
A REGULAR MEETING OF THE COMMON COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF BESSEMER  

WAS HELD IN PERSON IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS AT CITY HALL 

ON MONDAY, JUNE 13, 2022, AT 6:00 P.M. CST 

 

Mayor Zak called the meeting to order at 6:00 P.M. 

 

ROLL CALL:  Present – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik. 

  Absent – Coleman. 

 

THESE MEMBERS CONSTITUTE A QUARUM 

 
AGENDA  Letter from Al Gaiss was added as #2 under Documents & Correspondence, 

Winter Sand was added as #7 under New Business, and Inflation Impact on ’22-

’23 Budget was added as #8 under New Business.  

 

It was moved by Nelson and supported by Tirpik to approve the agenda as 

amended. 

 

 A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT - Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

ON AGENDA ITEMS None. 

 

PRESENTATION Tim Colling – Road Plan – “Keeping Good Roads Good” 

 

DWSRF 

PUBLIC HEARINGS It was moved by Nelson and supported by Kryshak to open the DWSRF Public 

Hearing. 

 

 A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT - Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

 Zak: Do we have any public comment on the DWSRF, can you just tell me what 

this stands for again? 

 

 Pionk: Drinking Water State Revolving Fund 

 

 Zak: Thank you, I know there’s DWAM, there’s all kinds of different things. 

Alright, any public comment on the Drinking Water State Revolving Fund? 

 

 Pionk: Yes, I do have a report. I’m Darren Pionk, Project Manager from C2AE. 

This study (Project Plan) was authorized by the City of Bessemer via execution 

of a letter proposal. The purpose of the Project Plan is to evaluate needs and 

recommend alternatives for improvements to the City’s water system.  

The City of Bessemer is located in western Gogebic County, in the western tip 

of Michigan’s Upper Peninsula.  Prior economic growth and development was 

dependent upon the iron ore mining industry; recent growth in the City has been 

related to tourism and the logging industry.   

The existing water system has numerous undersized main and unreliable valves. 

This makes it difficult to serve the community with a steady water supply. The 

City no longer owns their own source wells since the Gogebic Range Water 

Authority (GRWA) well field and water treatment plant (WTP) installation in 

2002.  Older main is comprised of cast iron pipe, while recent replacements 

have been ductile iron.  



The primary goal of a WTP and distribution system is to provide and protect the 

quality of the water supply and to protect public health. Ultimately, the driving 

force for this study and the potential construction of the recommended 

improvements is the protection and enhancement of the quality of the water 

supply to the service area.   

Reliable operation of the water distribution system within the City’s utility 

systems are imperative to protect the health and safety of the City’s citizens and 

visitors. The City has been operating and maintaining the system effectively, but 

there are areas of escalating deterioration and obsolescence that require a larger, 

preventative replacement and rehabilitation effort. Operators, consultants, and 

regulators have collaborated on the proposed solutions for these areas of work.   

Reliable operation of the water distribution lines within the City’s utility 

systems directly impacts the health and safety of the City’s citizens and visitors. 

Reliability and down-time during repairs of deficient water mains affects the 

ability to provide safe drinking water and poses maintenance issues. Many older 

water mains in the system have encrusted interiors to some degree which also 

adversely affects available flow in the system. 

A large percentage of the City’s water lines are over 70 years old. Pipe and joint 

materials are not up to modern standards. Leaking joints, structural problems, 

and capacity issues affect reliability and require increasing operation, 

maintenance, and repair expenditures. Corrections are made as failures occur 

which is not a financially responsible method of system asset management nor 

of operation/maintenance planning. Previous USDA Projects have improved the 

water system overall, however, these projects did not address the lead services 

lines leading into the dwellings, maintenance on reservoirs, and portion of the 

water main on Osmose Road. Water main pipe material, insufficient looping, 

and inadequate shut-off valves increase repair time and inconvenience time to 

system users as well as diminished water quality. 

The principal alternatives being considered, there are two. 

Alternative 1: No Action 

Not implementing a corrective measures project at this time while attempting to 

correct deficiencies in the system over time as maintenance budgets will allow. 

