September 9, 2019
TO:  Cleveland Township Board Members:  
RE:  Sleeping Bear Heritage Trail – Segment 9 recommendation
As a neighborhood community directly impacted by the proposed Segment 9, we are still concerned about the recommended proposal for Sleeping Bear Heritage Trail construction.  We have extensively attempted to raise concerns with Segment 9 impacts since the trail was proposed in 2008-2009.  We also submitted comments to the workgroup during the public comment period September 2018 (LTLPOA public comments attached).  During the public comment period, 235 comments were submitted in addition to numerous letters, of which approximately 215 comments - over 90% of comments submitted, raised concerns about the proposed routing (public comments attached).  
It appears nothing has been altered from the original proposal – other than perhaps now routing a section of the trail through and across private property.  The recommended Segment 9 will have the greatest environmental impact crossing extensive wetlands, dissecting wildlife habitat, removal of trees adjacent to protected wilderness areas, and excavating protected critical dunes for extensive retaining wall construction.  The proposed routing through the Bufka Farm wildlife area is not consistent with the NPS management plan and will not provide easy access to members of the Sugarloaf resort area, Lime Lake community or other Township residents. This will also be the most expensive trail construction yet to date, approaching $6 million which is considerably greater than the original cost projection of $433,00.  The proposed routing will still have significant direct impact on private property owners.  The proposed construction will also visually devastate a scenic roadway adjacent to a wilderness area with construction of extensive retaining walls through protected critical dunes steeply sloped down to road edge.  
We fully appreciate and recognize the need for ensuring public safety and to minimize conflict with road traffic, which is the intended goal of an off-road trail.  However, at what point does the community step back and question the overall goal and planning for Segment 9 area if the benefit/impact analysis does not produce a win-win scenario? It is unfortunate that it appears this discussion was not allowed to be entertained, yet this has been touted to be a community driven process with consideration given to stakeholders and local residents.
The goal for the SBHT was to provide a recreational user experience from Empire to Good Harbor Bay.   Accessing Good Harbor Bay can easily be accomplished with an off trail alongside CR 669 and a logical trail head at the beach with existing parking and picnic facilities while still providing over 22+ miles of trail for the non-resident visitor.  Is there a user demand for additional trail length beyond 22+ miles within the Lakeshore?  If additional trail experience is desired, the nearly $6 million dollars would be more economically and efficiently spent developing a trail in the recreational zone along Lake Michigan Drive from end to end.  This would also be a far superior user experience with the sights and sounds of Lake Michigan and would avoid the extensive environmental and neighborhood impacts. The area at the end of CR 669 and alongside Lake Michigan Drive has been highlighted by Cleveland Township in master planning as the prime area within the township for developing additional recreational experiences, unlike the residential area of Little Traverse Lake, the adjacent NPS wilderness area or the Bufka Farm wildlife habitat.
We urge the Cleveland Township Board to be more proactive in providing planning direction for trail opportunities within the Township and to seriously consider the vast negatives impacts upon the environment and neighborhoods.  We urge the Township to consider and support only win-win scenarios. Now is the time to evaluate what is best for this entire Segment 9 area and to take into consideration the best planning for recreational opportunities in this area, including Lake Michigan Drive – not just narrowly focus on the Traverse Lake Road corridor as the only option.
Sincerely,

Jerry LeAnderson, Secretary
Little Traverse Lake Property Owners Association Board of Directors
