E T

The Village at Grand Traverse Commons is a 63-acre 
campus of a former state hospital in traverse city that features 
housing, shops, and offices, along with food innovation district 
elements such as a cluster of food/beverage businesses, 
community food events, and a year-round farmers market. 
A planned addition to the larger mixed-use grand traverse 
commons development will provide facilities for local food 
storage, processing, and marketing, including lease space 
for value-added food product makers. the grand traverse 
regional Market will repurpose an abandoned commissary 
building at the commons - an adaptive re-use of land and 
buildings that made up the historic campus.

the Northwest Michigan Food and Farming Network 
incubated the grand traverse regional Market idea over 
several years, culminating in formation of the grand traverse 
regional Market initiative. state and local funding sources 
supported a 2012 feasibility study that proposes developing 
producer-oriented elements, such as cold storage, and 
incubator kitchen, year-round farmers market, office space, 
and education, at the commissary building. 

g r A N d  t r AV E r s E  r E g i o N A L 
M A r k E t:  g r A N d  t r AV E r s E  c o U N t Y  

quality of life, key ingredients for community success 
in the 21st century economy. Food innovation districts 
often include recreation, entertainment, retail, and 
other community-oriented activities that can enhance a 
community’s sense of place and quality of life. 

While projects with a broad mix of uses in close proximity to 
each other have great potential for success, thinking about 
food innovation districts in a regional context can leverage 
many types of food innovation activity. For instance, a district 
in a rural livestock production area may include business 
services for farm entrepreneurs, such as a local meat company’s 
distribution hub and startup space for makers of specialty 
meat products. A nearby urban district might be retail and 
restaurant focused, with space and targeted programs to help 
specialty meat companies and others advance into their own 
storefronts. The two districts benefit from each other: the rural 
district is supply-oriented, while the urban district provides a 
market outlet and opportunities for business growth. 

Examples of food innovation districts, in principle or in the 
making, exist nationwide. No existing legislation designates 
such districts or provides specific funding for them. But 
there are many steps planners, economic developers, and 
other stakeholders can take, and resources they can apply, to 
establish or support such districts.
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hoW: PLANNiNg thE district
Stakeholders, business needs, 
community interest, or other 
motivational factors can drive the 
development of a food innovation 
district. But, regardless of the 
motivation or leadership, district 
development begins with an 
assessment and visioning, and 
then moves into implementation 
via planning, zoning and economic 
development activities. 

As with all planning processes, 
assessment of needs and assets 
is essential in developing a clear 
vision for what a food innovation 
district should do and where it 
fits in. An assessment should 
include a review of community 
information, such as demographics 
and market information like basic 
food consumption and production 
statistics. It’s also important to 
understand the needs and interests 
of the community’s food systems 

and businesses; and to identify the 
food innovation uses, activities, and 
opportunities currently available in 
the community. 

The assessment process should also 
identify gaps and areas of opportunity 
that could point to short- and long-
term business or redevelopment 
targets.  

The findings of the assessment 
will point the community and 
stakeholders toward a vision, which 
will help define the scope, intent, and 
goals of the food innovation district, 
and will help the community prioritize 
activities and steer decisions around 
district location and features.

district boUNdAriEs
Location of a district will depend on 
many unique community factors, 
including the size, scale, and intended 
activities. Where food innovation 
activities are already thriving, the 
boundaries of a district may be 
immediately apparent; or, where 
the concept or uses are new or 
emerging, boundaries may emerge 

Figure 2: Food Innovation District Development Process

Producer-oriented
• Production, gardening
• retail 
• Farmers’ markets
• Wholesale commerce
• Loading docks, truck access
• Post harvest storage, processing
• business incubation facilities

Community-oriented
• restaurants
• community kitchens
• Education/nutrition outreach
• harvest gleaning, food pantries

Place-oriented
• Festivals, fairs, events
• Pedestrian facilities
• Plazas
• Public art

d i s t r i c t  A c t i V i t i E s : 
E x A M P L E  U s E s

from the vision and the findings of 
the assessment process. Regardless 
of the situation, the district must 
balance its uses and activities 
with neighboring properties and 
businesses, considering issues such 
as:
 • Sewer and water access
 • Air, rail, and highway 

transportation access
 • Connections to nearby farms 
 • Presence of complementary 

food production or innovation 
activities

 • Market development 
opportunities with 
complementary uses like schools, 
institutions, commercial areas

 • Redevelopment/adaptive re-use 
opportunities

 • Proximity to shopping or 
entertainment districts

 • Desired district character 

In some communities, historic 
c o m m e r c i a l  a n d  i n d u s t r i a l 
neighborhoods may be a good fit 
for food innovation districts. These 
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districts generally offer access to 
sewer, water, and other infrastructure 
along with opportunities for adaptive 
reuse in areas that have experienced 
d is investment .  For  ex ample , 
Wisconsin’s Vernon County Economic 
Development Association (VEDA) 
renovated an abandoned industrial 
building into a food enterprise center 
using tax increment financing.

In other communities, where a 
food innovation focus is geared 
more toward retail or community-
oriented activities, downtowns or 
other commercial areas may be most 
appropriate. 

hoW: iMPLEMENtAtioN
Planning and Zoning

With uses in food innovation districts 
ranging from restaurants and retail 
to wholesale activities and urban 
agriculture, communities may need 
to consider planning or zoning 

initiatives to ensure that these 
diverse uses are permitted in the 
targeted area.  

