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EPRC Panel Members: 
Tony Anthony - Chair 
Lei Meng 
Bryan Burroughs 
 

Petitioner: 
Mike Isley 
Edwin Martel – Representative  
Robert Kaufman – Representative 

 
EGLE Water Resources Division Staff: 

Christopher Conn 
Robert Primeau 
 

Panel Staff: 
Robert Reichel, Division Chief, OAG 
Brad Pagratis, Information Management Division, Director, EGLE 
Dale Shaw, Regulatory Affairs Officer, EGLE 
Stephanie Fredline, Department Analyst, EGLE 
Meredith Prince, Executive Secretary, EGLE 
 
 

1. Call to Order and Welcome 
 
The meeting was called to order at 1:00 p.m. by Brad Pagratis, EGLE 
Information Management Division Director. He welcomed the participants and 
explained the established statute for the permit application review panel. 

 
2. EPRC Panel Roll Call 

 
Dale Shaw, EGLE Regulatory Affairs Officer, called the roll and a quorum was 
present. 

 
3. Introduction of Panel 
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The panel members introduced themselves and provided a brief description of 
their expertise to the attendees of the meeting. 

 
4. Process Overview 

 
Robert Reichel, OAG Division Chief, provided a brief overview of the permit 
application review process and noted that he is assigned to the panel to assist 
with any procedural questions they may have. 

 
5. Chair Designation 

 
The panel members discussed the selection of the panel chair. 

 
Motion: Bryan Burroughs made a motion for Tony Anthony to be the panel 
chair; Lei Meng seconded. The motion was passed by all members present. 

 
6. Approval of Agenda 

 
Motion: Bryan Burroughs made a motion to approve the agenda, with the 
modification of a 15-minute time limit each for the petitioner and EGLE to 
present their positions, and a 3-minute time limit for each public comment. Lei 
Meng seconded, and the motion was passed by all members present. 
 

7. Petitioner Presents Position 
 

Edwin Martel, petitioner’s representative, provided the panel an overview and 
brief history of the pond and drain area, the petitioner’s position, proposed 
project, and permit application concerns. 
 
Scott Schlicht, contractor for the proposed project, presented his position on 
the permit application and associated drain area. 

 
8. EGLE Presents Position 

 
Christopher Conn, Environmental Quality Analyst, presented to the panel a 
high-level overview of permit application statistics, the current status of the 
application, and permit application concerns. 
 
Robert Primeau, Environmental Quality Analyst, presented to the panel more 
details on the stream at the proposed project site. 

 
9. EPRC Panel Questions to Petitioner and EGLE 

 
Edwin Martel answered questions from the panel about the history of the pond, 
the application, and the 120-day extension. 
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Scott Schlicht answered questions from the panel about the amount of 
sediment involved in the proposed project.  
 
Christopher Conn answered questions from the panel relating to the stream 
flow, the status of the application, and the 120-day extension. 
 
Robert Primeau answered questions about the site of the proposed project. 

 
10.  Public Comment 

 
No public comments were received. 
 

11.  15-Minute Break 
 

Motion: Tony Anthony made a motion for a 15-minute break, from 2:07 p.m. to 
2:22 p.m.; Bryan Burroughs seconded. The motion was passed by all members 
present. 
 

12.  EPRC Panel Deliberation  
 
After the break, the panel discussed the file. 
 
Motion: Tony Anthony made the motion of the panel’s Recommendation to the 
Director to state: 

 
In the matter of the Isley Petition for Permit Application Review before the 
Environmental Permit Review Panel, the panel finds: 
 
The 120-day extension requested by the applicant is not necessary nor 
procedurally appropriate to be granted. The 120-day extension requested is 
a provision of the processing period (324.1307). This application is still in 
the application period (324.1305), and was properly noticed to be 
administratively incomplete at this time. Thus, an administratively 
incomplete permit application, is functionally on indefinite extension until the 
applicant addresses the incomplete components of the application, as 
outlined by EGLE. Definition and provisions of the application period and 
processing can be found in 324.1301 (sections h and i). 
 
EGLE has identified Minor Project permit category #38 (Pond: Inland lakes 
and streams) to be the governing project category for this application, not 
category #29 (Maintenance dredging on inland lakes and streams). While 
the two categories are difficult to differentiate within the minor permit rules 
document, the EPRC does not find reason to recommend reclassification of 
the proposed project to category #29. Category #38 excludes minor permits 
for pond maintenance dredging for ponds inline with streams, thus this 
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proposed project is excluded from a minor project, and must be reapplied 
for under an individual permit, as noticed to the applicant by EGLE. 

 
Lei Meng seconded the motion. The motion was passed by all members 
present. 

 
13.  Adjournment 

 
Motion: Bryan Burroughs made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 2:44 p.m.; 
Lei Meng seconded. The motion was passed by all members present. 
 

 
Prepared by:        June 21, 2022 
Meredith Prince, Executive Secretary 
EGLE 
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