Alternative 2: Replacement of Water Main, Lead Impacted Services, and 

Upgrade to Storage Tanks 

Replacement of lead-impacted services remains the only viable alternative to 

meet the mandated requirement to remove those services from use. In addition 

to the lead service line replacement work, there are several other projects needed 

to improve the City’s water infrastructure.  Approximately 965 lineal feet of 2-

inch water main serves four homes on Osmose Road, south of Colby Street.  

This water main has caused the city problems over the years with freezing and 

breaking/repairs.  The 2-inch pipe currently dead-ends approximately 940 feet 

south of Colby Street. 

The EGLE City of Bessemer – 2021 Water System Sanity Survey identified the 

final two infrastructure improvements proposed in this amendment: replacing 

vents at the Bluff Reservoir and replacing the roof of the Tilden Tank. The 

Tilden Tank requires full replacement of the roof covering the structure. The 

existing roof has deteriorated to the point that it will soon become unstable and 

unable to protect the tank beneath it.  Both the Tilden Tank and Bluff Reservoir 

require a replacement of their vents.  

The proposed actions are necessary to maintain compliance with Act 399 and 

the best practices per EPA and 10 States Standards for Public Water Supplies. 

Replacement of Water Main, Lead Impacted Services, and Upgrade to Storage 

Tanks is considered the preferred alternative. The fundamental effectiveness of 

the existing storage systems is not in need of major changes, but minor 

improvements can prevent decline and improve efficiency of current operations. 



Replacement of lead impacted water services is imperative for protecting the 

health of the public. 

The monetary evaluation in regard to the construction costs – we had adjusted 

the cost of the project based on inflationary and material costing. Currently 

we’re looking at for the Lead Service Line Replacement 72 services at 1-million 

dollars. Osmose Road Water Main cost of $250,000. Tilden Tank Roof 

Replacement, that’s $190,000. Bluff Reservoir Vent Replacement as well as 

Tilden Tank’s Vent, $100,000. We have a total construction cost of $1,540,000. 

Adding in engineering, bond closing, bond council, we’re estimating a total 

project at $2-million dollars total.  

The schedule for design and construction – with this public hearing we’ll be 

submitting the DWSRF Project Plan to EGLE by the end of this month. Once 

funding is committed to the project, we’re anticipating that happening by late 

summer, starting design by winter time, with construction beginning in 2023 and 

substantial completion in 2024. 

The user costs – impact on user costs may be a possibility with a project of this 

size is approximately $5.16 per EDU. This is based on a 40-year debt service on 

the bond at an interest rate of 1.875%. This does not include principal 

forgiveness so this is estimating a scenario where no principal forgiveness is 

applied to the project. So, as principal forgiveness is applied, we will review 

with the City to see if we’re able to move forward with it at that time. If it’s high 

enough and it makes the most sense to move forward, if the principal 

forgiveness is a lower percentage, the City can decide to move forward. But 

currently we’re looking at about a $5.16 increase without principal forgiveness. 

Again, that’s without any grant, but they should be applying principal 

forgiveness.  

According to the guidelines, the City does qualify as a disadvantaged 

community considering their current and projected debt service, median 

household income, and user rates. That does help with the principal forgiveness 

percentages based on the project.  

We did a few environmental evaluations. The anticipated environmental impacts 

resulting from implementation of the selected alternative are relatively minor. 

There is no increase in the extent of the water system, and no major changes in 

terms of residuals or other material effects. We do have a full detail of our 

evaluations in the full proposal. 

Mitigation Measures - Where adverse impacts due to installation of the 

recommended improvements cannot be avoided, mitigation measures will be 

implemented. Costs for mitigation measures were considered and included 

where applicable in project opinions of probable cost and included in 

construction contract documents.  

With that, this is the public hearing in regards to the DWSRF Project Plan which 

has taken place here on June 13, 2022. Are there any questions? 

 

Kryshak: I do have a question. Does this solve our circulation problem with the 

bluff tank? 

 

Pionk: This plan that we have right now with the bluff is just the venting. So it’s 

not going to solve the circulation.  

 

Kryshak: Ok 

 

Zak: Alright, any other public comment on the DWSRF and the grant 

application? 

 

 



It was moved by Kryshak and supported by Tirpik to close the DWSRF Public 

Hearing. 

