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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS AGENDA
Meeting of October 21, 2025 — 6:00 P.M.
Clinton County Commissioners’ Chambers, 2nd floor

1. Call to Order and Pledge of Allegiance —
2. Roll Call -

3. Approval of Agenda —

4. Approval of Zoning Board of Appeals Meeting Minutes —
e September 16th, 2025

5. Communications — None

6. Old Business ~None

7. New Business — :
A. (2C-09-25) (PVR250008) Application for a Variance
A variance application has been submitted by Brian & Erin Theis. The applicant is requesting
a Variance to 4.1.C and 4.1.F.2 Accessory buildings structures and uses to reduce the side set
back from 10’ to 8’ and exceed to the peak height from 10’ to 16’. The subject property is
located at 10305 S. Dewitt Road in Section 32 of Olive Township (Parce! #110-032-100-045-
60).

8. Other Business -
9. Planning & Zoning Director’s Report — November 18" applications

10. Adjournment —
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Clinton County
Zoning Board of Appeals

(DRAFT) MEETING
MINUTES

100 East State Street, Suite 1300
St. Johns, Michigan 48879-1571
(989) 227-6591

CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

STAFF PRESENT

VISITORS

PLEDGE OF
ALLEGIANCE

AGENDA

SEPTEMBER 16, 2025

The Clinton County Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA) met on Tuesday,
September 16, 2025, at 6:00 p.m. with Vice-Chair Rex Ferguson calling the

meeting to order.

Greg Armbrustmacher — Present
Kathleen George — Present
Mark Holley - Unexcused

Peter Psarouthakis - Present
Rex Ferguson — Present

Lynn Wilson, (Interim) Planning & Zoning Director
Tanner White, Planning and Zoning Assistant Planner
Danelle Rose, Planning & Zoning Secretary

Todd Campbell, Deputy County Administrator

Jim Goble — 7061 N US 127, St. Johns, M|
James Goble — 7061 N US 127, St. Johns, Mi
Leon Parker — 1325 E Taft Rd, St. Johns, M|
Erika Parker — 5860 Alward Rd, Laingsburg, Ml
Taylor Parker — 5860 Alward Rd, Laingsburg, M|

The Pledge of Allegiance was given to the flag of the United States of

America.

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS ACTION Peter Psarouthakis moved to accept
the Agenda, Supported by Kathleen George. Motion carried unanimously to

approve the agenda. [Vote of 4-0, all in favor, none opposed.]
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APPROVAL OF
ZONING BOARD OF
APPEALS MEETING
MINUTES

COMMUNICATIONS
PUBLIC COMMENTS

OLD BUSINESS

ZONING BOARD QF APPEALS ACTION: Kathleen George moved, supported
by Greg Armbrustmacher to approve August 19, 2025, Zoning Board of
Appeals Meeting Minutes as presented. Motion carried unanimously. [Vote
of 4-0, all in favor, none opposed.]

None
None

(2C-02-25) (PVR250004) Application for a Variance (Tabled)

Lynn Wilson Presented the variance request that was tabled at the August
19" meeting until the September 16" ZBA meeting to allow an additional 30
days to resolve the issue or reduce the variance needed for solar panels
installed in a non-conforming location. The subject property is located at
4817 W. Lowe Road, in Section 24, of Essex Township (Parcel #080-024-300-
007-00).

Greg and Rachel Joseph had solar panels installed in a location that was not
where their permit had indicated.

They've identified a new location that complies with the zoning ordinance
and have been issued a permit to relocate the panels on Friday.

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS ACTION: Peter Psarouthakis made a motion
to remove (ZC-02-25) from the table, seconded by Kathleen George. Motion
carried unanimously, [Vote of 4-0, all in favor, none opposed.]

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS ACTION: Kathleen George moved to deny (ZC-
02-25) (PVR250004) for the reduction of required setback distance for the
property located at 4817 W Lowe Rd., Sec. 24, of Essex Township, due to
the basic requirements of Ordinance 7.20(F)1 not being met. For the
following reasons, Subsection D is not one where the specific conditions
relating to the property are as general or recurrent in nature as to make the
formulation of a general regulation for such conditions reasonably practical.
Subsection F, shall not be the result of a condition created by the applicant,
supported by Greg Armbrustmacher. Motion carried unanimously, [Vote of
4-0, all in favor, none opposed.]

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS ACTION: Kathleen George made a motion to
remove (ZC-06-25) from the table, seconded by Greg Armbrustmacher.
Motion carried unanimously, [Vote of 4-0, all in favor, none opposed.]

