The registration fee for the Institute had been set at
$320. However, generous gifts from Institute supporters
have allowed MLSA and MSU to reduce this year's
registration fee for the Institute. For 2005, the registration
feeis $195 ($100 for students). Additionally, participants
will haveto pay their own travel cost to attend the sessions
and expect some expensesfor their chosen applied project.

All applications will be evaluated as they are received
and acceptance notices mailed out within two to three weeks
of submittal. Applicants will continue to be accepted until
theclasslimit isreached. An application form and the status
of remaining space available in the upcoming class may be
obtained from the ML SA web site www.mlswa.org or the
MSU Extension Water Quality Network web site
www.msue.msu.edu/waterqual/l akel eaders.html.

If you areinterested in being part of the Institute’s Class
of 2005, complete an application form and mail it to
Michigan Lakeand Stream Associations, Inc., PO. Box 303,
Long Lake, M| 48743. The form may also be faxed to
MLSA at 989-257-2073. It is to the applicant’s advantage
to apply early, as participation is limited.

If you have questions about the Institute contact:

Mr. Howard Wandell

Department of Fisheries and Wildlife
Room 332 Natural Resources Building
Michigan State University

East Lansing, M| 48824-1222

Phone 517/432-1491

Fax 517/432-1699

Email wandellh@msu.edu

RECENT MICHIGAN APPELLATE
CASESOF INTEREST

by: Clifford H. Bloom, Esg.
Grand Rapids, Michigan

n October 12, 2004, the Michigan Court
Oof Appeals issued a very important
unpublished decision upholding Yankee
Springs Township’s anti-funneling regulations in
Yankee Springs Township v Fox (unpublished
opinion—Case No. 249045). The Court agreed that
the anti-funneling regulations contained in the
Township’s zoning ordinance prevented eight
families from purchasing and utilizing a 103-foot
wide piece of property on Gun Lake in Barry
County for lake access. The Court also denied
claims that the ordinance provision was
unreasonable, ambiguous, overly-broad and vague,
as well as the assertion that the Township waited
too long to enforce the ordinance. The Court also
rejected arguments that the Township could not
enforceitsanti-funneling regul ations because Gun
Lakeislocated in more than one township and the
lake has numerous public access sites. Thiscaseis
amajor victory for the concept of anti-funneling
regulationsand ripariansin general. Hopefully, this
case will prompt townships which have been
reluctant to adopt such regulations into doing so.
In a past issue of the Riparian Magazine, |
mentioned a case where the Michigan Court of
Appeals held that there could not be a dedication
in a plat of a private park, private road, private
walkway or other common property for use only
by lot owners within the plat. That decision could
potentially have wiped out all such privately
dedicated items at lakes, with property formerly
comprising those private plat dedication sitesgoing
to the adjoining landowners. Had that decision
stood, it would have had hugeimplicationsfor plats
on lakes throughout Michigan. However, that
decision by the Michigan Court of Appeals was
overturned by the Michigan Supreme Court in
Martin v Beldean, 469 Mich 541 (2004). The
Michigan Supreme Court ended this controversy
and held that parks, private roads, walkways and
other common use devices could be created by
private plat dedication for the use of lot ownersonly
within aplat.
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