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CHAPTER INTRODUCTION

Roscommon Count located in the migsectian of the lower peninsula of Michigan. The County is
bordered on the north by Crawford County, on the west by Missaukee County, on the south by Gladwin
and Clare Counties, and on the east by OgerGawnty According to the U.S Census, tBeunty covers

anarea of 370,951 acres or about 580 square miles. Using the 2010 US Census population figure of 24,449,
the population density of the county is roughlg geople per square mile. The County consists of eleven
townshipsandone village The county seaslocated in the Village of Roscommon.

The main river in the county is the Muskegon River which flows on the western side of the county north

to south eventually into Lake Michigan. Other major waterways are the South Branch Au Sable River,
Wolf Creek, Bnton Creek, and Bear Creek. Two of the largest inland lakes in Michigan are located in
Roscommon County, and they are Higgins Lake and Houghton Lake. Forests, inland waters, and wetlands
O2YLINRAS 20SN) pr» 2F GKS / 2 degoiird for@ppdadfely 1% oftheS | &
County.

North-south access is provided by% in the northeast and M8 in the middle portion of the county with
US127 on the western side of the county. Easist access is provided by-85 through the middle of
the county. Business Loop 75 spurs offl8ithrough the Village of Roscommon and connects back to
Interstate 75.

What is Hazard Mitigation?

Hazard Mitigation is any action taken before, during, or after a disaster to permanently eliminate or
reduce thelong term risk to human life, and property from natural, societal, and technological hazards.
Hazard mitigation, along with preparedness, response, and recovery comprise the four phases of
emergency management. There is a cyclical relationship betweesetfour phases of emergency
management: a community prepares for disaster, including hazard mitigation activities, and then
responds to a disaster when it occurs. Following the response, there is a transition into the recovery
process, during which hazhmitigation measures can be evaluated and adopted. This in turn, improves
the resilience of the community for the next incident, and so on. When successful, hazard mitigation will
lessen future impacts to such a degree that succeeding occurrencesmalirr incidents and not become
disasters.

Hazard mitigation strives to reduce the impact of hazards on people and property through the
coordination of resources, programs, and authorities so that, at the very least, communities do not
contribute to the ircreasing severity of the problem. When repairs and reconstruction are completed as

quickly as possible to prdisaster conditions, then prdisaster conditions may simply result in a cycle of

repeated damages. However, palifaster repairs and reconstriien provide an opportunity to
AO0NBY3IGKSY I O02YYdzyAlieQa NBRaAftASyOSo wS 02 GSNE  LINJ
the lessons of past disasters, so that future disasters will not have as much of an impact.

Hazard mitigation is needeto ensure that such cycles are broken, that pdisiaster repairs and

reconstruction take place after damages are analyzed, and that sounder, less vulnerable conditions are
produced. Through a combination of regulatory, administrative, and engineepprgaches, losses can



be limited by reducing susceptibility to damage. Hazard mitigation provides the mechanism by which
communities and individuals can break the cycle of damage, reconstruction, and damage again.

Recognizing the importance of reducingmanunity vulnerability to natural and technological hazards,
Roscommon County is actively addressing the issue through the development and subsequent
implementation of this plan. The many benefits to be realized from this effprbtection of the public

health and safety, preservation of essential services, prevention of property damage, and preservation of
the local economic base, to mention just a fewvill help ensure that Roscommon County remains a
vibrant, safe, and enjoyable place in which to likase a family, and conduct business.

Under the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000, state and local governments are required to develop local
hazard mitigation plans in order to be eligible for pwnd postdisaster funding from the federal
government. The Plan was prepared in accordance with the Federal Emergency Management Act (FEMA)
documents: Local Mitigation Handbook atiee Local Mitigation Plan Review Guide, and the Michigan
State Police Emergency Management Division (MSP/EMD) publication 2@r:Hamard Mitigation
Workbook.

¢tKS w2a02YY2y [/ 2dzyide 1 FTFNR aAlGAaldaArzy tfly O6GKE
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the reduction of injuriesloss of life, and destruction of property due to natural and technological hazards.

The Plan provides a path toward continuous, proactive reduction of vulnerability to the most frequent
hazards that result in repetitive and often severe social, economicphysical damage. The ideal end

state would be the total integration of hazard mitigation activities, programs, capabilities, and actions into
normal, dayto-day governmental functions and management practices.