As with any planning process, 
local government and community 
members undertaking planning 
initiatives for a district must focus 
on their vision for the area, how the 
district could help accomplish the 
vision, and whether the proposed 
type and scale of uses work with 
surrounding areas. It’s essential to 
have all stakeholders at the table to 
ensure that the district develops in a 
way that works for the farmers, food 
businesses, community organizations 
and others that it is intended to 
connect and support. 

Planning approaches

For communities working to 
establish a food innovation district, 
it’s important to identify this goal 
in the master plan. Master plans 
have important legal connections 

with local zoning, and strong master 
plan support can also help build 
momentum, attract support from 
funders, and link ongoing initiatives. 
Master plan language may address 
food systems in general, or it may 
identify specific goals around food 
innovation. One community that 
has addressed food innovation from 
a planning standpoint is the city of 
Lansing, which calls for a variety 
of food innovation elements in its 
master plan.

In food innovation planning, some 
communities may develop a sub-
area plan, to provide a greater 
focus on a specific area or aspect of 
the community. These plans may be 
especially useful for food innovation 
districts because they provide an 
opportunity to detail the district’s 
vision, goals, boundaries, uses, and 
other features. Marquette County 
is taking a similar approach in the 
development of its master plan. 

If certain desired food-related uses are not included in the food innovation district focus area, the community may consider amending existing 
zoning to allow these uses in applicable zoning districts.  “Food Innovation Districts: An Economic Gardening Tool” includes zoning guidance and 
language intended to address some baseline considerations.
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Work on the plan began in 2012, 
and the process will include a local 
food element that will discuss ideas 
for coordinated development of 
the region’s food system, such as a 
proposed regional food hub in the 
city of Marquette.

In some communities, underlying 
zoning may already be flexible enough 
to accommodate the broad scope 
of food innovation district uses. In 
Grand Rapids, for example, existing 
zoning provides the flexibility needed 
for light food processing to develop 
alongside residences, retail, and 
activities like community gardens in 
an area next to the new Grand Rapids 
Downtown Market. This underlying 
zoning flexibility is opportune for 
broadening the food innovation 
district from the new Downtown 
Market to include vacant commercial 
and industrial property around it.

In other cases, where zoning conflicts 
exist, planning and zoning may need 
to be updated, amended, or reworked 
in order to integrate food-related 
uses into the community’s plans 
and ordinances. Potential zoning 
approaches that many be used to 
address food innovation districts 
include:

 • New Zones. Communities 
may consider an entirely new 
zoning classification to focus 
their planning approach to 
food innovation districts. A 
new zoning district can provide 
a clean and clear start to the 
district, allowing the community 
to address potential needs and 
uses in a cohesive manner.

 • Overlay Zones. An overlay zone 
can add flexibility, restrictions, 
or incentives to underlying land 
uses within a specified district or 
across several districts. It can add 
food innovation district uses and 
standards without creating the 
need to change each underlying 

zone or rezone properties. Once 
a community has identified the 
boundaries of a food innovation 
district, for example, an overlay 
zone could add more uses to 
those portions of the industrial, 
commercial, and residential areas 
that the proposed district spans. 
Where only industrial uses may 
have been permitted in the 
past, the new overlay zone could 
make way for retail, services 
and restaurants that can take 
advantage of a food distribution 
center.

 • Form-Based Zoning. Form-
based zoning regulates the 
physical design of a building 
or site to a greater extent than 
its use. Because they focus 
more on the form or design 
of development, form-based 
zoning codes often allow for 
more of a mixture of uses such as 
residential and commercial. As 
such, form-based zoning could 
provide important flexibility for 
food innovation districts, which 
can encompass a broad variety of 
uses and activities.

 • PUDs. Planned Unit 
Developments (PUDs) allow 
for flexibility in development, 
with approval tied to a specific 
proposal. This flexibility is 
an important advantage for 
communities and developers 
that are working to develop or 
redevelop larger-scale, mixed-use 
neighborhoods. The PUD process 
has often been used in the 
development of new business, 
office, or industrial clusters, 
and may be an appropriate 
option for a food innovation 
district planned as a cohesive 
development.

Planning approaches will depend 
on the specific circumstances of 
the community and needs of the 

district; and as with any planning 
process, it’s vital to ensure a strong 
element of public participation, with 
opportunities for all stakeholders to 
contribute to the process.

EcoNoMic dEVELoPMENt
Finally, communities can support 
emerging food innovation districts 
with resources available from a 
number of existing programs.

Grants, loans, and tax incentives 
all play a role in development of real 
estate for food innovation districts, 
supporting property acquisition 
o r  b u i l d i n g  i m p r o v e m e n t s . 
Federal and state grant and loan 
oppor tunit ies ,  tax  increment 
financing, business improvement 
districts, and renaissance zones 
can all help communities prepare 
for food innovation districts. They 
provide funding, incentives, and 
other resources for infrastructure, 
building rehabilitation, and public 
improvements such as sidewalks, 
streetscapes, or parking. One 
community that has taken advantage 
of these programs is the city of 
M a rq u e t t e ,  M i c h i g a n ,  w h e re 
components of a food innovation 
district are emerging, with help from 
a Commercial Rehabilitation District 
(CRD) the city set up to support 
a natural food store’s expansion. 
The CRD freezes tax increases on 
property improvements for five years, 
a financial boost that has helped the 
Marquette Food Cooperative leverage 
other financing.