(2C-06-25) (PVR250003) Application for a Variance (Tabled)

Lynn Wilson presented the variance request that was tabled at the August
19" meeting until the September 16" ZBA meeting to allow an additional 30
days to address the location of an existing accessory structure on the new
parcel. The applicant is proposing a land division and is requesting a variance
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NEW BUSINESS
ZC-08-25

to Section 3.1.2(D} and 7.19(B)2 of the Zoning Ordinance. The subject
property is located at 1668 Mead Road, in Section 22, of Greenbush
Township (Parcel # 090-022-100-010-00).

The staff missed a detail about the property, the proposed property line
going straight through the middle of the building. A revised site plan shows
a jog in the line and meets all criteria for creating a compliant parcel. The
proposal is to create a compliant 10-acre parcel with the remainder parcel
being initially non-compliant. A deed restriction will be placed on the
remainder parcel, so that no additional development will be placed there
until the property is combined with the adjacent 2-acre parcel.

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS ACTION: Kathleen George moved to approve
the Variance request (ZC-06-25) (PVR250003) to allow the land division in
the (A-2) zoning district that creates ane conforming ten acre parcel and
leaves a remaining 24 acre non-conforming parcel that does not comply
with lot width requirements and does not meet the 4 to 1 depth width ratio
for the property located at 1668 E. Mead Rd, St. John's. For the following
reason, one or more of the 3 conditions have been proven, Section 2.B,
Where there are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or physical
conditions such as narrowness, shallowness, shape, or topography of the
property involved, or to the intended use of the property, that do not
generally apply to other property or uses in the same zoning district. Such
circumstances or conditions shall not have resulted from any act of
appellant subsequent to the adoption of this Ordinance. Additional
conditions, a Deed restriction will be placed on the 24-acre remainder
parcel (Parcel ID: 090-022-100-010-00) so that no additional residence will
be placed on the property unless and until the property is combined with a
2-acre parcel, (Parcel ID 090-022-100-015-00). The Land Division will
include a jog in the property line so that the existing accessory structure is
located completely on one parcel and provides for at least a minimum ten-
foot side setback distance from the boundary line, supported by Peter
Psarouthakis. Motion carried unanimously. [Vote of 4-0, all in favor, none
oppased.]

VOTE BY ROLL CALL:

Rex Ferguson — Yes
Kathleen George — Yes

Greg Armbrustmacher — Yes
Peter Psarouthakis -- Yes

(2C-08-25) (PVR250007) Application for a Variance

Lynn Wilson presented a variance application that was submitted by Jim’s
Amish Properties. The applicants are requesting a variance to Section 4.1 (E)
of the Zoning Ordinance to locate five (5) 12'x40’ portable storage units 5’
from the side property line. This request is for a 15’ variance from the
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required 20’ setback. The subject property is located at 7061 N. US 127 in
Section 08 of Greenbush Township (Parcel # 090-008-400-020-01).

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS ACTION: Kathleen George made a motion to
open a public hearing, seconded by Peter Psarouthakis. Motion carried
unanimously, [Vote of 4-0, all in favor, none opposed.]

James Goble — 7061 N US 127, stated that had they known that the project
required approval they would have requested a variance and site approval
for the same spot, citing limitations of the area, such as water runoff. Mr.
Goble also commented that John Morrison from the Clinton County Drain
Office found no issue with the current location, provided a slight variance is
granted. Mr. Goble stated that the units are located near the fence line,
with the closest neighbor about a quarter mile away and that the units have
been in place for about three years and are currently 80% occupied. Mr.
Goble explained that the units are built like portable storage sheds and can
be moved with a trailer. Mr. Goble stated that the area is maintained with
gravel, lighting, and security cameras, which is why they chose that
location. '

Peter Psarouthakis asked if we had received any communication from the
neighbors surrounding the property in question.

Lynn Wilson stated that the Planning and Zoning office has received no
communication from the neighbors. And the only response that we
received was from the Drain Commissioner and Greenbush Township.

Kathleen George asked Mr. Gobel if had an alternative spot in mind. For
example, the area between the parking lot and the field, a grassy strip
across from the building.

Mr. Gobel explained that Water is present where the gravel meets the
grass. This area directs water to the property line and back into the woods.
Water collects on their property and flows through tiling back to the creek;
it does not go onto the neighbor's land.

Jim Gobel — 7061 N US 127, stated that he was the Co-Owner of Jims Amish
Structures. He stated that he originally wanted to place the storage
facilities in the vacant field. However, at that time there were no outside
storage faciiities allowed. Which he stated is why they are located in the
area that they are currently located in.

Rex Ferguson asked why they could not move the storage units to the piece
of property that is already stoned.

Mr. Gobel explained that there have been issues with storage unit tenants
and shed customers interacting, leading to disputes. And that they need to
keep the.two separated. They would need to purchase more security
camaras to keep it in that area.
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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS ACTION: Peter Psarouthakis made a motion
to close the public hearing, seconded by Kathleen George. Motion carried
unanimously, [Vote of 4-0, all in favor, none opposed.]