Roscommon County Emergency Manageniginéctor and the LocaPlanningTeam(LPT) worked with

the East Michigan Council of Governments (EMCOG) and the MSP/EMD to develop this Plan. The intent
of the Plan is to work with those familiar with Roscommon County to describe the County, and to create
an action plan to protect the health, safety, and economic interests of residents through hazard
mitigation, planning, awareness, and implementation.

In the Plan, the hazard analysis section describes the major categories of hazards that affect Roscommon
County (and provides some additional information about lesser hazards). The analysis of hazards makes
use of community profile information that includes a description of community organization and potential
resources. The major hazards have been idedtifas severe weather, geological threats, fires,
floods/drought, hazardous materials, infrastructure problems, public health emergencies, transportation
incidents, seasonal population shifts, and civil unrest and war. For each of the major hazards, the
following is provided:

Description of the hazard,;

Explanation of how it affects the County;
Requirements/Rules affecting the County;

Hazard mitigation Goal(s) that that have been identified; and
Description and explanation of the Action Item proposed.

To o Too T I

This new Plan updates the previous Roscommon County Hazard Mitigation Plan that was approved in
2007. This process began in 2012,exertification of the Hazard Mitigation Plan shall take place at least
once every five (5) yearl.has been modified sthat it is easier to find and use information contained



within it. This should be helpful for stakeholders to more easily find and review the information that is
most relevant for their jurisdictions and areas of expertise/interest.

Certain informatiorthat is considered confidential or too sensitive for widespread public distribution has
been kept out of this document, and will only be distributed at the discretion of the Roscommon County
Office of Emergency Management.

This plan is the culminationf @ur interdisciplinary and interagency planning effort that required the
assistance and expertise of numerous agencies, organizations, and individuals. Without their technical
assistance and contributions of time and ideas this plan could not have begpiated.

A map of Roscommon County identifying the local units of government follows.



Roscommon County Governmental Agencies
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Executive Summary

The Plan was created to protect the health, safety, and economic interests of the Roscommon County
residents and businesses by reducing the impacts of natural and technological hazards through hazard
mitigation planning, awareness, and implementation. Hian serves as the foundation for hazard
mitigation activities and actions within Roscommon County. Implementation of recommendations will
reduce loss of life, destruction of property, and economic losses due to natural and technological hazards.
The Pan provides a path toward continuous, proactive reduction of vulnerability to hazards which result
in repetitive and oftentimes severe social, economic, and physical damage. The ideal end state is full
integration of hazard mitigation concepts into derday governmental and business functions and
management practices.

This Plan employs a broad perspective in examining #haltard mitigation activities and opportunities

in Roscommon County. Emphasis is placed on hazards which have resulted inohtreatsublic health,

safety and welfare, as well as the social, economic and physical fabric of the community. This plan
addresses such hazards as floods, tornadoes, windstorms, winter storms, forest fires, structural fires,
hazardous material incidentand secondary technological hazards which result from natural hazard
events. Each hazard is analyzed from a historical perspective, evaluated for potential risk, and considered
for possible mitigation actions. The plan also describes some of toolsusegkfor its implementation.

Local Units of Government

While the Hazard Mitigation Plan wasmpletedby Roscommon Countihe process to develop the Plan

Ay@2t @SR GKS LI NIGAOALI GA2Y 2F GKS O02YYdzyAGASa GAl
consist of one villagand eleven townships The are listed below:

Village
Roscommon

Townships
Au Sable, Backus, Denton, Gerrish, Higgins, Lake, LyonyWddgater, Richfield, Roscommon



