
 

LAKE LEANN LAKE CONTROL COMMITTEE 

August 9
th

, 2018 
 

Members Present: Jim Schaffer, Josh DelosSantos,  Rob Londos, Maureen Butrico, Scott Pickard, Mike Hoffbauer, George Chizmar, Jeff Smith  & 

Bob Halstead [9] 

Members Absent:  [0] 

Guest: Clarke Aquatics [Luke Britton, Joe Haufle, & Jake Britton] , Jackie Monasmith and about 100+ LLPOA Members (76 signed in) 

Meeting was held at the Somerset Township hall starting at 6:pm 

ITEM  DISCUSSION ACTION /BOARD ACTION in BOLD   

2018 /2019 LCC 

Member addition  

Add new member to the committee Jackie Monasmith 

Meeting Summary:  

The purpose of this meeting was to address what happened to the water quality in 

North Lake for 2018. A new company, Clarke Aquatics (CA) was hired to manage 

the LLPOA water treatment program for the 2018 season. The results, so far on the 

North Lake, have been disappointing to say the least  

CA was asked to make a presentation to LLPOA members at an open meeting on 

8/9/18 to help the membership better understand the credentials of CA, their findings 

during the 2018 season and challenges we face going forward. 

About 100+ members attended, asking many questions to help better grasp CA’s 

depth and breadth of lake control experience. CA shared their observations about 

their lake treatment personnel, the quality of the treatments and offered some historic 

perspective on the quality, treatment and maintenance options successfully used for 

the past 40 years. 

To summarize:  

1. Most of the North Lake membership present at the meeting felt there was 

insufficient reason to switch vendors in the first place. Focus kept shifting to 

what CA was going to do in the future. Further rationale cited was; cost, less 

treatments, the ability to use better communication technology and their 

ability to develop a long range plan. 

2. CA explained their presence in the lake control industry, and seemed to have 

a somewhat strong presence in the east/southeast sector of the country. 

However they fell short when pressed to demonstrate their knowledge and 

accounts in the state of Michigan, naming only one. When asked to name 

any other Michigan lakes they are contracted to maintain or had treated in 

the past, they were unable to answer at this time. An updated list is 

 



 
forthcoming.  

3. A few of the North Lake Residents provided their personal insight giving 

several examples over the years including water quality, weed control and 

their overall satisfaction across several facets of lake life, from fishing to 

recreational boating activities. Current status: Many North lakefront owners 

cited excessively clogged channels, massive algae blooms, and 

overabundance of weeds. A couple North Lake members claimed they can 

no longer get their boats away from launches to access the main lake from 

the bays. Many cited foul odors coming from the lake. One North Lake 

Member mentioned they had to shut their windows at night to avoid the foul 

smell. Others mentioned clogged lawn sprinkler systems and weeds 

impeding boat travel. Some also questioned the possibility of a potential 

health issues. 

4. Membership also cited several instances when the CA person applying the 

treatments either never finished treating areas or appeared to have some 

mechanical issues with the equipment and never returned. Others said they 

witnessed the person applying the treatments as entering the mouth of a bay 

and treating only a small area, then leaving and never returning to finish the 

job.  

5. CA indicated that the law prohibits them from treating in front of 

‘undeveloped’ lots and with some treatments no less than 10 to 14 days 

between applications. A few North Lake members mentioned they don’t 

recall any restrictions on undeveloped areas with the previous lake 

management company.  

6. CA also cited that our largest challenge is curbing/minimizing plant/algae 

nutrients into the lake. Some key areas include: 

a. Minimizing phosphorus from fires near the water. 

b. Treating lawns with fertilizers that contain phosphorus & nitrogen. 

c. A buffer between lawns and the lake should be in place 

(specifications to follow). 

d. Grass clippings should be kept out of the lake 

7. The general consensus of the North Lake membership is that this never 

should have happened and believed they should have been a part of the 

decision-making process.  



 
8. CA committed to treating the entire lake on 8/14.18 for algae to help correct 

the current problems and assist in having the lake be more enjoyable for the 

future.  This may need to be repeated throughout the remainder of the season 

for 2018.  

9. During the meeting there was mention by one of the North Lake members of 

terminating the current contract with CA. This was followed by applause 

from the audience 

   

Membership Comments/Questions during meeting: 

A. Sent in yellow slip for treatment of Waldron - never showed up 

B. Why did we switch treatment companies 

a. LCC Reply: Clarke Aquatics presented their company to the LCC 

July 2017. 1) LCC asked for references and then did their due 

diligence to follow up on those references. The reply’s back from 

our investigation were all positive. 2) Clarke Aquatics doubled the 

discount on a pre-payment vs our previous supplier which refused to 

budge off their offer. 3) Clarke Aquatics provide an approach to 

treatment that looked to the future of LLPOA’s water quality as 

opposed to a year over year treatment option.  

C. Can CA start treating with crystals (used in the past) as a more effective 

method? 

a. CA Reply: Crystal copper sulfate is not a viable option due to the 

crystals sinking to the bottom and lesson the effect of the treatment. 

D. Can you treat the water lilies? 

a. CA Reply: Yes they can treat a small portion of water lilies in front 

of a developed area only to assist in ingress and egress to your 

waterfront. Water lilies are protected by the State of Michigan. You 

as a resident can only cut them. You cannot chop or pull them out by 

the root.  

E. Asked if a dye could be used. 

a. CA Reply: Dye is typically used to track application areas during 

the treatment process and has no effect on enhancing the chemical 



 
used. Strictly for visual purposes. 

F. Recommend resuming treatment in front of undeveloped lots. 

a. CA Comment: Undeveloped areas are governed by the MI DEQ. 

Clarke Aquatics adheres to the MI DEQ guidelines for treatment. 

G. Can we consider making the lake deeper (excavating), upgrading aerators 

etc.? 

H. Can we consider bringing back the harvester to aid in weed control? 

I. CA needs to do a better job monitoring the lake to stay in front of problems. 

J. Only one person is driving the boat and spraying the lake. Does not seem to 

be very effective. 

K. Were CA’s reference’s checked and can they provide a list of Michigan 

lakes they are treating? 

a. LCC Reply: Yes Clarke Aquatic references were checked. The LCC 

will ask Clarke Aquatics to provide us with an updated lake list. 

L. There are underground springs near Oakwood. Are they possibly introducing 

any contaminants? 

M. Can CA provide the names plants that owners can plant along the shoreline 

to help curb fertilizers leaching into the lake? 

a. CA Reply: They will provide us with a list of plants that owners can 

plant as s barrier at their waterfront. 

N. Can CA provide a list of herbicides and the plants they are designed to 

control? 

O. CA indicated the N Lake has more phosphorus (and invasive plant species) 

than south lake and a major fuel for weed growth and algae buildup. 

P. CA indicated NL has more shoreline, has more coves which grows more 

plants, has more leaves, if residence could abandon their homes would still 

grow algae (damage is already done), cannot treat Lilly pads, has double the 

phosphorus nutrients. 

Q. Membership comments and Q’s- 

a. Did the last drawdown have an effect? 



 
b. Data should drive treatments. 

c. When were tests performed prior to July 23
rd

? 

d. Water levels? 

e. Where and when are checks and balances down? 

f. Can we go to the state? 

 

   

   

Next meeting September 12, 2018 @ 7:pm / LLPOA Office  

*Note: Bold or underline requires Board Action 