Kathleen George asked Lynn Wilson to clarify condition (F) Shall not be the
result of a condition created by the applicant. Would you say that if the
County had done their due diligence with inspecting this property for
compliance, that this would not be before the ZBA at this time?

Lynn Wilson responded that the Planning & Zoning Department oversees
inspections for compliance with existing Special Land Use Permits (SLUP),
and unfortunately, the department has not been conducting inspections on
a regular frequency. As a matter of fact, a recent inspection of the property
for SLUP compliance is the reason this zoning violation was discovered.
Regardless, Lynn Wilson believes there would have been the same
outcome, as the applicants were familiar with the application process in
2011 because they asked for permission to place the first structure.

Rex Ferguson has serious concerns about setting a precedent. He stated
that they have multiple places where they can iocate these structures
within their property. The ZBA has many applicants that come in and have
limited acreage and nowhere else they could locate their structure.

Greg Armbrustmacher asked if the Board could assess a timeline to allow
the applicants to move to the structures and bring them into compliance if
the Board decides to deny the application for a Variance.

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS ACTION: Kathleen George made a motion to
deny Variance request (ZC-08-25) (PVR250007), to allow a 15’ variance to
the required 20’ side setback requirement to accessory structures in the C-2
zoning district. This is a variance request to Section 4.1(E) of the Zoning
Ordinance based on the development standards of Section 3.1.10(D). The
variance would allow the placement of five (5) 12’ x 40’ portable storage
units, 5 feet from the south property line on the property located at 7061
North US-127, Saint Johns (Parcel ID number 090-008-400-020-01). The
motion to deny is based upon the following reasoning: The following basic
conditions(s) outlined in §7.20(F)(1) of the Zoning Ordinance have not been
satisfied per the Zoning Board of Appeals: (G) Shall be assessed for the
possible precedents or effects, which might result from the approval or
denial of the appeal. And (F) Shall not be the result of a condition created by
the applicant. Greg Armbrustmacher supported the motion as made. Greg
Armbrustmacher moved to make a friendly amendment to the motion to
allow the applicants twelve months to resolve the issue and come into
compliance with the zoning ordinance. Kathleen George accepted the
friendly amendment. Motion carried, [Vote of 3-1, 3 in favor, 1 opposed.]
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OTHER BUSINESS

COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR’'S REPORT

ADJOURNMENT

ROLL CALL VOTE

Greg Armbrustmacher -- Yes
Peter Psarouthakis — No
Kathleen George ~ Yes

Rex Ferguson -- Yes

The next Zoning board of Appeals meeting will be October 21,2025

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS ACTION: With no further business to come
before the Board, Rex Ferguson moved, supported by Kathleen George, to
adjourn the meeting at 6:45 p.m. Motion carried unanimously.

Danelle Rose, Planning and Zoning Secretary

NOTE: These minutes are subject to approval at the next regularly
scheduled Zoning Board of Appeals Meeting.
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Zoning Board of Appeals Report: Variance Request
(2C-09-25)( PVR250008)
September 25, 2025

1.  Petition Information

Application Number:

(C-09-25)( PVR250008)

Applicant: Brian & Erin Theis
Owner/Applicant 10305 S. Dewitt Rd
Address: Dewitt, Ml 48820

Project Description:

Request permission construct an accessory building in
front of the house with a higher wall and peak. Also,
requesting a side setback variance for the accessory
building.

Petition Description:

A variance request from §4.1 Accessory buildings,
structures, and uses Section C and F(2) Condition Set Two.
These sections require a minimum of a 10’ side setback to
any side or rear lot lines. In addition, Condition Set Two
restricts a sidewall height exceeding 10 feet or a peak
height of 16 feet.

2. Property Information
Property Address:
Property Location:

Parcel ID:

Section & Township:

Existing Land Use:
Area:

10305 S. Dewitt Rd

DeWitt, M| 48820

East side of S. Dewitt Rd, between W. Chadwick Rd and W
Cutler Rd ‘
110-032-100-045-60

Section 32, Olive Township

Single family home

2.06 acres
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3.  Zoning & Future Land Use Information

Existing Zoning: General Agriculture (A-2)

Future Land Use Map: Agricultural Preservation

North East South West
; General General General General
Surrounding . . . .
Zonin Agriculture Agriculture Agriculture Agriculture
& (A-2) (A-2) (A-2) (A-2)
Surrounding Woodl'and, single- Farmland Farmla!nd, single- Earmland
Land Uses family home family home
Future Land Agricultural Agricultural Agricultural Agricultural
Use Map Preservation Preservation Preservation Preservation
4. Project Narrative

P b — Y — e b — i — G 7 — B mm— n p— S B e — W S B et 8 et B e b ey 8 e B e—

A variance request was submitted by Brian and Erin Theis. The applicants would like to build
a pole barn in front of their house with an 8-foot side yard setback, 10 feet and 9-inch side
walls, and 23.5 feet peak height. The applicants represent that their desire for the location
and design of the accessory structure is related to their intended use of the building and was
specifically planned under the previous ordinance.