RoscommorCountyCommunity Information andParticipation Status

TABLE 1.1
NFIP
- Currently a| NFIP
: 2000 | 2010 Participateq . y Digitalized| NFIP
Community Name PO PO ChangeIn 2006 Pla Participant Ma Participant Map
P-| FOP- In 2015 Pla| . oP PAM Date
Available
Roscommon County | 25,469(24,449 -4.0% YES YES
Au Sable Twp. 281 | 255 | -9.3% YES
BackusTwp. 350 | 330 | -5.7% YES YES YE.S No
(Partial)
Denton Twp. 5817 | 5557 | -4.5% YES YES YES Yes |1/18/12
Gerrish Twp. 3072 | 2993 | -2.6% YES YES YES No
Higgins Twp. 928 | 857 | -6.3% YES Yes |1/18/12
Lake Twp. 1351 | 1215 | -10.1% YES YES YE.S Yes |1/18/12
(Partial)
Lyon Twp 1462 | 1370 | -6.3% YES YES YE.S No
' ' (Partial)
Markey Twp. 2424 | 2360 | -2.6% YES YES YES No
Nester Twp. 263 | 295 | 12.2%
Richfield Twp. 4139 | 3731 | -9.9% vEs | JYES 1 No
(Partial)
YES
Roscommon Twp. 4249 | 4411 | 3.8% YES . No
(Partial)
Village oRoscommol 1133 | 1075 | -5.1% YES YES Yes |1/18/12




CHAPTER ZHE PLANNING PROCESS

In 2013, the Roscommon County Emergency Management staff began the update process by hosting a
meeting at the Roscommon CourBuilding with the Bst Michigan Council of Governments (EMCOG)
staff andthe Michigan State Police Emergency Management and Homeland Security DikisiBiSD

Saff. The purpose of the meeting was to advise the public and Roscommon County representdtiees o
need to update the 2007 Roscomm@uounty Hazard Mitigation Plgflan) and the process that would

be utilized.

This update was made possible after the County, along with four other counties were awarded a grant
from the Federal Emergency Managentekgency (FEMA) through thichigan State Police to update

their hazard mitigation plans. EMCOG staff worked with the Roscommon County Emergency
Management Director and the Roscommon County Local Planning Team (RCLPT) who was designated as
the steering ommittee for the Plan updateThe RCLPT is currentlgd by Emergency Management
Director (EMD)Mike Beaty. Prior to January 1, 2016, the position was held by Lt. Eric Tiepel, who also
worked for the Roscommon Coyt KSNA F¥FQa 5SLI NIYSyido

The RCLPT immposedof volunteers and professionafeom county municipalities anglarious agencies
located throughout the county/regigrincluding the Michigan State Police, American Red Cross, Michigan
Department of Health and Human Services, and the Departmenanfr&l Resources

To further promote the update and municipal participation, questionnaires and surveys were sent to the
municipal governments for their input on the update process. The questionnaire sought information on
the hazards and how they impad the County. The followp survey sought information on the
mitigation measures to address the hazards and what measures would be most beneficial for each
municipality in order to mitigate the damages resulting from the hazard events. Copies of the
guestionnaire and survey are included in Appendix B, which also includes a summary of the questionnaire
and survey responses. In addition, the EMD and EMCOG staff on two separate occasions met with
Roscommon County Township officials at their monthly nmggstito further encourage their participation

in the monthly update meetings as well as respond to the questionnaire and survey. The responses from
the municipal governments were incorporated into the final mitigation actions found in Chapter 5.

Througha series of open meetings to the public, the EMD and EMCOG staff directed the RCLPT through
an assessment of the Plan in order to determine what changes, if any, would be necessary for the update.
The RCLPT and municipal officials were provided meetjegdas and any accompanying memos
regarding the Plan update before each meeting, at which time the agendas were also posted on the public
bulletin board at the Roscommon County Building. The following table (Table 2.1) identifies the meeting
dates, locatbns, and subject matter for the RCLPT and township association meetings. At the end of this
chapter are two tables identifying the agencies represented at the meetings (Table 2.2) and the individuals
at each meeting (Table 2.3). Appendix A includes itpeis sheets for all the public meetings for this
update.



Roscanmon County Local Planning Team

Meeting Schedule/Discussion Topic
Table 2.1

Meeting
Date

Meeting Location

Discussion Topic(s)

5-8-13

Roscommon County Building
500 Lake Street, Roscommon

Kickoff meeting with Roscommon public
officials and municipal representatives to
discuss Hazard Mitigation Plan update
process.

7-15-14

Roscommon County Building

Initial meeting of RCLPT, they were provide(
an overview of the process, and a lengthy
discission took place on what hazards were
and if/when they occur in Roscommon
County.

8-19-14

Roscommon County Building

Discussion continued on the hazards and
events that occurred in Roscommon County

9-16-14

Roscommon County Building

Discussion on thhazards and the hazard
assessment criteria was discussed.