  

 A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT - Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

PUBLIC HEARING 

ORDINANCE 379 It was moved by Kryshak and supported by Nelson to open the public hearing 

on Ordinance 379. 

  

 A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT - Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

  

There was no public comment.  

 

It was moved by Kryshak and supported by Tirpik to close the public hearing on 

Ordinance 379. 

 

A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT - Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

PUBLIC HEARING 

ORDINANCE 381 It was moved by Nelson and supported by Tirpik to open the public hearing on 

Ordinance 381. 

  

A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT - Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

       
It was moved by Nelson and supported by Tirpik to close the public hearing on 

Ordinance 381. 

 

A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT - Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

CONSENT AGENDA It was moved by Kryshak and supported by Nelson to approve the Consent 

Agenda as presented and place on file. 

  

1. Approval of Minutes– City Council Regular Meeting – May 23, 2022. 

2. Approval of Minutes–Planning Commission Regular Meeting– June 7, 2022 

3. Approval of Minutes– Parks & Rec Regular Meeting– June 2, 2022 

4. April Bank Reconciliations 

 

A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT – Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

DOCUMENTS AND 

CORRESPONDENCE It was moved by Kryshak and supported by Nelson to decline the request from 

the Racovitis’ and place their letter on file. 

 

A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT – Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

It was moved by Nelson and supported by Kryshak to waive late fees for the 

Gaiss’ as long as all payments remain current on their payment plan. 

 



A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT – Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

CLAIMS It was moved by Kryshak and supported by Nelson that the claims in the amount 

of $10,804.85 be allowed as presented and that the City Clerk/Treasurer be 

authorized to issue checks in payment thereof, as funds become available.  

 

The following claims were presented for consideration and payment: 

 

GENERAL FUND 

44 NORTH 252.03 

ARAMARK 311.94 

BAKER & TAYLOR BOOKS 439.85 

BESSEMER SMALL ENGINE 130.78 

C&M OIL COMPANY 1,888.42 

CITY OF BESSEMER WATER UTILITY 424.56 

DEMCO 113.64 

GTC AUTO PARTS INC 430.08 

GIOVANONI HARDWARD 149.99 

HAWKINS WATER TREATMENT GROUP 1,444.01 

IRON COUNTY MINER 195.00 

IRONWOOD DAILY GLOBE 660.00 

MELISSA LUPINO 164.20 

MICHIGAN SECTION AWWA 105.00 

MINNESOTA HOIST INSPECTION INC 225.00 

QUILL CORPORATION 153.12 

SMART SOURCE LLC 181.27 

STEIGERS HOME CENTER 1,432.01 

SUPERIORLAND LIBRARY COOPERATIVE 99.92 

THE COMPUTER DOCTORS 529.59 

TRI-STATE BUSINESS SYSTEMS 255.19 

WAKEFIELD NEWS/BESSEMER PICK & AXE 136.25 

WHITE WATER ASSOCIATES INC 140.00 

ZARNOTH BRUSH WORKS INC 943.00 

TOTAL  $ 10,804.85 

 

TOTAL BY FUND 

GENERAL FUND  $ 8,484.04 

DDA  194.85 

SEWER FUND  101.30 

WATER FUND  2,024.66 

   

A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT – Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

ORDINANCE 379    ORDINANCE NO. 379 

 

CITY OF BESSEMER, MICHIGAN 

 

An ordinance to amend the zoning code to prohibit signs on public property 

unless placed by a public institution. 

 

Amend Section 5.7 (F) to add No sign is permitted on public property unless 

placed by a public institution. 

 



This ordinance becomes effective fifteen (15) days after the date of its 

enactment. 

Ordained and Enacted into an Ordinance at a regular meeting of the City 

Council of the City of Bessemer this _______ day of ______, 2022 

First Reading: May 23, 2022 

Public Hearing: 

Second Reading: 

Published: 

 

ATTEST: 

 

_______________________ 

Jennifer Adams, City Clerk 

 

It was moved by Kryshak and supported by Tirpik to approve the 2nd reading of 

and adopt Ordinance 379. 