This is a three-part variance request to section §4.1 Accessory buildings, structures, and uses
Section C and F(2) Condition Set Two. These sections require a minimum of a 10’ side setback
to any side or rear lot lines. In addition, Condition Set Two restricts a sidewall height
exceeding 10 feet or a peak height of 16 feet.

The property is a legal non-conforming lot in the A-2 district because of road frontage and
acreage. Due to the narrowness of the property and other contributing factors, (driveway,
propane tank, drain field, and pond), this request is being made by the applicant to utilize
their property in a way that is appropriate for residential use.

The property was originally laid out, and the accessory structure was designed to meet the
requirements of the zoning ordinance at the time the house was built. The accessory
structure location was shown on the application but was not constructed. At the time of
application, the side setbhack requirement was 5 feet, and the structure was required to be
architecturally compatible with the principal structure (peaked roof design matches the
existing home).
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5.

Findings of Fact

Per §7.20(F), The Board of Appeals may authorize specific variances from requirements of the
Ordinance, with the exception of a use variance, provided all of the basic conditions listed
herein and any one of the special conditions listed thereafter shall be satisfied.

1.

Basic conditions: A variance from this Ordinance:

Will not be contrary to the public interest or to the intent and purpose of this
Ordinance.

This variance will not be contrary to the public interest and the purpose of this
Ordinance. The applicant proposes to meet standards that were in effect
previously. '

Shall not permit the establishment within a district of any use, which is not
permitted by right within that district, or any use variance for which special land
use approval is required pursuant to Section 6.2 Special Land Uses of this
Ordinance. '

No, it will not permit a use which is not permitted by right.

Will not cause a substantial adverse effect upon property values in the
immediate vicinity or in the district in which the property of the applicant is
located.

No. There will be no adverse effect on property values.

Is not one where the specific conditions relating to the property are as general
or recurrent in nature as to make the formulation of a general regulation for
such conditions reasonably practical.

This request is specific to this situation because the applicant planned his lot
layout based on zoning requirements of a previous ordinance. We have the
application that was originally submitted to support this. The house was built in
its current location with the expectation that the accessory structure would be
built in a compliant location.

The potential locations for'the accessory structure are limited by the pond in the
back of the house and the width (narrowness) of the property.

Will relate only to property that is owned or occupied, or where the applicant
has equitable interest.

The applicant owns and occupies the property.
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f. Shall not be the result of a condition created by the applicant.

The current property configuration was created based on the zoning regulations
in place at the time the site was designed. The condition was created by the zoning
ordinance amendment that changed the setback, building wall and height
requirements for accessory structures located in the front of the principal
structure.

'g. Shall be assessed for the possible precedents or affects, which might result from
the approval or denial of the appeal.

The condition of planning an accessory building location under a previous
ordinance and constructing it under a different set of conditions is not common.
In this case, the lot dimensions combined with a pond and planning under the
previous zoning ordinance for the site layout result in a unique situation.

The condition of a non-conforming parcel in the A-2 zone not being able to meet
side setback requirements is more common. If granted, the reasoning for granting
the side yard setback should be clearly stated so as not to set a precedent for
similar requests.

2. When all the foregoing basic conditions can be satisfied, a variance may be granted
when one of the following special conditions can be clearly demonstrated:

a. Where there are practical difficulties, which prevent carrying out the strict letter
of this Ordinance. These difficulties shall not only be deemed economic but shall
be evaluated in terms of the use of a particular parcel of land.

The configuration of the lot is narrow and deep with a pond at the back of the
property that does not allow use of that space for building. If the building could
be built at the back of the property, then a sidewall and peak height variance
would not be needed.

b. Where there are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or physical
conditions, such as narrowness, shallowness, shape, or topography of the property
involved, or to the intended use of the property, that do not generally apply to
other property or uses in the same zoning district. Such circumstances or
conditions shall not have resulted from any act of the appellant after the adoption
of this Ordinance. '

The house and pole barn were included in the site plan that was originally
submitted in 2012 which would have allowed an 8-foot side yard setback at that
time and would have required the compatible architectural style. The zoning
ordinance change was not the result of the applicant’s actions.
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c. Where such variation is necessary for the preservation of a substantial property
right possessed by other properties in the same zoning district.

This condition cannot be specifically shown.

Per §7.20(F)(3), the Board of Appeals may specify in writing such conditions regarding the
character, location and other features that will in their judgment secure the objectives and
purposes of this Ordinance.