10-21-14

Roscommon County Building

Discussion continued on the hazard
assessment and the ranking criteria. (EMC(
staff was not present, and discussion was le
by EMD Tiepel.

11-1814

Roscommon @unty Building

Completed hazard assessment. Initiated
discussion on goals and objectives for the P
update. Bill requested information on events
to beincluded in the Plan update.

12-16-14

Roscommon County Building

Completed discussion on goals andedives,
began a discussion on vulnerability
assessmentDiscussed the need to complete
a municipal survey to get input on hazards a
how they impact each municipality.

2-11-15

Roscommon County Road Commiss
820 E. West Branch Rd., Prudenvill

Meet with township officials to discuss the
Plan update and requesting their input on
hazards impacting each township. Advised
them of their need to participate in the
update process and provided them with
guestionnaire on local hazards.

2-17-15

RoscommorCounty Building

Discussed Chapter 2: Community Profile an
asked for volunteers to proof. Explained tha
the mitigation strategies (action steps) would
be discussed beginning in March and also
identified that mitigation strategies would
have to be develogd for the update.

3-17-15

Roscommon County Building

Discussed the status of the mitigation
strategies identified in the 2007 Plan.




Distributed the 2007 strategies for review ar
comment. Initiated the 2015(6) stratégS &
4-21-15 Roscommon County Building discussion. Asked again for input on notable¢
hazard events provided criteria for the event
as approved by the EMD.

Discussed events that make up the hazards
5-19-15 Roscommon County Building began to discuss strategies to address the
events.

Meeting with EMD and Assistant Director to
discuss the strategies and to reduce the
number to a workable number by combining
ideas and eliminating redundant strategies.
Meeting with EMD ad Assistant Director to
7-16-15 Roscommon County Building further reduce the strategies and to begin to
develop an action list for the update.
Finalized the mitigation strategies, develope
the hazard priority list based on risk

6-11-15 Roscommon County Building

81815 Roscommon County Building assessment, likelihood oftccurrence, and
vulnerability assessment.
9-15.15 Roscommon County Building Finalized the priority ranking and began

identifying action list items for plan update.
Discussed action list items, developed a list
10-20-15 Roscommon County Building 19 potential items. LPT asked fotable of
actions from the five counties.

Met with municipal representatives for input
10-26-15 Roscommon County Building on the plan update, discussed the need for
input and the submittals of the questionnaire
Completed the list of action items, identified
that high priority items would be lifeafety
items and property related items would

111715 Roscommon County Building receive medium/moderated ratings. Rankin
within the priority would be based on the
frequency othe hazard event.

1-19-16 Roscommon County Building Completed the information for the action list

items.

EMD and EMCOG regional planner met with
Meeting with newly appointed Drain| newly appointedDrainage Commissioner to
2-1-16 Commissioner at the Roscommon| advise him of the update, seek input on the
County Building action list items, and for any potential
additions to the action list.

Through the meetings above, the chapters of the Plan were evaluated and modified accordingly. Below
are theresults of the chapter reviews for each chapter in the Plan.
1 Reviewed and updated Chapter 1: Introduction. Reviewed and updated information on
RoscommorCounty, as well as on the process. Information is included in Chapters 1: Introduction
and Chapter 2 Planning Process of the update.



1 Reviewed and updated Chapt@r Environment. Reviewed and updated information on the
physical characteristics of Roscommon County. Information is included in Chapter 3: Community
Profile of the update.

1 Reviewed and updad Chapter 3: Social Features. Reviewed, updated, and modified the social
and demographic data of Roscommon County. Information is included in Chapter 3: Community
Profile of the update.

1 Reviewed and updated Chapter 4: Land Use Characteriftiegiewd land use characteristics of
Roscommon County. Information is included in Chapter 4: Hazard Analysis of the update.

1 Reviewed and updated Chapter 5: Public Facilities and Services. Updated and reviewed the public
services being available in Roscommonr@pulnformation is included in Chapter 3: Community
Profile of the update.

1 Reviewed and updated Chapter 6: Advanced Analysis. Reviewed and updated the analyses for
the hazards identified in Roscommon County. Information is included in Chapter 4dHazar
Analysis of the update.