Placemaking – a multi-faceted 
approach to the planning, design, and 
management of communities and 
neighborhoods - uses and improves 
existing community assets to make 
a place more usable, vibrant, and 
attractive. Placemaking is a powerful 
strategy that helps communities retain 
and attract business investment, 
by becoming places where people 



M i c h i g A N  P L A N N E r  M AY / J U N E  2 0 1 3  |  M i c h i g A N  c h A P t E r  o F  t h E  A M E r i c A N  P L A N N i N g  A s s o c i At i o N

coNcLUsioN
From jobs to community development 
to health and quality of life, food 
innovation districts offer many 
important community benefits. While 
many initiatives, businesses, and 
programs can spur and support these 
districts, planning and economic 
development activities are important 
first steps for communities working 
to implement local or regional food 
system goals. To help communities 
plan for food innovation districts, 
“Food Innovation Districts: An 
Economic Gardening Tool,” offers 
step-by-step guidance on assessing, 
initiating, and implementing a 
district. The guide is online at www.
nwm.org/food-innovation-districts. 
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want to be. It’s particularly relevant 
for business-focused areas like food 
innovation districts that benefit 
from connections between people 
and place. For instance, in 2012, the 
Michigan Main Street organization 
in the city of Niles  celebrated the 
opening of a food business incubator 
in its downtown district. Businesses 
that will sell products in Niles and 
help build its reputation as a “foodie” 
place are of particular interest to the 
program.

Other business and workforce 
development programs provide 
support that can help a regional 
food cluster grow. These programs 
promote the growth of farms and 
other enterprises in local and regional 
food markets. One example is the Ag 
and Food System Sector Alliance of 
northwest lower Michigan, a group 
made up of regional economic and 
workforce development agencies. 
The Alliance cultivates face-to-face 
business networking and events that 
address particular issues, such as the 
need to build bankers’ familiarity and 
engagement with local agriculture. 
The Alliance is among those 
involved in food innovation district 
development at the Grand Traverse 
Commons in Traverse City.

• Us department of housing and Urban development: community development 
block grants; sustainable communities Program

• Us department of Agriculture rural development: rural business Enterprise or 
opportunity grants, community Facilities Program

• Us department of commerce: Economic development Administration 
assistance programs 

• Michigan department of Agriculture and rural development: Value Added/
regional Food system grant Program

• Michigan Economic development corporation: Farm to Food Program

i N i t i At i N g ,  E x PA N d i N g ,  o r  s U P P o r t i N g  A  F o o d 
i N N o VAt i o N  d i s t r i c t:  s A M P L E  F U N d i N g  P r o g r A M s
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bAckgroUNd
The Michigan Right to Farm Act 
(RTFA) was enacted in 1981 to 
protect existing farms from nuisance 
complaints by residents of new 
houses on the rural fringe.  RTFA is 
often a conundrum for planners due 
to the title of the act, the power of the 
State to take over municipal nuisance 
power and changing regulations. 

RTFA does not grant “the right to 
farm” to every citizen of Michigan, 
similar to the right to free speech in 
the U.S. Constitution.  Rather, the 
act protects existing or “first in place” 
farms by transferring the power of 
investigating and mitigating nuisance 
complaints, which include zoning 
violations, about farming operations 
from the local municipality to the 
Michigan Commission of Agriculture 
and Rural Development.  Moreover, 
RTFA holds that as long as a farm 
operation operates within Generally 
Accepted Agricultural Management 
Practices (GAAMPs), policies devised 
and possibly revised annually by the 
Michigan Commission of Agriculture 
and Rural Development (MCARD), 
that farm operations cannot be 
found in violation of local nuisance 
laws.  The superseding of traditional 
municipal power has blocked zoning 
for urban agriculture in cities across 
Michigan.  

However, in 2012 MCARD changed 
the GAAMPS to include the following 
text, “This GAAMP does not apply in 
municipalities with a population of 
100,000 or more in which a zoning 
ordinance has been enacted to 
allow for agriculture provided that 
the ordinance designates existing 
agricultural operations present prior 
to the ordinance’s adoption as legal 
nonconforming uses as identified by 

the Right to Farm Act for purposes of 
scale and type of agricultural use.”  

Therefore, the RTFA no longer applies 
to cities with a population of over 
100,000, as long as the City’s zoning 

ordinance allows for agriculture 
in some form and those existing 
farms are grandfathered as legal 
nonconforming uses.  The change in 
the GAAMPs creates an opportunity 
for  communities to zone for urban 

M i c h i g A N ’s  r i g h t  to  FA r M  Ac t  ( r t FA )
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agriculture, while retaining its police 
powers over new, agricultural or 
gardening efforts.

Does RTFA Apply in My Community?

That depends…on the size of your 
community and whether or not you 
have a zoning ordinance that allows 
agriculture in some form.  Asking the 
following questions should help:

1. Does your community have a 
population of 100,000 or more?  
If yes, go to Question #2.  If 
not, the RTFA applies in your 
community.

2. Does your community have 
provisions for agriculture and 
existing farms in your zoning 
ordinance?  If yes, the RTFA 
does not apply; instead, your 
local zoning ordinance applies 
to agricultural operations. Many 
older city zoning ordinances 
allow agricultural uses, especially 
if farms still existed within city 
limits when it was written.  If 
no, the RTFA applies unless 
zoning about agricultural uses 
is adopted.  The City of Detroit 
used a community-based 
process to develop zoning in the 
adoption process.  Other smaller 
cities, such as Ypsilanti, are 
debating zoning to allow urban 
agriculture.