— — — b — — — S ] — — 0 —p f— 0 — f— @ — ) Ge— S— N Gwm— A — N S—

6. Public Comment Received .
No public comment has been received.

7.  Other Agency, Department, & Township Comments
The Planning & Zoning Department has requested reviews and comments from Olive
Township, the Clinton County Drain Commissioner’s Office, the Clinton County Road
Commission, and the Mid-Michigan District Health Department. Correspondence is attached.

7.1.  Olive Township: Olive Township determined that the application is acceptable
and that the variance application should move forward.

7.2.  Clinton County Drain Commissioner (CCDC): The Drain Commissioner’s Office is
not opposed to the requested zoning ordinance variance.

7.3.  Clinton County Road Commission (CCRC): No response. There is no change to the
existing driveway within the right of way.

74. Mid-Michigan District Health Department (MIMIDHD): No response. There is no
change to the existing well and septic systems on the site.

8. Potential Conditions
The applicants have offered the following condition(s) if the proposed variance is approved:

e None

Staff identified the following potential condition(s) for the proposed variance:

e None
9. Potential Motions

Staff offer the following motions for the Zoning Board of Appeals to consider. There are three
requests which may be addressed in one, two or three motions.
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9.1. Motion to Approve
Move to approve the variance request (ZC-09-25)(PVR250008) to allow an accessory
structure to be built with (choose 1, 2 or 3 of the following):
O aside setback of 8 feet which is 2 feet less than the required 10 feet
0 a side wall height of 10.75 feet that exceeds the maximum 10-foot
requirement by 9”; and
O a peak height of 23.6’ 16 feet which exceeds the maximum
for the property located at 10305 South Dewitt Road, Dewitt (Section 32, Olive
Township) Parcel ID number 110-032-100-045-60 per the following reasoning and
subject to the following conditions:

e The seven (7) basic conditions outlined in §7.20(F)(1) of the Zoning Ordinance
have been met.

e One (1) or more of the three (3) special conditions outlined in 7.20(F)(2) of the
Zoning Ordinance has been clearly demonstrated.

e Additional Reasoning & Conditions as Determined by the Zoning Board of Appeals:

Possible condition: That the applicant address drainage in a manner that satisfies
the Drain Commissioner’s comments.

9.2. Miotion to Deny

Move to deny the variance (ZC-09-25)(PVR250008) to allow an accessory structure to
be built with {choose 1, 2 or three of the following):

O aside setback of 8 feet which is 2 feet less than the required 10 feet

0 a side wall height of 10.75 feet that exceeds the maximum 10-foot

requirement by 9”; and

O a peak height of 23.6’ 16 feet which exceeds the maximum of 16 feet
for the property located at 10305 South Dewitt Road, Dewitt (Section 32, Olive
Township) Parcel ID number 110-032-100-045-60 for the following reasoning per the
following reasoning:

e Reasoning for how one (1) or more of the seven (7) basic conditions outlined in
§7.20(F)(1) of the Zoning Ordinance and/or one (1) or more of the three (3) special
conditions in 7.20(F)(2) of the Zoning Ordinance have not been satisfied per the
Zoning Board of Appeals:
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9.3. Motion to Postpone
Move to postpone the decision for variance request {(ZC-09-25)(PVR250008) to allow
an accessory structure to be built with a side setback of less than 10 feet, a side wall
height that exceeds 10 feet, and a peak height of 16 feet for the property located at
10305 South Dewitt Road, Dewitt (Section 32, Olive Township) Parcel ID number 110-
032-100-045-60 per the following reasoning: :

Additional Reasoning and Information needed per the Zoning Board of Appeals to
determine if the variance request satisfies the seven (7) basic conditions outlined in
§7.20(F)(1) of the Zoning Ordinance and/or the three (3) special conditions outlined
in 7.20(F)(2) of the Zoning Ordinance.

10. Statement of Facts

Variance Application Submitted: - | September 11, 2025
Application sent to Township: ' 1 September 11, 2025
Public Hearing Scheduled for: . . ' October 21, 2025
Site Visit(s) Conducted by Staff: ' § September 25, 2025
Previous Public Meeting(s): ' ! None

11. Legal Notification

Legal Ad Submitted to the Lansing State Journal: ‘ September 10, 2025
Legal Ad Published in the Lansing".Sfate Journal: i September 14, 2025
Letters to Adjacent Properties Sent: : . September 11, 2025
Email to Agencies and Township(s) sent: E September 9, 2025

Respectfully Submitted,

Ly UWleon

Lynn Wilson
Interim Director of Planning & Zoning, AICP
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12. Supporting Materials

12.1.

Attached

i) Application Form

ii) Aerial Images

iii) Property Photos

iv) Survey Markup

v) Agency Comments
vi) Future Land Use Map
vii) Zoning Map
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12.1 ) Application Form

PAYNENT:
Amomt: §
’; | u Check ¥
i a Cash
0 CreditDekbit Card (+ 335

' Szte Infor_n_latlon.