1 Reviewed and updated Chapter 7: Risk and Vulnerability Assessment. Reviewed and updated the
risk and vulnerability assessments for Roscommon County. Information is included in Chapter 2:
Planning Process of the update.

1 Reviewedand updated Chapter 8: Goals and Objectives. Reviewed and updated the goals and
objectives for Roscommon County. Updated goals and objectives are found in Chapter 6: Action
ltems.

1 Reviewed and updated Chapter 9: Mitigation Strategies and PrioritiesevirRzl/the mitigation
strategies and priorities for Roscommon County. Status of the mitigation strategies is found in
Chapter 5: Evaluation of Alternatives. Updated priorities are found in Appendix C.

1 Reviewed and updated Chapter 10: Approval and Implaaten. Reviewed and updated the
approval and implementation schedule fRoscommorCounty. The revised implementation
process is included in Chapter 7: FoHomv

This update process included the review of the Roscommon County Master Plan, thé/kbigan

Hazard Mitigation Plan, county maps and studies, municipal master plans, as well as ongoing planning
activities. This included the review of informational sources such as: U.S. Census, National Weather
Services, master plans, emergency managem&ms, Michigan Department of Transportation, Michigan
Department of Natural Resources, and local health departments.

In January 2016, the action list was sent to the EMHSD staff for their review and comment. This list was
then sent to FEMA staff foheir comments. In February, the EMD and EMCOG staff were notified that
FEMA staff suggested that a larger proportion of action items involve mitigation activities rather than
education and preparedness activities.

Also, in February 2016 the EMD and @B&ICOG regional planner discussed the proofing of the draft
document and to plan the scheduling for the approval of the Plan. This scheduling included the timing for
the public hearing, the approval of the plan by EMHSD staff, FEMA staff, and the addpkierPlan by

the County Board and other municipal agencies.

On April 7, 2016 a notice was published in the Houghton Lake Resorter advising the public of the public
hearing and identifying the five locations throughout the County where the plan walslaleafor review

as well as advising them that comments would be accepted for 30 days after the public hearing on April
13", On April 13,2016 a public hearing was held at tiRoscommon CountBoard of Commissioners

10



meetingto discuss the final draftfdhe Plan and to seek input from the public on the draft.adidlition
to the public hearingetters were sent to the emergency management directors of the adjoining counties
of: Clare, Gladwin, Crawford, Oge®hafer and Missaukee County for their comrsen

The onlypubliccomments that were received were regarding spelling errors, changes in elected county
officials, and corrections to county information, such as area of Houghton Lakd;l@teever, the Fujita
Scale for tornado intensity was changedhe Enhanced Fujita Scale, based on a comment received for a
different plan.

In addition to the public comments, comments were also received from the MSP/EMHSD staff. These
comments/questions were addressing the following: adding information on thigphearing process,
adding information on the frequency/probability of natural hazard events, adding information on
properties that have repetitive losses due to flooding, report on municipalities that have their flood
insurance rate maps (FIRMs) digiall, information on communities participating in the national flood
insurance program (NFIP), a brief description on the how the selection of action plan items was
determined, how the selection of action plan items differed from the 2007 plan, and aereferto
encourage the inclusion of hazard mitigation into comprehensive land use/master plans. These items
have been addressl are included in the appropriate sections throughout the plan.

11



Roscommon County Local Planning Team

AttendanceTableAgency
TABLE 2.2
- Returned Meeting Attended

Participating Agency or | Questionnaire
Jurisdiction (QandSurvey 5 | 7- | 8 | 9 |10 |11 |12 | 2= | 2= | 3 | 4 | 5 | 6- | 7- | 8 | 9 |10 | 10 | 11 | 1- | 2

(S) 13|14 | 14| 14 | 14 | 14| 14 | 15| 15| 15| 15| 15| 15| 15| 15| 15| 15| 15| 15| 16 | 16
East MichigarCouncil of X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Governments
Roscommon County NA X X X X X X X X X| X[ X | X | X| X| X| X| X]| X| X]| X]| X
Village of Roscommon S X X
Au Sabl&ownship
Backus Township X
Denton Township Q X X X X X X X X X X X X
Gerrish Township Q S X X | X | X X X X | X
Higgins Township Q S X
Lake Township Q S X X X
Lyon Township Q S X X
Markey Township Q X | X
NesterTownship
Richfield Township Q X X
Roscommon Township Q X X
Amateur Radio NA X
American Red Cross NA X X X X | X X X X X | X
Central Michigamistrict
Health Depar?men NA X X X X X X X X X
Houghton Lake Assoc. NA X
Kirtland Community NA X X | x| x| x| x]|x X | X | X | X| x| x| x| X X | X
College
Michigan State Police NA X X X X X X X | X
Michigan Department of NA X X X | x X
Human Services
Mid-Michigan Health NA X X X
Park