If the RTFA does apply to your 
community, you need to know the 
definitions and scope of the RTFA 
since it only covers certain aspects of 
agricultural operations.

What uses does the RTFA cover?

1. The RTFA does not protect all 
agricultural activities in all 
circumstances.  An activity must 
satisfy three conditions (and 
sometimes four) to qualify for 
protection:

2. The activity must be considered a 
“farm operation”

3. The activity must produce a 
“farm product”

4. The activity must be 
“commercial”

And if they exist for that particular 
activity, the practices must follow 
published GAAMPs.

FArMs, oPErAtioNs ANd ProdUcts
The RTFA is written to protect farms.  
However, the definition of “farm” 
can vary widely (see sidebar for 
definitions from the RTFA).  

According to the RTFA a farm 
operation includes (but is not limited 
to) activities such as:
• Marketing produce at roadside 

stands or farm markets.
• The generation of noise, 

odors, dust, fumes, and other 
associated conditions.

• The operation of machinery and 
equipment necessary for a farm. 

• Field preparation and ground 
and aerial seeding and spraying.

• The application of chemical 
fertilizers or organic materials, 
conditioners, liming materials, or 
pesticides.

• Use of alternative pest 
management techniques.

• The fencing, feeding, watering, 
sheltering, transportation, 
treatment, use, handling and 
care of farm animals.

• The management, storage, 
transport, utilization, and 
application of farm by-products, 
including manure or agricultural 
wastes.

• The conversion from a farm 
operation activity to other farm 
operation activities.

• The employment and use of labor.

These definitions raise more 
questions, including what is a “farm 
product”?  And what is considered 
“commercial” production?  Luckily 

the RTFA defines these terms for us 
as well (see sidebar, above).  

Several activities commonly discussed 
with respect to the RTFA are not 
included.  For example, the raising of 
backyard chickens in an urban area is 
not considered an activity protected 
by the RTFA.

Stay Informed and think about 
Agriculture in your Community

The meaning of RTFA changes 
from year to year.  The RTFA is over 

Farm: the land, plants, animals, 
buildings, structures, including ponds 
used for agricultural or aquacultural 
activities, machinery, equipment, 
and other appurtenances used in 
the commercial production of farm 
products.

Farm Operation: the operation and 
management of a farm or a condition 
or activity that occurs at any time as 
necessary on a farm in connection with 
the commercial production, harvesting, 
and storage of farm products

Farm Product: those plants and 
animals useful to human beings 
produced by agriculture and includes, 
but is not limited to, forages and sod 
crops, grains and feed crops, field crops, 
dairy and dairy products, poultry and 
poultry products, cervidae, livestock, 
including breeding and grazing, equine, 
fish, and other aquacultural products, 
bees and bee products, berries, herbs, 
fruits, vegetables, flowers, seeds, 
grasses, nursery stock, trees and tree 
products, mushrooms, and other similar 
products, or any other product which 
incorporates the use of food, feed, fiber, 
or fur, as determined by the Michigan 
commission of agriculture.

d E F i N i t i o N s  F r o M 
t h E  r t FA
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thirty years old and has been cited 
in numerous State Supreme Court 
cases.  The urban food movement and 
new types of agricultural buildings, 
like hoop houses, are sure to bring 
more suits.  Also, the GAAMPs are 
examined and amended annually 
by MCARD. Some food activists 
are petitioning MCARD to extend 
the exemption of the RTFA to all 
cities.  As your communities plan, a 
discussion about the role, place, and 
scale of food production is warranted 
to prepare for changes in the RTFA.

au t h o r E r I n P E r D u, a I C P, G I S P is principal of ENP 
& Associates, the planning and GIS consulting firm she founded in 2002.  
She focuses on community engagement, comprehensive planning, GIS and 

innovative zoning techniques.  She has also served as a 
lecturer at the University of Michigan’s Taubman Col-
lege of Architecture and Urban Planning since 2010. 
She received an M.S. in Resource Policy & Behavior and 
an M.U.P. from the University of Michigan and a B.S. in 
Earth Systems from Stanford University.

au t h o r  M E G a n Ma S S o n - M I n o C k is a planner with 
ENP & Associates. She has worked in planning consulting for over a decade 
throughout Michigan, working with communities and non-profits to create 
master plans, strategic plans, and zoning ordinances, with a specialty in 
food systems.  Ms. Masson-Minock is a certified by the American Institute 
of Certified Planners, the Form-Based Code Institute and the National 
Charrette Institute.  She has Master’s in Urban Planning from the University 
of Michigan, where she was a lecturer, and a Bachelor’s in Political Science 
from Bates College.

