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MEMORANDUM
Date: May 5, 2026
To: Leland Township Planning Commission, Tom Grier
and Brad Weirda.
Ce: Jim VanSteenhouse, Robert Parker
From: Mark F. (Thor) Hearne, Il
Re: Youth for Christ Club - 101 North Lake Street

property application for special use permit

Youth for Christ’s desire to meet at the North Lake Street
property has unfortunately become a point of controversy in the
Leland community. This controversy. however, was not necessary.
Rather the controversy has been created by activists opposing Youth
for Christ’s ministry and Youth for Christ’s right to gather at private
property owned by the VanSteenhouse family. High school students
meet for prayer and Bible study at this property on North Lake
Street.

I have closely followed Youth for Christ’s ministry to high
school students in Leelanau County. I know the VanSteenhouse
family and the youth ministers, Micha and Kya Cramer. They are
individuals of integrity and are a welcome addition to the Leland
community. Youth for Christ is a highly respected international
ministry. founded in 1944 with Billy Graham as its first evangelist.

Youth for Christ and its members met at the North Lake Street
property for prayer and Bible study until last October when Leland
Township told them they could no longer meet. Youth for Christ
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gathering for prayer and Bible study at the North Lake Street
property posed no concerns about parking, infrastructure, fire codes,
nor did it involve any external changes to the property. The Planning
Commission’s legal counsel acknowledged this point and the
Commission’s April 15 findings confirmed that Youth for Christ’s
meetings presented no concerns regarding public health or
safety. But the Findings the Commission adopted on April 15 were
predicated upon some material false statements concerning the
interpretation of Leland’s Zoning Ordinance.

The Commission’s Findings adopted April 15 deny Youth for
Christ the right to meet at the North Lake Street property. The
Commission is now set to meet this Wednesday to reconsider and
correct the Findings the Commission adopted April 15.

[ am encouraged the Planning Commission has chosen to
reconsider the Commission’s April 15 Findings. But. more than
reconsider and correct the Findings adopted at the April 15 meeting,
itis in Leland Township’s best interest for the Planning Commission
to rescind the April 15 Findings and adopt the alternative resolution
granting Youth for Christ’s application for a permit to meet at the
North Lake Street property.

Denying Youth for Christ the right to meet at the North Lake
Street property violates the United States Constitution and numerous
federal civil rights laws, including the Religious Land Use and
Institutionalized Persons Act of 2000, 42 U.S.C. 2000cc-
2000cc-5 (RLUIPA).

The meeting on Wednesday provides an opportunity for the
Planning Commission to correct its error by rescinding the Findings
adopted on April 15 and granting Youth for Christ’s application for
a special use permit.

Should the Planning Commission fail to rescind the April 15
denial of Youth for Christ’s application to meet at the North Lake
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Street property, the Commission will place Leland Township in
significant legal, financial, and reputational jeopardy. Denying
Youth for Christ and its members the right to assemble at the North
Lake Street property is the rankest form of anti-Christian bias. I
strongly urge the Commission to rescind the April 15 Findings and
grant Youth for Christ Club’s application to meet at the North Lake
Street property.

I express the views I share in this memorandum and in my prior
two memoranda because I care deeply about Leland and the Leland
community. Seven generations of my family have been part of the
Leland community for over 120 years. We love Leland. We love
our friends and family in Leland. We want what is best for Leland.
And, as to this matter, what is best for Leland and for our community
is for the Planning Commission to grant Youth for Christ’s permit
to meet at the North Lake Street property.

Some of you are familiar with my legal practice. For those who
are not, I note the following. I have spent four decades representing
individuals. states. organizations. and elected officials in
constitutional and civil rights litigation in state and federal court. |
have argued constitutional and civil rights cases before the United
States Supreme Court and various federal Circuit Courts of Appeals
including the Eighth, Fourth, Sixth, Eleventh and Federal Circuits.
I successfully represented the leadership of the United States Senate
and the House of Representatives in the United States Supreme
Court. I have successfully represented individuals, political leaders
and political parties before the Michigan, Missouri. Kansas and
Florida state supreme courts.