12




Mobile Medical

NA

Response
RAPS NA X X
Roscommon County 91] NA X X
Roscommon County

. o NA
Drain Commission
Roscommon County
HazMAT NA X X
Roscommon County NA
Road Commission
Roscommon County
{ KSNAFTTQa 5 NA X X
Salvation Army NA

Jurisdictions in bold font have contributed to the Plan update.

13




Roscommon County Local Plang Team
Attendance Tablendividual

TABLE 2.3
. Number of

Local Planning :

Person Agency Team Member Meetings
Attended

Art Allen X
Kelly Annis Village of Roscommon 1
Carol Asher Denton Township 2
Mike Beaty Roscommon County Emergency Mgmt. X 3
Phil Bendily Roscommon County X
Bill Bohlen Village of Roscommon 1
John Card MSP 2
Derrick Carroll MSP 1
Fred Chidester Roscommon County Road Commission 1
Stan Christler Lake Township 2
Craig Cotterman Denton Township 2
William Cromwell | Amateur Radio 2
Anna Curnalia Salvation Army X
Christina Curtis American Red Cross X 5
Melissa DeRoche | Central Michigan District Health Dept. X 4
Red Duggan X
Rick Dupon Denton TownshifeMS X 10
Bill Ernat EMCOG 16
Ken Forst Kirtland Community Colledeublic Safety X 15
Paula Fuller Denton Township 1
Norm Fulimer Markey Township 2
Robert Green Michigan State Police (MSP) 2
DaveGutierrez American Red Cross X
Steve Hall Central Michigan District Health Dept. X
Brian Hill Gerrish Township Police Dept. 3
Jill Howell X
Susan Huffman American Red Cross 6
Pat Inman HoughtonLake Lake Association 1
David Johnson MSP 1
Kathy Kent X
Lorelei King Mid-MichiganHealth Park 3
Nichole King X
Carol Laprade X
Josh Lator MSP 2
James Lippert Gerrish Townshipire Dept. X 6
Ben Lowe w2a02YY2y [ 2dzyie | 2
Dan Lowery Central Michigan District Health Dept. 5
Cheryl Mallard Roscommon County 1
Joe Meadows Roscommon Area Public Schools (RAP X 3
Ken Melvin Roscommon Countgoard X 1

14



Paul Menghini X

Tim Mepham Higgins Township Fire Dept. X 1
LouiseNagy Backus Township 1
Ed Nellist Lyon Township 1
Ed Nettle Roscommon County 911 X 3
Robert Nixon Michigan Dept. of Human Services X 1
¢AY h Qw2 dZ Roscommon County Ro&bmmission X 5
Kathleen Patchin Gerrish Township 1
Carrie Perialas RoscommorCounty 911 X 3
Jim Porath Roscommon County Road Commission 1
Dave Putnam X

Anna Reno Lyon Township 2
Cindy Russo Lake Township 1
David Russo Roscommon Countgoard X 3
Pamela Scott Richfield Township 1
Dick Pederson Denton Township 1
BobSchneider X

Ron Smith Michigan Dept. of Human Services X 1
Mike Sobocinski Michigan State Police EMHSD 1
Ed Stern w2a02YY2y [ 2dzyieé | X 5
Barb Stevenson Roscommon Township 2
Michelle Stevenson| Roscommon County X 2
Randy Stevenson (w2 & 02YY2y [ 2dzyideée { X 3
Vance Stringham | Roscommon County 911 X 3
Dennis Szagesh Michigan Dept. of Human Services X 3
Frank Thibert Roscommon CountylazMat X 8
Marie Thompson X