Site Address: , 0605 S Q‘JH KO’N City: QTL‘/('#J— Zoning District; fl '2_

Parcet1D: /10 -032 -/00 - O‘/’S‘—QO ___ Township: O/’ U’é,

|Landownel; ivlli:{_)!:l_l{ajgg!lf ﬁ‘igw “_m - w::m @ ]
Name(s): gf'lo\n o é:fl/l ’T%eas

Email: e Phone: " — v - woe e
Address; 0305 5 QM'}’-} Kok city:  DewhidF State: L zip: Y8820

mtion: §

MLandowner o Representative Nams:

Email: Phone:

Address: City: Siate: Zip:
| Typeof Varianice Applicafigns
}(Exisling Single-Family Residential Vardance.... oo e

0 New Single-Family Residential Varance. ... ..o e v iee e
ﬂm\‘ml-Residenlial VaHANCE. et et e vt e e

e e =

| Varianee Requa

Have any previous vatiances requests been made for this property?
o Yes NNO

Il yes, please explain:

€lintan County Office of Plannhiny & Zoning
100 East State Striant, Sulta 1300
St, Johhs, Michigan 48679
(080) 227-6531 « PlanningAndZoning@elinton-cotinty.arg
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Variunee(s) Requested:

O }Emm Yard Setback }(Heighl { Width 0 Widih-to-Depth Ratio
' y{Side Yard Setback 0 Non-Conformily Expansion o Off-Strect Parking

o Rear Yard Sctback o Lot Coverage o Sipnage

o Other:

What is intended to be dowe on/or with the properly causing the need for the varianee?

Response: CO/IS‘!TVL‘}’ al SJL X&S DUH)M Ml/‘ﬁ,G\S c.'o/'lc,mq“\/
lﬁmﬂtd\ m 'f/(e S{'}t ﬂiqn S‘vbmd"}(; 1A QO;}Q 4«/ buf’drﬂ:l

soe/wu* 2] leotion ‘Qr- Aou&a v

Property characteristics preventing conformanee with the Zoning Ordinance and necessitating a variance:

o Elevation a Slope )’(Tuo Narrow Drwt’ /° cafor
MPhysicul Features (i.e., seplic, well, ctc.)&a?\ a Soil 0 Too Shallow M_'__...

o Shape o Subsurface o Too Small

1 Other: \

The following are Ordinance Section 7.20.F finidings of fuct. Review and respoud in the space provided.

1. Can the petitioncd properly be used for the intended purpose in conformance with the Zoning Ordinance
without the requesied variatce?

B Yes N\TD . ’ .
Explain: TA@ 43(04’0565}‘ Dﬁ’*‘gvr H;ﬂq Cennot be qrclukc';‘vv‘e\”y

Com#«%b(&- Jo the residanch  ond e wll pot ke’
(’O‘W‘ do gan/"k' <« VEAIC(L behuzon +he Mh\d'&*dnvcgw
lvt'ﬂu-’?v'}' Zblockq 4’}\& o\n\/cu.?( /

2. Isthe petitioned varjancc™ue lo a sclf-created action by the applicant?

oYes ﬁ{ No .
Explain: T#'t pQ.J‘I?l(OﬂGCk arience IS A'UE -10 A C/lew 17

. 4 -
Tori R, (Copurinds |
o7

3. Are the conditions on your property the result of other manmade changes (e.g., road telocation, ¢lc.) regulatory

changes (c.g., right-of-way fncrease, chanse in_zonine dimensional requirements, etc.), or other regulatory

controls (e.g., scparation distances from seplic, drain, elc.)?

Yes oiNo
X A'S Q)’Lulﬁq todd heve clbao_n a”o-uzd pf‘\o/'}o +he

Explain:

Zanm:; fé’gm/em-u\"‘ c}lqﬂq,z "hIS ma‘[qq (a3 p!anNA h}l/t ’)‘}‘L

lochSn of tha hoseZdrncmy $dmmhe were .,,.D,muy Jd ot

Clinion c’ounty Offico of Planning & Zening
100 East Stale Street, Sulte 1300
St Johns, Michigan 48870
{880) 227.6501 = PlenningAndZonlngg@elinlon-county.ory
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4, Wil striet application of the terms of the Zoning Ordinance deny use of the property for any purpose to which it
is reasonably adapled?
4

D Yes MN&)
 Bxplais: ’mls b‘«’ld”“i Gnnot g, P "/'/AL hose due
Jo e pond . J 4

5. Is the variance requested » resull of eireunsstance unique to this particular parcel and not in common with other
parcels in the imnediate area?