 

A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT – Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

ORDINANCE 381     ORDINANCE NO. 381 

 

CITY OF BESSEMER, MICHIGAN 

An ordinance to amend the zoning code to abide by the Right to Farm Act, 

revise use matrix tables addressing Agricultural uses, remove Commercial 

Agriculture or Horticulture conditions, remove conditional use for keeping 

chickens, greenhouses and aquaculture systems, and farmer’s markets and 

Food stands as it pertains to the CE district. Also, to add a limited ability 

to raise bees in other zoning districts. 

Adding Definitions to Article 2 

COLONY or HIVE means an aggregate of bees consisting principally of 

workers, but having, when perfect, one queen and at times many drones, 

including brood, combs, honey and the receptacle inhabited by the bees. 

 

FLYWAY BARRIER means a solid wall, fence, or dense vegetation or 

combination thereof that provides an obstruction through which honey bees 

cannot readily fly. Barrier must surround the immediate vicinity of the colony(s) 

or hive(s) yet leave sufficient space for beekeeper to maintain colony(s) or 

hive(s). Property line fences or barriers do not constitute flyway barriers. 

 

HONEYBEE means all life stages of the common domestic honey bee, Apis 

mellifera species. 

 

SWARM means a partial colony in search of shelter that has split from an 

established colony. 

 

Amending Table 4-1 to abide by the Right to Farm Act 

 

 

 



Table 4-1, Use Matrix-pg 1 

Agricultural Uses 

Commercial Agriculture or Horticulture 
 

CE 
 
R1 

Districts 

R2 C1 C2 M1 M2 

Establishments primarily engaged in rendering services to business establishments on a fee or contract 

basis. 

Field Crops and fruit farming; truck farming; commercial nurseries 

and greenhouses; turf and sod farms; apiaries; annelid farms; 

equine breeding and grazing; mushrooms; aquaculture; similar 

agricultural enterprises; and the usual farm buildings associated with 

such use. A cervidea livestock operation as defined and regulated 

by Act No 191 of the Public Acts of 2000 

 
 

P 

 
 

-- 

 

 
-- 

 
 

-- 

 
 

-- 

 

P 

 
 

P 

Composting P -- -- -- -- 
P 

P 

Small Scale Food Production and Urban 
Agriculture 

 
CE 

 
R1 

Districts 

R2 C1 C2 M1 M2 

The production of fruits, vegetables, livestock, flowers, and other natural food and non-food 
materials within or near limits of a city, especially on vacant lots, in open spaces such as parks, and 

in enclosed, indoor facilities such as greenhouses or aquaculture systems. 

Private Yard vegetable gardens within any required yards, 

community gardens, small scale private composting, fruit trees, 

limited fowl raising 

P C C C C P P 

Greenhouses or Aquaculture system as an accessory structure 
P C C C C P P 

Farmer’s Markets- Food Stands 
P  C C C P P 

Keeping of Honeybees 
P C C C C P P 



Change  

Section 9.11 A Agricultural Uses 

1) Agricultural Service Establishments: Agricultural service 

establishments (except animal services) permitted by right in the CE 

and C-2 Districts must meet the following requirements:  

(a) Shall be on a parcel or lot with a minimum size of ten (10) acres and 

a minimum frontage of three hundred (300) feet in the CE District and 

on a lot of at least two (2) acres in the C-2 District. Reserved 

(b) Shall meet all Health Department and MDEQ standards, as 

applicable.  

(c) If within three hundred (300) feet of a dwelling unit, the use must be 

screened and buffered as provided for in Section 5.6.C or Section 5.6.G. 

(d) No storage or loading activities shall be permitted within one 

hundred (100) feet of any lot line; all lighting shall be down-shining 

and shielded from other properties and roadways.  

(e) Parking and signage shall be as required in Article 5, Section 5.5 and 

Article 5, Section 5.7 respectively. 

3) Reserved Commercial Agriculture or Horticulture: (Composting see 

Section 9.11.H) Commercial Agriculture and Horticulture operations 

permitted with conditions in the CE, M-1, and M-2 Districts must meet 

the following requirements:  

(a) Generally accepted agricultural and management practices according 

to policy determined by the Michigan Commission of Agriculture per 

the Michigan Right to Farm Act, P.A. 93 of 1981, as amended.  

(b) Applicable provisions of the Michigan Right to Farm Act, P.A. 93 

of 1981, as amended.  