[ served as legal counsel to President Trump in 2020 and in 2024
including being President Trump’s lead counsel in four cases in
Michigan. In 2004 President George W. Bush’s asked me to be his
national election counsel during which I managed more than seventy
cases in state and federal courts in Nevada. Arizona, Michigan,
Wisconsin, Ohio, Pennsylvania and Florida. During President
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Reagan’s administration I was an attorney with the Civil Rights
section of the United States Department of Education and. in that
position, enforced federal civil rights laws. The Democrat Attorney
General of the Commonwealth of Virginia appointed me to defend
the Commonwealth’s laws guaranteeing free and fair elections. We
won in federal district court and in the Fourth Circuit Court of
Appeals. I worked with the NAACP to defend the right of black
citizens to have their votes fairly counted in St. Louis elections.

I do not cite this experience to tout my resume. [ am at the point
of my legal career where I don’t need to do so. Rather, I note my
background to underscore the experience that informs my insight
into the constitutional and civil rights issues concerning Youth for
Christ’s right to meet at the North Lake Street property.

This is not a typical zoning matter. Youth for Christ’s right to
meet at the North Lake Street property implicates the Constitution
and civil rights issues of the greatest magnitude. Youth for Christ’s
right to assemble at the North Lake Street property concerns
fundamental constitutional rights and legal principles that are
currently pending on the United States Supreme Court’s docket.
Youth for Christ’s right to meet at the North Lake Street property
concerns policies that are the subject of Presidential Executive
Orders and enforcement by the Department of Justice.

How the Planning Commission has responded to Youth for
Christ’s special use permit is troubling. My concern is grounded
upon my experience and background in constitutional law and
federal litigation involving the enforcement of individuals® and
organizations’ First Amendment and Fifth Amendment. Leland
Township and the Planning Commission needs to resolve this
controversy wisely, fairly by following the Constitution and the rule
of law. Let me explain my concern.

The sole factual basis upon which the Commission predicated
its April 15 denial of Youth for Christ’s right to meet at the North



Case 1:26-cv-02307 ECF No. 1-35, PagelD.719 Filed 08/10/26 Page 6 of 18

Lake Street property is the content of Youth for Christ’s speech and
the faith-based purpose for which Youth for Christ assembled at the
property. To wit: praying, studying the Bible and gathering with
others that share this same interest and purpose. As such, Leland
Township’s prohibition against Youth for Christ’s activity at the
North Lake Street property — indeed threats to punish those who
engage in this activity with criminal penalties (up to 93 days in jail
and $500 fines) - is an undisguised. content-based, view-point
restriction on free speech, assembly, and religious freedom. In
short, Leland Township’s denial of Youth for Christ’s right to meet
at the North Lake Street property is a blatant and unvarnished facial
violation of the First and Fifth Amendments.

Leland Township's prohibition on Youth for Christ meeting at
the North Lake Street property - along with Leland’s zoning
ordinance’s broader prohibition against churches meeting at this
property — is an egregious violation of the First Amendment and
related federal civil rights laws. Simply put. Leland’s zoning
ordinance, as written and as applied to Youth for Christ, is blatantly
unconstitutional.

[ have written two previous memoranda that Robert Parker
shared with the Planning Commission’s legal counsel. One on
December 30, and one on February 17. The Planning Commission’s
own legal counsel, Brad Wierda provided his legal opinion on
February 3 and Robert Parker provided a memorandum in support
of Youth for Christ and the property owner on November 25. These
are all part of the record before this Commission.

If you have not already done so, I strongly encourage you to read
these memoranda and the legal analysis these memoranda provide.
These memoranda are part of the record before the Planning
Commission. The Planning Commission’s decision and Findings
will be reviewed in light of the fact that the Commission members
had the benefit of this legal analysis when the Commission adopted
the Findings on April 15. The Commission members also have the
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benefit of this legal analysis when the Commission meets this
Wednesday to reconsider the Findings.

[ have reviewed the full record before this Commission,
including the public comments, legal memoranda. and opinions
from all parties involved. [ have read the press accounts in the
Leelanau Enterprise. the Glen Arbor Sun and the Traverse City
Record Eagle covering this controversy. [ have read the legal
opinion Brad Wierda provided the Commission, the memorandum
supporting Youth for Christ that Robert Parker provided and the two
alternative draft versions of Findings the Township’s new counsel,
Tom Grier. prepared for the Commission in advance of the April 15
meeting. Tom Grier did not provide the Commission a legal
opinion. Rather Tom Grier provided the Commission with two
alternative draft Findings — one granting Youth for Christ’s permit
and one denying Youth for Christ’s permit. On April 15 a majority
of the Commission voted to adopt the draft that denied Youth for
Christ Club the right to meet at the North Lake Street property.