M Yes oNo
Explain: /fx(_ ®@nest 15 o (€S JF of a Zon lkq requre vren #
7 g F 4

Change .
Z

6. Would granting the variance alter the essential character of the area?

o Yes \&No

Explain: éf-vr,'lﬂ( ff%l Briente wad d, UMR’V{. ’f}‘Q (.%mc}-f/ AS

an _arch -,Lfb‘“’q”y Cam#q-hb(‘. OU‘P’A,{I(L!?( foots beder Ahon
ope_wh) 0540‘95!”( '.’ka‘}f/rq‘s, foot ,ﬂf"chu cnd Jenhwes | Ploase
See jaclvded Srhitedurl dawin

7. Ilyour request is granied, what are (he likely positive anﬁ?jur negative impaci(s of this decision on surrounding
Jand and neighbors?

Respouse: N@M 'T}’E’ /’]Qlc\}l’f Md\ }ocﬁ}m/) }?f/\s Yglel /ﬂ'&#’ '}'
Please see ineloded G aErL aaho-}o

8. How do you propose to minimize any potential negative impacts in which your proposed activity may causc
{e.g., landscaping, buffar, etc.)?

Response: I alon“?' See oy ?Oo-k/l','(b\] ﬂ?tﬁ'hvc :ml,w\c"}s; L T do
howeve/ ?gfm 4o /q,.{.\scﬁgﬁe. ‘Md\ﬁé{a/‘l-)‘ Frees Ao hae F
Viscally 63 1w #he cord oppeal of 4 exshin_propecty.

9. Use (he space below Io pravide any additional commenis you may have in support of this application.

Response: '}‘")'ﬂt;id 13 Arf'nf({ 5‘0““')4\4 2005 S0k Wcuquz;c.e,
ﬁ#"" C § ong QCQSSOrY 57’7&&7’1&"{"5‘ prEs c:‘oSb’ -f'k)n St o 'f”'{ Sid{ /o-.l‘}l/?t..

pqi'?' F#Q 5140‘"‘9 r}'a{q (_‘onﬂl‘}lzﬂ.f ’f'}lq'}' ‘f'}HS bv"b‘tllg [,./0946 m-l.e"i'

fo A AN I

Ciinton County OHlce of Planning & Zoning
104 East State Stroot, Suite 1300
8t Johns, Michigan 48879
(980) 227-6501 + PlanningAndZoning@¢linton-county.oryg
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- - O IO ~

: o Th ) NE
' Site Plan / Sarvey: _ ATTACHA COPY - Contalning the following (as ﬂppﬁmb@-_§ o

o Morth Indicator
- &1 Property dimcensions (i.c., lot/boundary lincs)
a Al steezrsiroads, éenterling, and right-of-way (provide dimensions)
o Dimensions of all existing structures (including height)
0 Dimensions of proposed construction (including height) - label clearly as “proposed”
0 Dislances from all sides of existing and proposed siruclures to property lines
o Lakes, stremns, and wetlands

t1 Topography of property (including slepe and direction)

o Location(s) of structures on adjacent propertics if within 100 fect of petitioned property line

0 Location of existing and/or proposed septic and well facilitics

o Lacation of any other impediments preventing usc ol the property in compliance with the Ordinanee

Statement of Unders fancliijgfﬂ.n;d,. Agreemeént: _

§ 5]

To the best of my knowledge, all infornwation provided herein is aecurate and in compliance with all applicable

rules, regulations, and governing ordinances.

B> Landovwner Signatuves ¢if ather Jom the applivan) §

Date:

X Applicant Signature: ‘lq P, ﬂ?%&

- For Administrative Use Only

Date: 8//3/9'5‘

0 Received application 30 days prior to the scheduled Zoning Board of Appeals mceting.

Casc Number:

Noticing Deadlinc:

Agency/Township Responsc Request Date;

Zoning Board of Appeals Hearing Datc:

Clinton Cotinty Office of Planning & Zoning
180 East State Sireet, Suite 1300
St. Johns, Michigan 46879
{988 227-8581 * PlanningAndZening@clinton-couniy.org
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‘Question 9 Attachment from 2005 Zoning Ordinance

ARTICLE 5

GENERAL PROVISIONS

Section 501 Accessory Buildings, Structures and Uses,

Except as othenwise permitted in this Oxdinance, accessory buildings, structures and uses
shail be subject to the following regulations,

A,

Where the aceessory building is attached to a main building, it shall be subject 1o, and
must conform to, all aren, heipht, and setback regulations of this Ordinance (hat apply

to principal structures.

An aceessory structure is by ite very nature and definition accessory and subject to the
principal wse of the properiy and structure. Therefore, the construction of an
accessory structure prior to the commencement of a principal structure or use is

prohibited,

A detached accessory structure serving a single-family residential use shail not be
located eloser than five (5) fect fo any side or rear lot line. If the detached accessory
structure is more than fourteen (14) feet in height, then one (1) feot additional setback
must be provided pet each {foot above fourteen feet,

A detached accessory structure serving a non-residential use must meet setbacks and
dimensional requirements of the principal structure in which the prncipal vse is

primarily located.

