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Agenda Item No. 10
Introduced by County Services Committee of the:

INGHAM COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RANKING OF THE 2012 FARMLAND AND OPEN SPACE PRESERVATION PROGRAMS APPLICATION CYCLE RANKING AND RECOMMENDATION TO PURCHASE PERMANENT CONSERVATION EASEMENT DEEDS ON THE TOP RANKED PROPERTIES

RESOLUTION #13-31
WHEREAS, by Resolution #04-210, Ingham County established an Agricultural Preservation Board (currently known as the Farmland and Open Space Board Preservation Program), charged with reducing sprawl and encouraging wise land use by purchasing development rights from owners of undeveloped rural land who might otherwise be forced by economic circumstances to develop their land; and

WHEREAS, on August 5, 2008, the voters of Ingham County approved the levy of 0.14 mills for the purpose of funding the Farmland and Open Space Board; and

WHEREAS, Resolution #10-100 directs the Farmland and Open Space Board to identify agricultural and open space property for inclusion in the program, to rank the applications received according to established criteria approved by the Board of Commissioners, and to select properties for purchase of Conservation Easement Deeds which requires approval by the Board of Commissioners; and

WHEREAS, the Ingham County Farmland and Open Space Preservation Board has funding in place to purchase Conservation Easement Deeds on Agricultural and Open Space properties in Ingham County; and
WHEREAS, the Ingham County Farmland and Open Space Preservation Board has scored and ranked all open space applications received for the 2012 cycle and wishes to proceed with negotiations on the top ranked properties.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Ingham County Board of Commissioners approves the 2012 Farmland and Open Space Application Ranking as attached. 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Ingham County Board of Commissioners authorizes the Ingham County Farmland and Open Space Preservation Board to proceed with negotiations on the top ranked Agricultural and Open Space properties.
COUNTY SERVICES:  Yeas:  De Leon, Koenig, Celentino, Nolan, Tsernoglou, Maiville

  Nays:  None           Absent:  Holman      Approved 2/5/13
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1|Powell 2009( 395.03|Williamstown 16.55 25| 5/ 5[ 5| 10( 30 8l 15 3 0 5/ 0 127.55|declined 2011 appraisal
2[Shannon 2010 211.4|Williamstown 20 25 51 3| 2] oOf 30 8| 15| 3 0 of o 111|declined 2011 appraisal
3|Schwab 2011 191.1|Delhi 11.57| 19.1| o 3| 5| 10( 28| 6.21| 15| 1 0 of o 98.88|accepted and proceeding to close
4{Hudson 2011| 107.19|Delhi 9.604 10.7] O 3 51 7| 30| 6.84| 15 1 0 0] O 88.144|declined 2011 appraisal
5|Medema 2011( 280.42|Aurelius 0 25| of 3| 5 7| 24 8l 15( 1 0 of o 88|declined 2011 appraisal
6[Nussdorfer 2011| 140.78]Aurelius 4.75| 14.08] 0] 3 5| 5 22 8| 201 3 0 of o 84.828|accepted and proceeding to close
7|Snow 2009| 319.52|Vevay 18.79 25| 5| 5| 7| 8 0 8 5/ 1 0 of o 82.79
8|Rogers, M,D (formally Todd) 2007( 216.33|0Onondaga 15.03 25| Oof 31 7/ O 0 8l 15( 1 8 of o 82.03|declined 2011 appraisal
9(Johnson 2012 121 |Aurelius 9.35( 121 5] O] 5| 7| 28 8 5 1 0 of o0 80.45
10{Peplowski 2009( 141.7|Locke 13.38| 17.71| O oOf 7| 10 22 8 of 1 0 of o 79.09|declined 2011 appraisal
11|Thorburn 2011| 102.1|Alaeidon 11.85| 10.2( O 3| 5] 10| 30{5.92] 0] 1 0 of o 76.97]accepted and proceeding to close
12|Kranz 2012 72|Vevay 16.7 7.2 5 5| 5[ 7] 24 6] O] 1 0 ol o 76.9
13{Halmrich Sod Farm 2011 57.77|Meridian 100 5.77f 5 O] 2| 5] 30 of 151 3 0 of O 75.77
14|Rogers 2007 331.1|Onondaga 14.96 25| Of Oof 7/ O 0 8 5 1 8 of o 68.96|declined 2011 appraisal
15{Richardson 2007 60|0Onondaga 14.16 75| Of Of 7] 8 0 8l 15( 1 8 of o 68.66|declined 2011 appraisal
16|Hector 2006 80 1498 10.01f of 5 7| 6 0 8l 15| 1 0 of o 66.99
17|Cavanaugh 2006 239|Bunkerhill 9.79 25| 5| 5| 7| 6 0 8 0 1 0 o o 66.79
18(Shaw L. 2007| 161.66|Vevay 18.58| 20.2| of 5| 5| 8 0 8l 0 1 0 of o 65.78
19|Shaw D. 2007 140|Vevay 1457 1761 5| 3| 7| 5 0 8 0 1 0 of o 61.18
20{Haynes #3 2009 77|Aurelius 16.21| 9.695 oOf 5] 7| 8 0 8 5/ 1 0 of o 59.905
21{Hutchinson 2006 77|0Onondaga 1469 9.782 5 5/ 71 O 0 ol 15| 1 0 of o 57.472
22|Morehouse 2009( 109.57|Bunkerhill 19.59] 13.69] Of O 7| 6 0 8 of 1 0 of O 55.28
23|Fitzgerald 2010| 56.44|Locke 20| 7.055| 5| O 7/ 6 0 8 0 1 0 ol o 54.055
24|Collar 2012 40(vevay 19.55 4 5 3] 5/ 5 0 4 o0of 1 0 5/ O 51.55
25(Brake 2010 75[Locke 15.6] 9.375| O] 5| 7| 6 0 2| O] 1 0 of o 45.975
26[Shaw T. 2007 60|Vevay 15.74 75| O 5 71 5 0] 187 O 1 0 o] 0 43.11
27|Miner 2012 95]|Leslie 95| 5 51 7/ 5 0 8 0 1 0 of o 40.5
28|Clark R. 2009| 52.95|Leslie 1236 6.61] 5 O] 5| 10 0 o 0 1 0 o o 39.97
29(Ball 2010 25(Locke 15.4] 3.125| O] 5| 7| 6 0 1l of 1 0 of o 38.525
30{Cavanaugh 2007| 39.99|Bunkerhill 11.55 5/ 0o 5 7/ O 0 8 0 1 0 of o 37.55
31|Andrus 2011 65.1|Locke 16.7 65 Oof 31 71 O 0[ 286 oOf 1 0 of o 37.06
32[Cheney 2012 40|Vevay 13.8 4 of o] 7|1 5 0 4 o 1 0 of o 34.8
33(Klicker 2009 37|Whiteoak 18| 462 of 0O 7/ O 0[0.55( of 1 0 of o 31.17
34[Hale 2009 100|Stockbridge 10.053| 1251 O] of 7] O 0[034f of 1 0 of o 30.893
35|Zimmerman 2011 80|Bunkerhill 11.75 8 of of 74 0O o[ 1.86f Of 1 0 of O 29.61