[ have also read the two memorandum the Troposphere law firm
submitted and the two letters that Jacob Danzinger submitted. The
Troposphere memoranda of February 9 and April 9 were written by
Chris Bzdok and Sean Clark on behalf of Fishtown Preservation
Society. Jacob Danzinger's letters of March 17 and April 13 were
sent on his own behalf and not on behalf of any party to this matter.

The Troposphere memoranda and Danzinger’s letters are
contrary to all controlling authority and law. Most importantly, the
Troposphere memoranda and the Danzinger letters are flatly
contrary to the Supreme Court’s decisions. the explicit text of the
relevant federal civil rights statutes and the memoranda and letters
entirely ignore the United States Department of Justice’s guidance
concerning religious freedom, free speech, and enforcing federal
civil rights statutes protect these constitutionally guaranteed
freedoms.
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Danzinger’s and Troposphere’s discussion of the supposed
“legislative history™ of Leland’s zoning ordinance (which has no
relevance) is likewise without merit and is inaccurate. Indeed. the
reason the Commission needed to schedule the special meeting on
May 5 is to address and correct the April 15 Findings because the
Commission’s April 15 Findings relied upon the materially incorrect
statements in the Danzinger and Troposphere letters and
memorandum.

Messieurs Bzdok. Clark and Danzinger simply do not know
what they are talking about. It is clear from their memoranda and
letters that they have no experience in this area of law and are
entirely out of their depth. With all due respect, Messieurs Bzdok,
Clark and Danzinger should not be swimming in the deep end of the
pool and should put their floaties back on and get back in the kiddy
pool.  The Commission’s reliance upon the Troposphere
memoranda and the Danzinger letters in adopting the April 15
Findings exposes Leland Township to significant legal and financial
liability.

The Supreme Court’s First and Fifth Amendment jurisprudence
emphatically supports Youth for Christ’s right to assemble at the
North Lake Street property. In just the past month, the Supreme
Court issued two decisions reaffirming the Constitution’s robust
protection of free speech. the right of assembly, the right to religious
freedom and the right of association. These Supreme Court
decisions bear directly upon Leland Township’s decision to deny
Youth for Christ the right to assemble at the North Lake Street
property.

Last week, the Court issued its decision in First Choice
Women's Resource Centers v. Davenport 608 U.S.  (2026). Slip
Op. April 29, 2026. The unanimous Supreme Court held.

The First Amendment guarantees all Americans the
rights to speak. worship, publish. assemble, and petition
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their government freely. Each of these rights, this Court
has ““long understood,™ necessarily carries with it “*a
corresponding right to associate with others.”™
Americans for Prosperity Foundation v. Bonta, 594
U.S. 595, 606 (2021) (AFP) (quoting Roberts v. United
States Jaycees, 468 U.S.

Without such a right. no two men could safely share the
same soapbox, no two women the same church. The
government could reduce any assembly to a party of
one, and the right to petition would amount to nothing
more than the power to sign one’s own name alone.
Appreciating all this, we have held that government
actions tending to “curtai[l] the freedom to associate™
warrant “the closest scrutiny”™ under the First
Amendment. NAACP v. Alabama ex rel. Patterson, 357
U.S. 449, 460461 (1958). We have recognized, too.
that associational rights carry special significance for
political, social, religious, and other minorities. See id.,
at 462: Roberts. 468 U. S.. at 622. With the freedom to
associate, minorities can “show their numerical
strength.” influence policy. and “stimulate competition™
in the marketplace of ideas. / 4. DE TOCQUEVILLE,
DEMOCRACY IN AMERICA 196197 (H. Reeve transl.. rev.
ed. 1900). But take that freedom away and “dissident
expression”  stands  particularly  vulnerable to
marginalization or outright “suppression by the
majority,” leaving all of society poorer for it. Roberts,
468 U.S., at 622.

Our cases have held that governments can
[unconstitutionally] infringe freedom of association in
varied ways. For example, governments might require a
group to accept members it does not want. deny benefits
to an organization based on its message, or punish
individuals for their affiliations. See Boy Scouts of
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America v. Dale, 530 U.S. 640, 644 (2000); Healy v.
James, 408 U.S. 169, 174, 181-182 (1972); Elrod v.
Burns, 427 U.S. 347, 355 (1976) (plurality opinion.