For MorE iNForMAtioN
• Michigan Right to Farm Act:  http://legislature.mi.gov/documents/mcl/pdf/

mcl-Act-93-of-1981.pdf

• Generally Accepted Agricultural Practices (GAAMPs): http://www.michigan.
gov/gaamps

• Articles from Michigan State University Extension Service: http://msue.
anr.msu.edu/news/right_to_farm_act_protects_certain_farm_activities_
from_some_local_governme 

• http://lu.msue.msu.edu/pamphlet/Blaw/RightToFarmAct%20
LocalRegulationPreemptionTable.pdf

• Draft Zoning from City of Detroit: http://www.detroitmi.gov/Portals/0/
docs/legislative/cpc/pdf/Urban_Ag_Draft_Ordinance_12Sept12.pdf 

MA P s E E k i N g co M M E N ts o N d r A F t F o o d s Ys t E M s P L A N N i N g P o L i c Y
the Michigan Association of Planning board of directors identifies 
issues and challenges facing Michigan’s community planners, 
and tasks its government relations committee with researching 
and writing policies that address those issues to provide policy 
direction for the organization.  the adopted policies are embodied 
in the workshops, publications and advocacy we advance 
to provide community planners with resources, tools, and 
applications to create healthy, vital, prosperous and equitable 
communities built first and foremost on quality planning. 

From time to time we reach out to experts and ask for their 
assistance to craft timely land use policy.  MAP did just that two 
years ago when an ad hoc committee was formed to research and 
write a food systems policy for the organization.  After several 
iterations, scope changes, edits and updates – along with regular 
communications with the government relations committee – the 

food systems policy committee is now seeking input from MAP 
members and other food experts on the first public draft.  several 
more iterations of the policy are expected to evolve from a review 
cycle, but the draft policy can be found at http://planningmi.
org/policyplatform.asp.  Please take a moment to review and 
comment on the policy; your expertise and knowledge will help 
forge an even better document.  Many thanks to the food systems 
planning committee:  kami Pothukucki, Wayne state University; 
kathryn Underwood, city of detroit; kathryn colasanti, cs Mott; 
Megan Masson-Minock, ENP Associates; Patty cantrell, formerly 
with MLUi; and special acknowledgement for dierdre stockman, 
who, during this process, completed her Ph.d. in planning with 
and emphasis on food systems at the University of Michigan.  this 
incredible group of food experts volunteers countless hours in 
writing – and re-writing! – this policy and their passion for this 
topic cannot be underestimated.  Many thanks to all of them.   
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o F F i c i A L LY  Yo U r s
th e  O f f i c i a l l y  Yo u r s  f e at u re 
provides local appointed and elected 
officials with both basic and advanced 
topics  address ing issues  unique 
to the role as a local government 
representative.   
In this issue of the Michigan Planner 
magazine, there are plenty of words 
and phrases that are used when 
referencing food systems. Below is a 
list of commonly used definitions that 
can help you when updating your 
community’s planning policies, plans, 
and regulations regarding food-related 
topics.

co M M U N i t Y  s U P P o r t E d  Ag r i c U Lt U r E 
c o n s i s t s  o f  a  c o m m u n i t y  o f 
individuals who pledge support to a 
farm operation so that the farmland 
becomes, either legally or spiritually, 
the community’s farm, with the 
growers and consumers providing 
mutual support and sharing the risks 
and benefits of food production. 
(USDA.gov)

cottAgE Food oPErAtioN means a person 
who produces or packages cottage 
food products only in a kitchen of that 
person’s primary domestic residence 
within this state. (Michigan Food Law, 
PA 92 of 2000, legislature.mi.gov)

cottAgE Food ProdUct means a food 
that is not potentially hazardous food 
as that term is defined in the food 
code. Cottage food product does not 
include any potentially hazardous 
food.  (Michigan Food Law, PA 92 of 
2000, legislature.mi.gov)

FArMErs MArkEt means a public and 
recurring assembly of farmers or 
their representatives selling directly 
to consumers food and products 
that the farmers have produced 
themselves. In addition, the market 

may include a variety of other 
vendors as determined by market 
management. (Michigan Food Law, PA 
92 of 2000, legislature.mi.gov)

A pre-designated non-municipally 
owned or operated area, with or 
without temporary structures, where 
vendors and individuals who have 
raised the vegetables or produce or 
have taken the same on consignment 
for retail sale, sell vegetables or 
produce, flowers, orchard products, 
locally-produced packaged food 
products and/or animal agricultural 
products. (City of Detroit Urban 
Agriculture Ordinance)

FArM stANd A temporary structure, 
accessory to an urban garden or 
urban farm for the display and sale 
of vegetables or produce, flowers, 
orchard products, locally-produced 
packaged food products and similar 
non-animal products grown or 
produced on the general property of 
the urban garden or urban farm upon 
which the stand is located. (City of 
Detroit Urban Agriculture Ordinance) 

Food hUb a centrally located facility 
with a business management 
structure facilitating the aggregation, 
storage, processing, distribution, and/
or marketing of locally/regionally 
produced food products. (USDA.gov)

grEENhoUsE A building or structure 
whose roof and sides are made 
largely of glass or other transparent 
or translucent material and in which 
the temperature and humidity can 
be regulated for the cultivation of 
plants for personal use and/or for 
subsequent sale. A greenhouse may 
or may not be a permanent structure. 
(City of Detroit Urban Agriculture 
Ordinance)

hooPhoUsE or high tUNNEL An unheated 
structure whose roof and sides 
are made largely of transparent or 
translucent material (not glass) for 
the purpose of the cultivation of 
plants for personal use and/or for 
subsequent sale. (City of Detroit Urban 
Agriculture Ordinance)

hYdroPoNics A method of growing 
plants without soil, using mineral 
nutrient solutions or water, or in an 
inert medium such as perlite, gravel, 
or mineral wool. (City of Detroit Urban 
Agriculture Ordinance)