Eric Tiepel Roscommon County Emergency Mg X 18

{ KSNFeF.T QA

Paul Tiepel Denton Townshigrire Dept. X 8
Dave Tuck X

Leasa Tugetske Gerrish Township 1
Sheryl Tussey Markey Township 1
Rex Wolfson Roscommon County Drain Commission 1
James Van Wormer| Richfield Township 1

Bold print denotes @erson not on the RCLPT

15



CHAPTEBR COMMUNITY PROFILE

NATURAL FEATURES OF ROSCOMMON COUNTY

Roscommon Counfg in the midsection of the lower peninsula of Michigan. The County is bordered on
the north by Crawford County, on the west by MissaukEinty, on the south by Gladwin and Clare
Counties, and on the east by Ogemaw Countidge County covers an area of 370,951 acres or about 580
square miles. Using the 2000 US Census population figures, the population density of the county is roughly
439 people per square mile. The County consists of eleven townshipgijlage, and three Census
designated Places (CDPs). The county seat in located in the Village of Roscarmarformation on

the CDPs were not separated out, but included in thprapriate township information.

The main river in the county is the Muskegon River which flows on the western side of the county north

to south eventually into Lake Michigan. Other major waterways are the South Branch Au Sable River,
Wolf Creek, DentorCreek, and Bear Creek. Two of the largest inland lakes in Michigan are located in
Roscommon County, and they are Higgins Lake and Houghton Lake. Forests, inland waters, and wetlands
O2YLINR &S 20SN) bk 2F (KS [/ 2 dzy (nefd dppréxiabidyl1Q% of thiNS | ®
area. Also there are many residential areas along the lakeshores of Higgins Lake, Houghton Lake, and Lake
St. Helen.

North-south access is provided by3 in the northeast and M8 in the middle portion of the county vhit
US127 on the western side of the county. Eséest access is provided by-85 through the middle of
the county. Business Loop 75 spurs offl81through the Village of Roscommon and connects back to
Interstate 75.

Roscommon County atains twelve(12)local units of government, includiredeven (1) townships, one
incorporated village and no cities.hélVillage of Roscommaathe Couwnty seat. Thesecommunities are
representedby a five (5) membeRoscommonCounty Board of Gommissiones which coveias many
districts. The 2010 census of the County was 24,449.

Roscommon County is covered by District 7 of the Emergency Management & Homeland Security Division
of the Michigan State Police.
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Roscommon County

MAP 3.1
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Roscommon Countf?opulation

TABLE 3.1

2000 2010 Change in

Municipality Population | Population population
Au Sable Twp. 281 255 -9.3%
BackusTwp. 350 330 -5.7%
Denton Twp. 5817 5557 -4.5%
Gerrish Twp. 3072 2993 -2.6%
Higgins Twp. 928 857 -6.3%
Lake Twp. 1351 1215 -10.1%
Lyon Twp. 1462 1370 -6.3%
Markey Twp. 2424 2360 -2.6%
Nester Twp. 263 295 12.2%
Richfield Twp. 4139 3731 -9.9%
Roscommon Twp. 4249 4411 3.8%
Village ofRoscommon 1133 1075 -5.1%
TOTAL 25,469 24,449 -4.0%

Source: 2000 and 2010 U.S. Census

Higgins Township population does not include the population of the Village of
Roscommon.

Principd Employers In Roscommon County

TABLE 3.2

EMPLOYER NO. OF EMPLOYEES
Lear Corporation 470
Roscommon County 180
COOR ISD 120
Kirtland Community College 160
Home Depot 105
King Nursing & Rehabilitation 62
Kmart Corporation 46
Walmart 185
Houghton Lake School District 222
Roscommon School District 119

Source: Region 7B Michigan Work3op Employeras of January 2013

LAND USE

Roscommon County covers 580 square miles, or some 370,951 ddremajor land use is forest land

which covers 70.3% of the counfpproximately 1.2% is devoted to agricultural productidhe majority

of development in Roscommon County is located ndee Village of Roscommon, St. Helen CDP,
Prudenville CDP, Houghton Lake CDP, and around the lakes. Urbanized areas take up approximately 4.3%
2F GKS /2dzyieQa fFyR I NBI® ¢CKS YIFI22NRGE 2F RSOSt
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townships and cities in Roscommon County separately have prepared Land Use and/or Zoning Ordinances.

Roscommon County Current Land Use Map
MAP 3.2
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