On March 31, in Chiles v. Salazar, 607 U.S.  (2026) the
Supreme Court held,

The First Amendment “envisions the United States as a
rich and complex place™ where all enjoy the “*freedom
to think as you will and to speak as you think.”™ 303
Creative LLC v. Elenis, 600 U.S. 570, 584, 603 (2023)
(quoting Boy Scouts of America v. Dale, 530 U.S. 640,
660-661 (2000)).

Often. speech may prove illuminating and inspiring.
Sometimes, it can be misguided, offensive, or cause
“incalculable grief.” Snyder v. Phelps, 562 U. S. 443,
456 (2011). But either way. the First Amendment
protects the inalienable right of every individual to
decide for himself “how best to speak.” Riley v
National Federation of Blind of N. C., Inc., 487 U. S.
781, 791 (1988). In this Nation, no official — “high or
petty”’- may command our tongues or silence our voices.
West Virginia Bd. of Ed. v. Barnette, 319 U.S. 624, 642
(1943).

Consistent with the First Amendment’s jealous
protections for the individual’s right to think and speak
freely, this Court has long held that laws regulating
speech based on its subject matter or “communicative
content™ are “presumptively unconstitutional.” Reed v.
Town of Gilbert, 576 U.S. 155, 163 (2015). As a general
rule. such “content based™ restrictions trigger “strict
scrutiny,” a demanding standard that requires the
government to prove its restriction on speech is
“narrowly tailored to serve compelling state interests.”
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[bid. Under that test, it is ““rare that a regulation . . . will
ever be permissible.”” Brown v. Entertainment
Merchants Assn., 564 U.S. 786, 799 (2011) (quoting
United States v. Playboy Entertainment Group, Inc.,
529 U. S. 803, 818 (2000)).

We have recognized, as well. the even greater dangers
associated with regulations that discriminate based on
the speaker’s point of view. When the government seeks
not just to restrict speech based on its subject matter, but
also seeks to dictate what particular “opinion or
perspective” individuals may express on that subject,
“the violation of the First Amendment is all the more
blatant.” Rosenberger v. Rector and Visitors of Univ. of
Va.,, 515 U. S. 819, 829 (1995). “Viewpoint
discrimination,” as we have put it, represents “an
egregious form” of content regulation, and governments
in this country must nearly always “abstain” from it.
Ibid.; see also lancu v. Brunetti, 588 U. S. 388, 393
(2019) (describing “the bedrock First Amendment
principle that the government cannot discriminate™
based on view point (internal quotation marks omitted));
Good News Club v. Milford Central School, 533 U. S.
98, 112-113 (2001); Barnette, 319 U. S.. at 642.

The liberal Justices, Kagen and Sotomayer concurred in Chiles
v. Salazar to agree and emphasized that:

As the Court states, governments must “nearly always™
abstain from adopting viewpoint-based restrictions.
Ante, at 9. Those laws represent a particularly
“egregious form™ of content-based regulation,
implicating First Amendment concemns to the highest
possible degree. /bid.; see lancu v. Brunetti, 588 U. S,
388. 393 (2019). A law drawing a line based on the
“ideology™ of the speaker—disadvantaging one view

10
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and advantaging another—skews the marketplace of
ideas our society depends on to discover truth.
Rosenberger v. Rector and Visitors of Univ. of Va., 515
U. S. 819, 829 (1995). And such a law suggests an
impermissible motive - that the government is
regulating speech because of its own “hostility™ toward
the targeted messages. R. A. V. v. St. Paul, 505 U. S.
377. 386 (1992). If the First Amendment prohibits
anything, it is the “official suppression of ideas.” Id.. at
390; see Reed v. Town of Gilbert, 576 U. S. 155, 181 -
183 (2015) (Kagan. J.. concurring in judgment).
Because viewpoint-based laws always raise that specter,
they are the most suspect of all speech regulations. So
much so that this Court has refused to permit viewpoint
discrimination even within unprotected categories of
speech, like fighting words or obscenity. See R. 4. V.,
505 U. S.. at 384-390.

Michigan’s state constitution and corollary statutory protections
of the right of free speech, the right of association and assembly and
the right to worship likewise protect Youth for Christ Club’s right
to assemble pray and speak at the North Lake Street property.

I encourage you to reread the foregoing quotes from the
Supreme Court’s decisions in First Choice and Chiles. In the
colloquial vernacular Leland Township’s denial of Youth for
Christ’s right to meet for prayer and Bible study is “a really big
deal.”