MobiLE Food EstAbLishMENt means a 
food establishment operating from 
a vehicle, including a watercraft, 
that returns to a mobile food 
establishment commissary for 
servicing and maintenance at least 
once every 24 hours. (Michigan Food 
Law, PA 92 of 2000, legislature.mi.gov)

UrbAN FArM A zoning lot, over one acre, 
used to grow and harvest food crops 
and/or non-food crops for personal 
or group use. An urban farm may 
be divided into plots for cultivation 
by one or more individuals and/
or groups or may be cultivated by 
individuals and/or groups collectively. 
The products of an urban farm may or 
may not be for commercial purposes. 
(City of Detroit Urban Agriculture 
Ordinance)

UrbAN gArdEN A zoning lot, up to one 
acre of land, used to grow and harvest 
food or non-food crops for personal 
or group use. The products of an 
urban garden may or may not be for 
commercial purposes. (City of Detroit 
Urban Agriculture Ordinance)
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groUP MEMbErs
charter township of china
onekama township
city of East tawas
Yankee springs township
Alpena township
sumpter township
charter township of south haven
Monroe charter township
city of Jackson
James township
charter township of Filer
city of grand haven
Alpine township
Zeeland charter township
Norvell township
city of Montrose
city of Auburn hills
charter township of Midland
charter township of texas
Mills township
tallmadge charter township
Long Lake township
county of Emmet
city of clio
West branch township
township of Elba
burtchville township
city of Lowell

Village of sparta
township of brockway
Village of dundee
charter township of Plymouth
charter township of Meridian
Manistee township
city of bad Axe
Norman township
georgetown charter township
Morton township
Addison township
charter township of Fenton
city of Auburn
Lake township
heath township
raisinville township
Jamestown charter township
Village of Middleville
Algoma township
Leland township
charter township of Ypsilanti
city of Walled Lake
buena Vista charter township
county of oceana
charter township of Mt. Morris
Vassar township
Mayfield township
clyde township-Fennville
Northfield township
charter township of brownstown

bedford township
township of clay
Leelanau township
township of somerset
city of Midland
charter township of shelby
charter township of East china
city of sterling heights
city of rochester hills
charter township of clinton
charter township of Milford
charter township of highland
city of Farmington
blair township
city of saline
charter township of oshtemo
charter township of Lyon
green oak charter township
city of rochester
south Arm township
city of New baltimore
Macomb township
charter township of Marquette
city of Petoskey
richfield township
Atlas township
city of boyne city Planning department
county of Antrim
city of Manistee
otsego township

dorr township
Village of breckenridge
Freeman township
Plainfield charter township
Village of Lake orion
Peninsula township
city of st. Johns
county of isabella
city of howell
hampton charter township
bay city
city of Williamston
Ada township
kenockee township
county of Manistee Planning department
city of belleville
tyrone township
charter township of genesee
coldwater township
davison township
city of Madison heights
city of traverse city
Village of beverly hills
city of Lathrup Village
city of richmond
city of hartford
city of grosse Pointe Woods
Pittsfield charter township

iNdiVidUAL MEMbErs
Jim French, thornapple township
Lee Larson, McP, oshtemo township
skip keeter, Park township
Paul hamilton, tri-county regional Planning commission
barb stauffer, roscommon county Planning
Joyce England, dickson township
bob rishel, stronach township
tom Wilkinson, cunningham-Limp development co., inc.
susan Zenker, benzie county
toby kuznicki, sr., city of rogers city
bruce ogilvie, McP , city of Frankfort
Nik banda, city of rochester
susan M.c. Pigg, cEcd., tri-county  
      regional Planning commission
bill boyd, royalton township
khalil Ligon, detroit Neighborhood Partnership East
bruce Pindzia, Webster township
carol smith, tuscola township

gary sharum, grant township
robert bess, hamilton township
brian reed, city of Leslie
Eric Zuzga, Village of Quincy
kirk LaVigne, charter township of Port huron
rebecca hopp, city of Ferrysburg
Media Union Library, University of Michigan
sandra simmons, township of homer
samantha coron, charter township of breitung
Jeff hagan, Eastern U.P. regional Planning  
     & development commission
christine herter
david carpenter, oneida charter township
charles graham, city of Frankenmuth
Amy Williams, city of scottville
Jack barron, Wso- css, Michigan Municipal 
     risk Management Authority
Lynda Van dusen, sanborn township
Mary reilly, Mason county
howard kahne, Passaro, kahne & taylor Law offices, P.L.L.c.
Wayne o’Neal, city of imlay city

Amber Abbey, city of burton
gerald Adams, city of cadillac
Jim beelen, Michigan townships Association
christine st. george, Albert township
serials & Acquisitions, MsU Libraries
dan sika, thomas township
diana Lubic, city of Plainwell
ken gauthier, sanborn township
c. Mcgrail, city of Utica
denise graves, township of Argentine
daryl graus, sylvania township, Lucas county ohio
tyler tennent, dawda, Mann, Mulcahy & sadler, PLc
rod Williams, surrey township
bill call, handy township
renee barron, city of gladstone
stacey bassi, city of burton
Lloyd Matthes, cUPPAd
Arnold harper, charter township of Madison
John Worden, summit township
katy Wyerman, NextEnergy
      Individual Members continued on page 14

t h E  M i c h i g A N  A s s o c i At i o N  o F  P L A N N i N g  has 
been providing educational opportunities and association resources 
for thousands of members for 68 years now.  informed local decision 
makers do make a difference in Michigan communities, and it’s your 
commitment to continued education, expanding your knowledge 
of best practices and procedures, and linking to resources and other 

members that makes wise land use planning effective in your 
community.  MAP can’t wait to help you in this coming membership 
year!

the following members have already renewed their memberships for 
2013-2014.  thank you for your support of MAP and your commitment 
to the Michigan land use community!  We look forward to serving you! 