(c) Applicable provisions of the Natural Resources and Environmental 

Protection Act, P.A. 451 of 1994, MCL 324.101 to 324.90106, as 

amended.  

(d) Shall meet all Health Department and MDEQ standards, as 

applicable 

4) Small Scale Food Production and Urban Agriculture: Small scale 

food production and urban agriculture operations permitted with 

conditions in the CE, R-1, R-2, C-1, and C-2 Districts (per Section 4.4) 

must meet the following requirements: 

(a) Community Gardens: Community Gardens shall consist of land used 

for the cultivation of fruits, vegetables, plants, flowers, or herbs by 

multiple users. Such land may include available public land. 

Community Gardens permitted with conditions in the CE, R-1, R-2, C-

1, and C-2 Districts must meet the following requirements: 

 (i) The land shall be served by a water supply sufficient to support the 

cultivation practices used on the site. 

 (ii) Site users shall use raised beds with new soil or provide a Phase 1 

Environmental Site Assessment (ESA). Any historical sources of 

contamination identified in the ESA must be tested to determine type 

and level of contamination; appropriate remediation procedures must be 

undertaken to ensure that soil is suitable for gardening. Raised beds 

shall also be used if the ESA finds the proposed site to be contaminated.  

(iii) Site users must have an established set of operating rules 

addressing the governance structure of the garden, hours of operation, 

maintenance and security requirements and responsibilities; a garden 



coordinator to perform the coordinating role for the management of the 

community gardens; and must assign garden plots in a fair and impartial 

manner according to the operating rules established for that garden. The 

name and telephone number of the garden coordinator and a copy of the 

operating rules shall be kept on file with the City.  

(iv) The site is designed and maintained so that water and fertilizer will 

not drain onto adjacent property. 

 (v) There shall be no retail sales, except for produce grown on the site.  

(vi) No building or structures shall be permitted on the site except sheds 

for storage of tools; greenhouses that consist of buildings made of glass, 

plastic, or fiberglass in which plants are cultivated; chicken coops; 

benches; bike racks; raised/accessible planting beds; compost or waste 

bins; picnic tables; seasonal farm stands; fences; garden art; rain barrel 

systems; and children’s play areas. The combined area of all buildings 

or structures shall not exceed 15 percent of the garden site lot areas. 

Any signs shall comply with Section 5.7.  

(vii) Any fences or screen on the site shall comply with Section 5.6.  

(b) Keeping of Chickens: The raising of chickens permitted with 

conditions in the CE, R-1, R-2, C-1, and C-2 Districts must meet the 

following requirements:  

(i) Permits:  

1. Any person who keeps chickens in the City of Bessemer shall obtain 

a permit from the City prior to acquiring the chickens.  

2. The City shall issue no permit and no chickens shall be kept unless 

the owners of all residentially zoned adjacent properties consent in 

writing to the permit and this consent is presented along with an 

application for a permit.  

3. Written statements waiving the distance requirement in subsection 

(ii) below shall also be submitted at the time of application and become 

a part of any permit if issued. Application shall be made to the City 

Clerk with the permit fee as determined by Council resolution.  

4. Permits expire and become invalid five (5) years after the date of 

issuance. A person who wishes to continue keeping chickens shall 

obtain a new permit on or before the expiration date of the previous 

permit. Procedures and requirements in effect at the time of the request 

apply to the permit.  

5. Notwithstanding the issuance of a permit by the City, private 

restrictions on the use of property shall remain enforceable and take 

precedence over a permit. Private restrictions include but are not limited 

to deed restrictions, condominium master deed restrictions, 

neighborhood association by-laws, and covenant deeds. A permit issued 

to a person whose property is subject to private restrictions that prohibit 

the keeping of chickens is void. The interpretation and enforcement of 

the private restriction is the sole responsibility of the private parties 

involved.  

(ii) Requirements: A person who keeps or houses chickens on his or her 

property shall comply with all of the following requirements:  

1. Have the permit required under subsection (i) above.  

2. Keep no more than four (4) chickens.  

3. The principal use of the person’s property is for a single-family 

dwelling or two-family dwelling.  



4. No person shall keep any rooster.  

5. No person shall slaughter any chickens.  

6. There shall be a covered enclosure for the chickens. Fenced 

enclosures are subject to all provisions of Section 5.6.  