The Supreme Court’s recent decisions and the Court’s previous
First Amendment jurisprudence is clear. robust, and emphatic. So
too is the Department of Justice's guidance and the Department’s
enforcement of RLUIPA. The Justice Department is vigilantly
pursuing President Trump’s commitment to eradicate anti-Christian
and antisemitic bias and protect the right of individuals and faith-
based organizations such as Youth for Christ to assemble, speak, and

11
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worship. I encourage you to read the Justice Department Task
Force’s report on eliminating anti-Christian bias. Eradicating Anti-
Christian ~ Bias  within  the  Federal = Government.
https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/task-force-publishes-report-
eradicating-anti-christian-bias-and-restoring-religious-liberty. The
Justice Department released this report last week.

Note especially the discussion on pages 141- 142 where the Task
Force details the Justice Department’s enforcement of RLUIPA
against townships and local governments that use zoning ordinances
to prohibit faith-based groups from meeting. In my earlier
memorandum I included the Department of Justice guidance on
RLUIPA and enforcement of this civil right statute against local
government zoning authorities. [ encourage vou to read the Justice
Department’s guidance and the authorities the Justice Department
references. See, https://www_justice.gov/crt/media/1344151/dl.

If the Planning Commission affirms its Findings of April 15 and
Leland Township persists in denying Youth for Christ the right to
assemble at the North Lake Street property, the likely path forward
is clear. The following is what will happen.

Youth for Christ’s and the property owner’s special use permit
application will proceed to the Board of Zoning Appeals (an appeal
has already been docketed). If the Board of Zoning Appeals does
not overturn the Planning Commission’s Findings, the matter will
be reviewed by the circuit court or challenged in federal district
court for the Western District of Michigan.

The Township’s actions, and Leland’s zoning ordinance. will be
reviewed for conformity with Michigan law, the United States
Constitution and federal civil rights law statutes including RLUIPA.
The Department of Justice will likely intervene in support of Youth
for Christ and oppose Leland Township. The Justice Department
could also initiate its own enforcement action against Leland
Township.
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Constitutional challenges to government regulation are subject
to three levels of judicial review — strict scrutiny, intermediate
scrutiny and a rational basis review. Leland Township’s denial of
Youth for Christ’s right to assemble, pray, speak and worship is
subject to the strictest standard of constitutional scrutiny. To be
upheld, Leland Township must prove that Leland’s restriction on
Youth for Christ is the only narrowly tailored means by which
Leland may achieve a compelling government interest and Leland
Township must demonstrate that there is no less restrictive means to
achieve this purpose. There is no way Leland Township can prevail
under this standard of review.

Governments almost never sustain a constitutional challenge to
a regulation under the strict scrutiny standard of review. But even
if Leland’s denial of Youth for Christ were reviewed under the more
lenient intermediate scrutiny standard, or even the lowest rational
basis standard of review, the Planning Commission’s denial of
Youth for Christ’s application to assemble at the North Lake Street
property will be found unconstitutional. I am certain of this.

Leland Township simply cannot defend its denial of Youth for
Christ Club’s right to meet at the privately-owned North Lake Street
property. Leland’s zoning ordinance will likely be declared
unconstitutional both on its face and, certainty. as applied to Youth
for Christ. Denying Youth for Christ the right to meet at the North
Lake Street property will expose Leland Township to potentially
millions of dollars in financial liability. Leland Township will also
be subject to possible enforcement action brought by the
Department of Justice.

Mission Township’s effort to regulate and prohibit commercial
speech by wineries on Old Mission Peninsula provides a provides a
cautionary tale. Less than a year ago federal judge Maloney ordered
Mission Township to pay the wineries almost $50 Million for
violating the wineries First Amendment right to commercial speech.
Please read the federal district court’s decision in Wineries of The
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Old Mission Peninsula Asso. v. Peninsula Township and Protect the
Peninsula, Inc. 1 have attached a copy of the decision. (I note that
the Troposphere law firm was on the losing side of the Wineries
lawsuit.)

The rights at issue here - free speech. freedom of religion and
assembly and ownership of private property — enjoy even greater
constitutional protection than commercial speech. The Planning
Commission and Leland Township are taking a very serious risk by
persisting in their opposition to Youth for Christ meeting at the
North Lake Street property. Should the Planning Commission not
rescind its April 15 denial Leland Township is “running with
scissors.”