Lo o k i N g  F o r WA r d  to  o U r  Y E A r  to g E t h E r … 
 t h A N k  Yo U  2013 - 2014 M E M b E r s !
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Vijay Parakh, charter township of harrison
Jonathan Fisk, st. Joseph charter township
Jerry Jones, st. Joseph charter township
robert schutzki
James inman, ira township
brad hissong, city of Fenton
theresa Priest, chikaming township
glenn sexton, city of roseville
stephanie Woodrick, Niles charter township
brent bajdek, city of Lapeer
William klockow, PE 
Eric Pratt, city of grand rapids
bonnie Flynn, briley township
ken souter, Port sheldon township
Wayne oosterink, Port sheldon township
russell taylor, thomas township
richard taubman, taubman Law, PLLc
denise Parisian, Village of dimondale
david barnett, berkley city Planning commission
gene svebakken, Village of three oaks
Luke Forrest, Michigan Municipal League
John beck, Village of Mattawan
steven Fuhr, charter township of genesee
hal hackett, Markey township
robert carson, carson Fischer, P.L.c.
tom roberts, tA roberts
Zoning board of Appeals, robinson township
ted beals
Edgar roy, iii, kuhn darling boyd & Quandt, P.L.c.
Lorraine grabinski, Muskegon charter township
Al Laskey, solon township
Jim carr, rutland charter township
don caird, resort township
John osborn, city of Yale
tim Wolff, Lake isabella
stephen Winter, Winter PLc
karen Vanhorn, county of kalkaska

Jim brown, hastings charter township
kathy Egan, suttons bay township
robert crawford, charter township of Fort gratiot
Jorja baldwin, charter township of Fort gratiot
sandra White, city of New buffalo
Nora duffy, city of New buffalo
hillary bubb, city of New buffalo
ryan Fellows, city of New buffalo
William rusty geisler, city of New buffalo
James sparks, county of Livingston
sylvia kennedy-carrasco, county of Livingston
Jeanne clum, county of Livingston
brian Prokuda, county of Livingston
Mike hubert, county of Livingston
bill Anderson, county of Livingston
reid krinock, county of Livingston
gerald stein, county of Mackinac
diane Patrick, county of Mackinac
donald kallstrom, county of Mackinac
John townley, county of Mackinac
Julia kronemeyer, county of Mackinac
candy dekeyser, county of Mackinac
katie carpenter, county of Mackinac
dean reid, county of Mackinac
duane hoffman, Elmira township
Paul hartmann, Elmira township
gloria torello, Elmira township
Jack Middleton, Elmira township
dale holzschu, Elmira township
James theisen, Elmira township
sue schaedig, Elmira township
diana Lowe, genoa charter township
gary Mccririe, genoa charter township
Jim Mortensen, genoa charter township
dean tengel, genoa charter township
doug brown, genoa charter township
Lauren brookins, genoa charter township
todd smith, genoa charter township
don Wortman, AicP, rLA, PcP, howell township

Jeff Layer, howell township
carolyn Eaton, howell township
Matt ikle, howell township
dar howard, howell township
Andrew sloan, howell township
Larry hammond, howell township
kathy Noel, kinross charter township
Arthur brood, kinross charter township
Mike McMahon, kinross charter township
gerda Frimberger, kinross charter township
Marcia Wentworth, Lincoln township
roger carey, Lincoln township
Vern schlaud, otsego county
randy stults, otsego county
Jim Mclnnis, Pere Marquette township
rachelle Enbody, Pere Marquette township
Paul Piper, Pere Marquette township
Andy kmetz, Pere Marquette township
terry Wahr, Pere Marquette township
Mike tremblay, township of bruce
Planning Zoning coordinator, township of bruce
dale reaume, township of grosse ile
Lorinda beneteau, township of grosse ile
Lorrie Zalewski, township of grosse ile
steve ravezzani, Village of Elk rapids
barbara Mullaly, Village of Elk rapids
Planning & Zoning, Village of Elk rapids
ralph Nunez, rLA, cLArb, AsLA, Lawrence  
     technological University
diane Miller, grand Valley state University
Michael hercliff, Jr., Eastern Michigan University
Matthew galbraith, Lawrence technological University
kurt Neiswender, AiA, LEEd AP, Lawrence  
     technological University
Eboni Wells, University of Michigan
caitlyn Mcgoldrick, Eastern Michigan University
Michael siterlet, Lawrence technological University
david Van deusen, University of Michigan
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If you’re interested in becoming a new AICP, don’t let financial hardships stop you!