7. A person shall not keep chickens in any location on the property 

other than in the backyard. For purposes of this section, ―backyard 

means that portion of a lot enclosed by the property’s rear lot line and 

the side lot lines to the points where the side lot lines intersect with an 

imaginary line established by the rear of the single-family or two-

family structure and extending to the side lot lines.  

8. Any covered enclosure or fenced enclosure shall be a minimum of 

ten (10) feet from any property line of an adjacent property;  

9. All enclosures for the keeping of chickens shall be so constructed or 

repaired as to prevent rats, mice, or other rodents from being harbored 

underneath, within, or within the walls of the enclosure.  

10. All feed and other items associated with the keeping of chickens 

that are likely to attract or to become infested with or infected by rats, 

mice, or other rodents shall be protected so as to prevent rats, mice, or 

other rodents from gaining access to or coming into contact with them.  

11. A covered enclosure or fenced enclosure shall not be located closer 

than forty (40) feet to any residential structure on an adjacent property. 

 a. This requirement can be waived if the applicant shall present at the 

time of applying for a permit the written statements of all adjacent 

landowners, and in the case of a two-family dwelling, the other 

occupants of the premises, that there is no objection to the issuance of 

the permit and the waiver of the forty (40) foot distance requirement.  

b. For purposes of this section, adjacent property means all parcels of 

property that the applicant’s property comes into contact with at one or 

more points, except for parcels that are legally adjacent to but are in 

fact separated from the applicant’s property by a public or private 

street.  

12. If the above requirements are not complied with, the City may 

revoke any permit granted under this section and/or initiate prosecution 

for a civil infraction violation.  

(c) Greenhouses and Aquaculture Systems: Greenhouses and 

aquaculture systems as an accessory structure permitted with conditions 

in the CE, R-1, R-2, C-1, and C-2 Districts must meet the following 

requirements:  

(i) Allowed as an accessory building to principle use with a maximum 

size of 400 square feet.  

(ii) Shall meet generally accepted agricultural and management 

practices according to policy determined by the Michigan Commission 

of Agriculture per the Michigan Right to Farm Act, P.A. 93 of 1981, as 

amended.  

 (iii) Subject to applicable provisions of the Natural Resources and 

Environmental Protection Act, P.A. 451 of 1994, MCL 324.101 to 

324.90106, as amended.  

(iv) Shall meet all Health Department and MDEQ standards, as 

applicable. 



 (v) If within three hundred (300) feet of a dwelling unit, the use must 

be screened and buffered as provided for in Section 5.6.C or Section 

5.6.G.  

(vi) No storage or loading activities shall be permitted within one 

hundred (100) feet of any lot line. 

 (vii) All lighting shall be down-shining and shielded from other 

properties and roadways. 

 (viii) Parking and signage shall be as required in Article 5, Section 5.5 

and Article 5, Section 5.7 respectively.  

(ix) Site shall be designed and maintained so that all wastes will not 

drain onto adjacent property.  

(d) Farmer’s Markets and Food Stands: Food Stands permitted with 

conditions in the CE, R-2, C-1, and C-2 districts must meet the 

requirements of Section 5.2.F, Temporary Buildings and Structures. 

Farmer’s Markets permitted with conditions in the CE, R-2, C-1, and C-

2 districts must meet the following requirements:  

(i) All Farmer’s Markets and their vendors shall receive all required 

operating and health permits, and these permits (or copies) shall be in 

the possession of the Farmers Market Manager or the vendor, as 

applicable, on the site of the Farmer’s Market during all hours of 

operation.  

(ii) All Farmer’s Markets shall meet all Health Department, MDEQ, 

and Public Safety standards, as applicable. 

 (iii) All Farmers Markets shall comply with the Generally Accepted 

Agricultural and Management Practices for Farm Markets established 

by the Michigan Department of Agriculture.  

(iv) All lighting shall be down-shining and shielded from other 

properties and roadways. (v) Off-street parking shall be screened from 

adjacent residential uses or Districts per the requirements of Section 

5.5.  

(vi) The outdoor storage of trash or rubbish shall be screened per the 

requirements of Section 5.6.F.  