A detached accessory structure shall be located no closer than ten (10) feet to any
main building or other accessory building on the same property, or no less than ten

(10) feet from any off-site building or structure.

No detached residential accessory structure shall be located closer than the prineipal
residential. structure fo any road right-of-way, unless ane (1) of the following two (2)

sets of conditions are met;
1. Condition Sef One:
g The parcel exceeds five (5) aeres in lot area; and

b. All setback requirements of the district in which tlte accessory
structure is to be located shall be complied with; and

C. The accessory structure shall be located not less than twe-hundred and
twenty-five (225) feet from the road right-of-way; and

Clinton Counsy Zoning Ordinance 5.1

Jaly 17, 3005
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12.1 ii) Aerial Images
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12.1 iii) Property Photos
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12.1 iv) Survey/Plot Plan
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12.1 v) Agency Comments

Olive Township Response

L‘linton County Planning & Zoning
100 E. State St.

Suite 1300

St. Iohns, MI 48879

RE: Brion Thels VR (2€-9-25) (PVR250008]

OLIVE
1o s

During the September 8, 2025 regularly scheduled meeting, the Board reviewed the Application for a Varfance, VR (Z€-9-
25} {PVR250008), and has no issue with the plan presented by Brian Theis. The 8oard is in favor of the building due to
being aesthetically pleasing, not blocking the road view, and with the neighbor to the narth nat having an issue.

Sincerely,

/L

Elizabeth June
Olive Township Clerk

Mid-Michigan District Health Department
No response needed
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“Clinton’Couiity Drain Commissioner’

Phil Hantes P Courthousg, 100 E. Stéite St
Drain Commissioner RS A . -Suile 2300

S A -8t, Johis, Michigan 48879
Jon Morrison, PE: CLINTON GOUN»!-Y

Dr'puly ’

OFFICE’OF

draligelinton-couity.org - Phono (%9[»22-1—5‘150
www‘clmton—cnumy.mg DRA]N COMMISSION ER Fux (288) 227.6448 -

9/17/2025

Inanullc Roseg

ty i’]ﬁqnlng & Zonlng
100 B State 5if oL, Sull_e J’G\D
suohns ‘raraggre

RECReviav of proposed Virance at 10505 S DeWitt Rond in‘secting 32 'of Ollva Township.

Ms.Rose:

The Dmin cﬂmm Lrs;om:r’s Dﬁ_ce is pat cppomd to the requosu:d Varia‘m:e at 103055 De-'rtt Road, T‘h:s :
pmp“rtv Is lummd wnhln the Blizzard, aamwm & Musim:t. nnd 5100y ak Dninaa

Thu pmpcsed -atructurc ls mmotu!v !ocnmd !mm thc abovu rcrem m:ed countv dralns w(th the rJn:lesl

;ﬁropérﬁes e&héibﬁy'ib:reamd mﬁéﬁ helng‘di-:er:ed o iﬁe adjacént pra perﬁes andlm grade

madiﬁcancms rnr 1] cturc hro:kmg drainage from adjacent properﬁas nntc the appllcant s

prupnszd slrunum m r:ncnurage dra.tna[';c araund the nm& stﬁ:cmre. 'Thr: ﬂr.lln Dfﬁm gan oﬁﬂr !uﬁhar
dulmled sugg(:suans UpGn requR sy ance mora dg:ails of tha sprz*tﬁc structure’s installation ara
pt@ﬁrs!:nocj.

Bespaciully, -

(0 e

Phil Hanse:
Cunlcn County Drzxm Cu :nmusxomzr
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12.1 vi) Future Land Use Map
"

Future Land Use Map:
[ Amendment

Legend
T I?Druﬁr:_alizi.lgqr;x}l
W ogricururdl Priservaton
:}' CitiasiVirlagas Townships tthet
camplete thelr owin plannangizonagl
— [ | Comrercsal”
77 Community Facitity
U T ” [ ] lndustria.l .
\ 1 1 [ I.?wldadom!n.t_iéy:nprﬁant .
T
BN
]

\
D3
g

=S . W

o fror el - Mixed s i
! [ PR Lagd

[ 77 Rurakaw Densl!,

i YT Th : [7] statg pang.

15
[ .
= dl
>J Jolnt iy ol 8L Johns@ingham Top.
el 2 | Planning ares - vee plan | ’

]

e

[ 5 i CEGL

EOR

T=Trdea

SNl

Subject Parcel

5

Page 20 of 21




J——

12.1 vii) Zoning Map — A2 Zoning District
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