This risk is entirely avoidable. At the May 6 meeting, the
Planning Commission has opportunity to correct course. Rescinding
the April 15 Findings and granting Youth for Christ’s special use
permit application would resolve this matter and avoid further Sturm
und Drang. Rescinding the April 15 findings and granting Youth
for Christ’s application to meet would also eliminate the significant
risk and expense of litigation and enforcement action by the
Department of Justice.

Even more to this point. What is the Planning Commission
seeking to accomplish? What harm will befall Leland by high
school students gathering for prayer and Bible study at private
property? Some activists opposing Youth for Christ have advanced
the narrative that allowing Youth for Christ Club to meet at the
North Lake Street property will in some way “harm™ Fishtown and
Leland. This narrative is a canard.

Allowing Youth for Christ and its members to assemble for
Bible study and prayer at the North Lake Street property in no way
harms Leland or causes any impediment to Leland’s economic well-
being. However, what will harm Leland will be the Planning

14
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Commission and the Township continuing in their opposition to
Youth for Christ.

As discussed above, the Planning Commission’s decision will
not survive strict scrutiny. The court will likely declare Leland
Township’s zoning ordinance to be facially unconstitutional. and
will certainty declare the Townships enforcement of this ordinance
as applied against Youth for Christ to be unconstitutional.

Denial of Youth for Christ’s right to meet means that Leland
Township will not only have to pay the attorney fees and litigation
costs Leland Township incurs defending the Planning
Commission’s decision but will mean that Leland Township will
also have to reimburse the attorney fees and litigation expenses
incurred by Youth for Christ Club and the owner of the North Lake
Street property.

Please consider my views in the spirit I offer them. 1 am
motivated by my affection for Leland. my neighbors and friends in
Leland and my concern that Leland and all those in Leland prosper.
As a property owner and Leland taxpayer, | do not want Leland
Township’s resources spent pursuing an unconstitutional effort
seeking to deny Youth for Christ Club the right to meet at the North
Lake Street property. Spending Leland taxpayers’ resources to
unsuccessfully oppose Youth for Christ is a patently stupid decision.
Don’t do it.

[ urge the Commission to step back from the abyss. Rescind the
April 15 decision. Approve Youth for Christ Club’s application.
Doing so is the wise. and responsible course. Alternatively. you
may want to watch the end of the movie Thelma and Louise.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=amOrsRhHI71

The Commission members voting to deny Youth for Christ Club
the right to meet and those activists who opposed Youth for Christ
will need to explain to voters and taxpayers why Leland Township
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devoted so much time and taxpayer resources to opposing Youth for
Christ.

The Leelanau Enterprise recently published two letters from
Leland residents, Tom Houle and Peggy Zemanek. “Twp. may pay
for decision™, Leelanau Enterprise April 23 and “A convenient new
definition™ Leelanau Enterprise April 30. I have attached copies of
both articles.

Mr. Houle wrote, “If this decision is appealed. the Township
may have to defend not only the result, but the process that produced
it. Leland deserves a zoning process that is clear. consistent. and not
reshaped under pressure.”

Ms. Zemanek wrote, “After months of delay four Leland
Township Planning Commissioners voted to deny Youth for
Christ’s use of a building in Leland’s commercial district. That vote
is troubling not just because of the result but because of the legal
warnings that came before it. ...”

Ms. Zemanek continued, “When officials ignore repeated legal
warnings. taxpayers may end up paying the price. If those possible
legal bills are coming out of the four commissioners” own pockets.
Leland might well have gotten a more careful and judicious
decision. That is the point. the public carries the risk, while the
decision makers do not. ... Leland deserves decisions based on law,
fairness and common sense. not pressure or politics.”

[ do not know Ms. Zemanek or Mr. Houle but they offer sage
and compelling advice to the Commission. The Comision’s past
counsel, Brad Weirsma, similarly warned the Commission that
denying Youth for Christ’s special use permit risks a violation of
RLUIPA.

The Commission should heed this advice when meeting on
Wednesday. To affirm the April 15 findings and persist in an effort
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to deny Youth for Christ Club the right to meet at the North Lake
Street property is to put Leland in the Cadillac with Thelma and
Louise and drive full throttle off the cliff into the Grand Canyon.

As a member of the Leland community and as one with
particular experience arguing constitutional and civil rights cases, |
encourage the Planning Commission to rescind the April 15
Findings and grant Youth for Christ’s right to meet at the North Lake
Street property. On Wednesday, please take the wise and prudent
path.

THOR HEARNE
May 5, 2026
Michigan Bar No. 37707
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