(vii) Signage will meet all requirements of Section 5.7. 

Add to Section 9.11.A.4 

e) Limited Residential Keeping of Honeybees: Required Conditions 

1. A maximum of two (2) hives may be kept on lots less than 10,890 square 

feet (1/4 acre). On lots at least 10,890 square feet (1/4 acre) but less than 

21,780 square feet (1/2 acre), a maximum of four (4) hives may be kept. 

On lots 21,780 square feet (1/2 acre) but less than 43,560 square feet (1 

acre), a maximum of six (6) hives may be kept. On lots 43,560 square 

feet (1 acre) or greater, a maximum of eight (8) colonies may be kept. 

2. One additional nucleus colony (a maximum of five frames) is allowed 

for a maximum of three weeks as a measure to control swarming. 

3. Hives must be located on an undeveloped area of the lot.  

4. Hives shall be set back at least 200 feet from any neighboring residence. 

The setback for hives may be reduced to the respective setback required 

in the zoning district for accessory structures if a six (6) foot high 

flyway barrier surrounds the immediate vicinity of the hive(s) consisting 

of a solid fence, wall, or dense vegetation that prevents a direct line of 

flight from the hives into neighboring properties or public use right-of-

ways. [See Fig. Honeybee Setback Diagram] 



 
 

5. Beekeepers shall make every effort to perform hive 

manipulations as quickly as possible, with minimum disturbance 



to the bees and at times of the day when outdoor activity of 

neighbors is minimized.  

6. Beekeepers shall use best management practices to prevent or 

minimize swarming. Beekeepers shall take reasonable measures 

to retrieve swarms.   

7. The owner must supply water for all hives throughout the active 

flight season. 

 

This ordinance becomes effective fifteen (15) days after the date 

of its enactment. 

 

Ordained and Enacted into an Ordinance at a regular meeting of 

the City Council of the City of Bessemer this day _____ of 

______, 2022 

 

First Reading: May 23, 2022 

Public Hearing: 

Second Reading: 

Published: 

 

ATTEST: 

________________________ 

Jennifer Adams, City Clerk 
 

It was moved by Nelson and supported by Kryshak to approve the 2nd reading of 

and adopt Ordinance 381. 

 

A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT – Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

POLICY FOR RENTALS No action was taken  

  

RESOLUTION 21-07    RESOLUTION NO. 2021-07 

City of Bessemer 

County of Gogebic, State of Michigan 

 

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING A PROJECT PLAN AMENDMENT FOR 

WATER SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS AND DESIGNATING 

ANAUTHORIZED PROJECT REPRESENTATIVE 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Bessemer, MI recognizes the need to make 

improvements to its existing water treatment system; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Bessemer, MI authorized C2AE of Escanaba, MI to 

prepare a Project Plan which recommends the construction of water service 

replacement in lead-impacted service lines throughout the City of Bessemer, 

watermain replacement on Osmose Road, and upgrade to storage tank; and 

 

WHEREAS, said project plan was presented at a Public Hearing held on June 

13, 2022 and all public comments have been considered and addressed; 

 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the City of Bessemer, MI 

formally adopts said Project Plan and agrees to implement the selected 



alternative (Alternative #2, Replacement of Water Main, Lead Impacted Service, 

and Upgrade to Storage Tanks). 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Bessemer City Manager, a position 

currently held by Charly Loper, is designated as the authorized representative 

for all activities associated with the project referenced above, including the 

submittal of said Project Plan as the first step in applying to the State of 

Michigan for a Drinking Water Revolving Fund Loan to assist in the 

implementation of the selected alternative. 

 

AYES: 

 

NAYS: 

 

I certify that the above Resolution was adopted by the Bessemer, MI City 

Council on June 13, 2022. 

 

By: _________________________ 

 Charly Loper 

 City Manager 

 

 

 It weas moved by Kryshak and supported by Nelson to adopt Resolution 2021-

07 adopting a project plan amendment for water system improvements and 

designating an authorized project representative. 

