
Outlook

RE: additional follow up

From Meyerhuber, Matthew (AG) <MeyerhuberM1@michigan.gov>
Date Wed 2/12/2025 3:14 PM
To jffhenry@comcast.net <jffhenry@comcast.net>
Cc 'Raymond Karboske' <raysmarina@gmail.com>

Good afternoon,
 
Based on your emails, I understand you seem to disagree with Defendants’ interpretation of the statutes
you’ve referenced.  But Defendants’ position is that the Waterways Commission statute you reference
was incorporated in Part 781 of NREPA before the relevant events described in your complaint, and that
commercial use in Ludington’s marina was appropriately authorized under this statute, specifically MCL
324.78115.  This position is spelled out in Defendants’ briefing in support of its motion for summary
disposition.
 
If you disagree with Defendants’ interpretation of the relevant statutes, you can explain your reasoning in
your response to Defendants’ motion to for summary disposition, which I assure you I will read and
consider.
 
Matthew Meyerhuber
Assistant Attorney General
Michigan Department of Attorney General
Environment, Natural Resources, and Agriculture Division
P.O. Box 30755
Lansing, MI 48909
Phone: (517) 302-6483
meyerhuberm1@michigan.gov
 
From: jffhenry@comcast.net <jffhenry@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2025 12:28 PM
To: Meyerhuber, Matthew (AG) <MeyerhuberM1@michigan.gov>
Cc: 'Raymond Karboske' <raysmarina@gmail.com>
Subject: additional follow up
 

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

 

 I apologize I could not make it one follow up and I appreciate your patience, 
 
In your response the website you directed us to for the Michigan State Waterways Commission (link
provided below) explicitly states that the Commission is advisory. However, there seems to be a
misunderstanding or miscommunication regarding the entity to which they are advisory:

The website suggests they advise the DNR, which contradicts your earlier statement
in the letter and our understanding from the EO that they should advise the Natural
Resources Commission (NRC).

mailto:meyerhuberm1@michigan.gov
mailto:abuse@michigan.gov


Here is the link you provided: Michigan State Waterways Commission Website
Request for Clarification: How can an advisory body that is supposed to merely provide
recommendations to the NRC be described as advising the DNR directly and be involved in
building marinas, which is an operational function? This appears to be a significant oversight
or misrepresentation of the Commission's role.

Could you please clarify this discrepancy and ensure that all public information, including the official
website, accurately reflects the legal status and responsibilities of the Michigan State Waterways
Commission? This is essential for public clarity and for ensuring that stakeholders like myself understand
the true nature of the Commission's involvement in marina projects and policy-making.
 
Looking forward to your elucidation on these points.
 
Regards,
 
Jeff Henry
 

https://www.michigan.gov/dnr/about/boards/waterways