MAP, APA, and AicP encourages you to submit your name to be considered for the 2013 reduced Exam Fee 
scholarship program. this program was put into place to offer assistance to those individuals who may 
defer taking or are unable to take the AicP exam because of the high cost. 

if you think you might qualify, send a brief letter or email showing how you meet the criteria listed below 
to Andrea brown abrown@planningmi.org. to be considered, your statement must be received by July 30, 
2013 for the November 2013 testing window. 

reduced aICP Exam Fee Scholarship Selection Criteria    
Applicants shall submit a written explanation of financial hardship (including financial hardship caused by 
a budget cutback in a firm or agency), which necessitates the request.
• Members of ethnic or racial minorities shall be given preference.
• the applicant(s) selected will be otherwise unlikely to take the exam without the reduced fee.
• the applicant’s employer will not subsidize the exam fee.

Scholarship recipients pay reduced fees to aICP as follows:
• First time AicP applicants: $135 (combined $70 application and $65 exam fee)
• Previously approved AicP applicants: $65 (exam fee only) 

Please note that the awarding of a scholarship does not guarantee that a recipient will be 
approved to take the aICP Exam. The exam application will be evaluated like any other.

IndIvIdual MeMbers, contInued

coNtribUtiNg ANd 
sUstAiNiNg MEMbErs
ConTrIbuTInG 
• Christopher Graham, aSLa, oak Arbor 

company LLc
• Troy Jeschke, city of richmond

SuSTaInInG
• keith Edwards 
• Mark Wyckoff, FaICP, Planning & Zoning news
• David Scurto, aICP, PCP, carlisle/Wortman 

Associates, inc.
• Steve Langworthy, Land Use and Long range 

Planning
• richard Carlisle, aICP, PCP, carlisle/Wortman 

Associates, inc.
• Cynthia Winland, aICP, PCP, crescent 

consulting, inc.
• David Smith, david P. smith & Associates 

incorporated
• Dave Schneider, Extenet systmes, inc.
• Charlotte burckhardt, aICP, PCP, oakland 

county community & Economic development
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c r e s c e n t
consulting

P.O Box 1184
midland,mi 48641

989.839.2031
fax 989.839.4995

crescentdr@chartermi.net

l   planning     
l   zoning
l   community development
l   grant writing & administration
l   site plan reviews

www.crescentplanning.com

Cynthia E. Winland, AICP, PCP

ad 3.5x2.25.indd   1 1/30/09   9:09:26 AM

Urban Planning  
& Design

Landscape  
Architecture

Community &  
Economic 
Development

Inspection Services 

www.wadetrim.com

c r e s c e n t
consulting

P.O Box 1184
midland,mi 48641

989.839.2031
fax 989.839.4995

c.winland@crescentplanning.com

l   planning     
l   zoning
l   community development
l   grant writing & administration
l   site plan reviews

www.crescentplanning.com

Cynthia E. Winland, AICP, PCP

ad 2.6x1.5.indd   1 5/13/11   12:37 PM

c A L L i N g  c A r d s

Ann Arbor, MI 
734 663.2622 ph

Traverse City MI 
231.933.8400 ph

Petoskey, MI 
231.347.2523 ph

www.bria2.com

energy assessments • project management
climate action plans • grant writing

fleet optimization • revolving loan funds
PACE programs • training

cec-mi.org (734) 585-5720

a directory of firms offering professional services, appears in every issue of the 
Michigan Planner. Firms listed pay a fee for this service which helps defray the cost 
of publication. this does not constitute an endorsement of any firm by the Michigan 
Association of Planning.

These awards honor outstanding efforts in planning 
and planning leadership, including cutting-edge 
achievements and planning under difficult or 
adverse circumstances. The Michigan Chapter of the 
american Planning association (aPa MI) invites you 
to participate in celebrating the best of planning by 
nominating projects and individuals you think deserve 
such recognition.

the deadline for nominations is Monday, June 17, 2013, 
4:30 p.m. in the APA Mi office.  Late submissions or 
postmarked packages (with the date of June 18, 2013) 
will not be accepted.  Nomination applications must be 
complete to be considered by the selection committee. 

For complete award descriptions and nomination 
criteria, link to the excellence awards homepage at 
www.planningmi.org/excellenceawards.asp. 
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that guides our work (this fiscal year land planning policies 
on Social Equity and Transportation were adopted by the 
Board).  While the MAP Board generally flies under the 
radar, their accomplishments are significant, their passion 
for the organization strong; and their belief that MAP really 
can make a difference is unparalleled. Their intelligent and 
visionary guidance and direction elevates our reputation and 
credibility and sets us apart.  

Connect | Continued from page 2



American Planning Association
Michigan Chapter

Making Great Communities Happen

c A L E N d A r  o F  E V E N t s  A N d  i M P o r tA N t  d At E s 

(888) 226-4326 www.mcka.com
cwaplan.com | 734.662.2200

• Community Planning  
• Zoning  
• Recreation Plans 
• Web-based Public Participation

Check the MaP Web site at www.planningmi.org for event details. For APA members send to: 
Member records department,  
APA  
122 south Michigan Ave., ste. 1600  
chicago, iL  60603-6107

For Michigan Chapter only   
members send to:
MAP 
219 south Main street, ste. 300 
Ann Arbor, Mi  48104

c h A N g E  o F  A d d r E s s

June 17, 2013
MAP’s Planning and Excellence Awards Deadline 
www.planningmi.org/excellenceawards.asp

October 2-4, 2013
Planning Michigan Annual Conference
Radisson Plaza Hotel
Downtown Kalamazoo
www.planningmi.org/conference.asp

**To request magazine reproduction permission 
or to distribute or reprint an article, please contact 
MAP at 734.913.2000 or info@planningmi.org