  

A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT – Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

   

RESOLUTION 21-08     RESOLUTION NO. 2021-08 

City of Bessemer 

County of Gogebic, State of Michigan 

 

A RESOLUTION TO ESTABLISH A REQUEST FOR FUNDING, 

DESIGNATE AN AGENT, ATTEST TO THE EXISTENCE OF FUNDS AND 

COMMIT TO IMPLEMENTING A MAINTENANCE PROGRAM FOR MILL 

AND OVERLAY ON ELI AVENUE IN CONJUNCTURE WITH THE USDA 

PROJECT AND CRUSH AND SHAPING OF FLORENCE AVE FUNDED 

BY THE TRANSPORTATION ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT FUND 

CATEGORY B PROGRAM. 

 

Minutes of a regular meeting of the Council of the City of Bessemer, Gogebic 

County, Michigan, held in the City Hall Council Chambers at 411 S Sophie, in 

said City, on June 13th at 6:00 CT. 

PRESENT:  

ABSENT:  

 

The following preamble and resolution were offered by Commissioner (name) 

and supported by Commissioner (NAME).  

WHEREAS, the City of Bessemer is applying for $73,806.40 in funding 

through MDOT from the Transportation Economic Development Category B 

Program to construct mill and overlay on Eli Avenue from Florence to Woolsey 

and Hadley to Barber and to crush and shape Florence Ave from Yale to Eli 

Ave.  



WHEREAS, MDOT requires a formal commitment from the public agency that 

will be receiving these funds and will be implementing and maintaining these 

infrastructure projects.  

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT, the City has authorized 

Charly Loper, City Manager to act as agent on behalf of the City to request 

Transportation Economic Development Fund Category B Program funding, to 

act as the applicant’s agent during the project development, and to sign a project 

agreement upon receipt of a funding award.  

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT, the City attests to the existence of, 

and commits to, providing at least $73,806.41 toward the construction costs of 

the project(s), and all costs for design, permit fees, administration costs, and cost 

overruns. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT, the City commits to owning 

operating, funding and implementing a maintenance program over the design 

life of the facilities constructed with Transportation Economic Development 

Fund Category B Program funding.  

AYES:  

NAYS:  

ABSENT:  

 

RESOLUTION DECLARED ADOPTED. 

 

_____________________ 

Jennifer Adams 

City Clerk 

City of Bessemer 

I hereby certify the foregoing is a true and complete copy of a resolution 

adopted by the City Council of the City of Bessemer, County of Gogebic, State 

of Michigan, at a regular meeting held June 13, 2022, and that said meeting was 

conducted and public notice of said meeting was given pursuant to and in full 

compliance with the Open Meetings Act, being Act 267, Public Acts of 

Michigan, 1976, and that the minutes of said meeting were kept and will be or 

have been made available as required by said Act 

       

 ______________________ 

Jennifer Adams 

City Clerk 

City of Bessemer 

 

It was moved by Kryshak and supported by Nelson to approve Resolution 2021-

08 for the Category B Road Grant. 

 

A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT – Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

SAARI LAWN CARE 

REQUEST It was moved by Kryshak and supported by Tirpik to decline the request from 

Saari Lawn Care. 

 

A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT – Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

BIDS- NEW MOWER It was moved by Kryshak and supported by Nelson to approve going out for bids 

on a new mower. 

 

A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT – Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 



TUCK POINTING  

CITY HALL No action was taken. 

 

REQUEST TO PURCHASE It was moved by Kryshak and supported by Nelson to sell property to Bucknell 

for $1 plus costs for surveying, legal costs, and all other admin costs incurred by 

the City. 

 

A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT – Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

WINTER SAND It was moved by Kryshak and supported by Tirpik to authorize Manager Loper 

to go out for bids for winter sand. 

 

A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT – Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

INFLATION IMPACT No action was taken. 

 

 

REPORTS It was moved by Nelson and supported by Kryshak to approve the City 

Manager’s, DPW, and Code Enforcement Officer’s reports and place them on 

file. 

 

A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT – Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

PUBLIC COMMENT 4th of July celebrations begin on Saturday, June 25th. 
 

ADJOURN 8:00 p.m. It was moved by Nelson and supported by Tirpik to adjourn. 

 

A vote was then taken: AYES – Zak, Kryshak, Nelson, Tirpik; NAYS – None; 

ABSENT – Coleman. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

 

________________________                   _______________________________  

 Adam Zak, Mayor    Jennifer Adams, City Clerk  


