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Judges

The Court orders that the motion for reconsideration is DENIED.

Wilder, J., would grant the motion for reconsideration and states as follows: “I would grant defendant’s
motion for reconsideration. In our opinion, we stated that “if the [defendant’s] ordinances qualify as
zoning ordinances, then MCL 125.3210 establishes that Clinton County’s Zoning ordinance will be
deemed controlling to the extent of any inconsistencies between defendant’s ordinance and the county’s
ordinance. That is, if defendant’s ordinances are de facto zoning laws, then they are preempted.” On
further reflection, I have reached the conclusion that this finding was overly broad, because the plain
language of MCL 125.3210 only provides that an ordinance enacted under the Michigan Zoning
Enforcement Act (MZEA) will prevail over an ordinance not enacted under the MZEA when there are
inconsistencies between the two enacted ordinances.

The question remains whether defendant’s ordinances conflict with Clinton County’s ordinance.
Again, after further reflection, I have concluded that, while defendant’s ordinances have stricter
requirements than the county ordinance, defendant’s ordinances do not necessarily conflict with the
county ordinance. As such, I no longer agree with the finding in the opinion that “defendant’s
ordinances must yield to the county’s ordinance . . . because defendant’s ordinances were not enacted
under the MZEA ... ™
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