REGULAR MEETING of the AVON TOHRNSHIP ZONING BOARD OF APFEALS (Cont'd) Page 2
Monday, September 10, 1973,

/7 PUBLIC HEARING:

ETLE #73-168: Request for varlance (n side-yard requirements 10 permiT addition ~
/ of family room to home ana attach o exlsting garage which Is flve fest (5') |
i trom the sasterly property |lne, affecting Lot 129, North Hili Subdivision, )
; Section 10, Idenfified as 330 Winry. L
! Appllcant: Walter Paperberg, 330 ¥inry orive, Rochester, Mi 48063, who was 1
: present. b
H

Mr. Wright explained the app! lcant has requested permit to construct additional ¢
! bedroom and famtly room onto the rear of his home. This proposed addition, In i
i furn, will connect to the sxisting garage, which Is five (5) feet from the {
{ easterly property line. A detached garage, under the Ordinance, may be located §
| tive (5) feet from the property llne. when the garage 1s attached +o the main ’
} structure, becomling a single-unit, a +en foot (10') slda yard s requlred.

}

| Mr. Papenberg commenved +he, wording on the Agenda was Incerract, In that the i
3 propused addition Is to be batween +he house and garage, noi sehind the garage.
i

No Objectors Appeared. Chelirman Clauson DECLARED THE PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED.

i In answer fo the Board's inquiries, Mr. Paperberg advlsed the nearest bullding
would be approximately 20 feet from the nroposed addlfion, and the addition wlil
} be of brick and aluminum construction.

MOTION by Borden, seconded by Camp. Varianco In side-yard reauirement reduced Yo
Tive (5') feet from the casterly lot line be granted.

FINDINGS:
1. The distance between the applicant's garage and tne closest structure o
the east Is 20 feet or greater and would not Impose a problem In flre-flghting.

2. The part of the tullding that would be non-conforming Is a non-11{ving structure
belng the garage.

3, The addition being planned wiil be general ly of flre-proof materials belng
brick and aluminun siding.

;- 4, Existing structures in *the surrcunding area gereraliy are situated simllarly
¢ a:z to slide-yard requirements, hence +his will nof detract or be an advarse
conditlon to the surroqndlng property owners.

{Ref: File #73-148 of Malter Papenbet g) .

i AYES: Camp, Borden, Clauson
NAYS: None
MOTION CARRIED.

A

PUBLIC HEARING:

ETLE #72-708(2) ¢ Request for walver of required obscuring wall under Sectlion

151001) (), atiectling the easterly property iine of Tax Parcel B-469-A, Section

29, located on Haml In Road east of Crooks Road, Zoned C-i, proposed forr

vetertnary clinic.

Applicant: Dr. Chartes Becker, D.V.M., 582 West Heml In Road, Rochester, M! 480583,
who was present.

Mr. Wright showed the Board a map of the applicent's property and surrounding
area .and explalned the nature of the request.

No Objectors Appeared. Chalrman Clauson DECLARED THE PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED.

Informal dlscusslon ensued.

MOTION 5 Borden, seconded by Clauson, Flle #72-708(2) of Dr. Charles Backer BE
REFERREO to the Pianning Commlsslon for review, In accerdance with Sectlon 1510(4)
of Ordir.nce #36.
oo, AYES: ALl NAYS: None
MOTION CARRIED.

CONT INUED




REGULAR ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS MEETING (Cont'd) k.6
Monday, May 13, 1974

PUBLIC HEARING:

FILE #74°218: Request for variance in side yard requlremants under Sectlon 1400
and T401(8) of Ordinance #3G, to reduce side yards from 30 feot tc a minimum

of 10 feet, toral of 20 feet; affecting Tox Parcei 8-296-C In the Crooks and
Hamiin Roed Intersection.

Applicant: Vau-Ailen Bullders, lhc., 734 S rfield R1.. Southfield, Ml.

Mr. Van Every appeared before tha Board and provided @ revised site plan for the
Board's review stating the reduced side yards would glve the same concepl as In

+he cluster heusing optlon, vhe change representling a reductlon of 25 Iiving unlts.

The Board noted Sectlon 1401{e) of Ordirance #36, stifulates a minimum disvance
of 30 feet between bulldings In an R-M district develeoped with twe or more
bulldings cn the same parcel. The Board also noted that bulldings in relation
to the slte plan were different and Attoracy Ternan advised that dus to the
changing of tThe size of bullding, the sife pian wlit be affected and therefore,
will require Planning Commission approval.

There were no objectors; PUBLIC HEARING WAS CLOSED.

Informal discussion followed.

MOTiON by Borden, supporfed‘Sy Wicholas, request for varlance In slde yard
requirements to a minlmum of spacing of iwenty fest as deplcted on Drawing

#10748 dated Aprll, 1974, BE APPROVED SURJEET TO review by tha Planning Commlssion.
(REF: FILE 74-218)

FINDINGS:
1) The overail plan Is to be reduced by 25 dwelling urlts,
Eis € 2) The spaclng befween bulldings as proposed in the R-M zone 1s acceptable In

the Cluster Housling Zoning Immedlately abutting subject parcal.

3) With publlc sewer and water avaliable To The develapment, the spacing between
bulldings Is no* considered undesirable from safety or sanitation stand-
point in this development.

AYES: Karas, Nicholas, Jahnke, Camp, Borden

NAYS: None
MOTION_CARRIED.
P ettt .

/ PUBLIC HEARINS: \\
: | FILE #74-219: Reguest for varlance in rear yard sefback requlrements to reduce \
! 1 From 35 feeT tc 30 feet, to allow construction of 2 famliy room addition; \

4 affecting Lot 166, North HILI Subdlivlston; further-lcentltied as 354 Reltman.

\ Appllcant: Arthur J. Bentiey, 354 Re tman, Rochester, MI. /
\ . /
i Mr. Vright dispiayed a drawlng cf subject property arc preposed addition, and /
1 sald an addltion woulg wot be detrimental to the nelghborhood, 2

' Mr. Bentley, the petitioner, was present and spoke [n behalf of nls request. j
. ° /.'
| NO OPPONENTS. PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED. /
{
] I
: MOTION by Karas, supportes by Carp, request “or varlance in rear yard setback !
! requirements fo reduce from 35 feat to 30 feat, BL GRANTED, to allow construction !
| of a family room addltlon; affecting Lot 166, Morthhlll Subdivision.
i (REF: FILE 74-219) \
f \
FINDINGS : \
Ty Past records show varlances for simllar requests were granted In the arna. \
) 2) Recommendatlons of the Township Buliding Department were favorable. \
.3) Due to the lot slze, an addl*lon would not be defrimentai to surroundlng \
property owners.
AYES: Camp, Jahnke, Karas, Nicholas, Borden \
NAYS: Hone |
MOTION CARRIED. /
. CONTANYER
\




SPECIAL ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS MEETING
Monday, October 15, 1979

(Continued)
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Ayes: Camp, Karas, Nowicki, Piercey, Nichclas
Nays: None
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PR
| Public Hearing:
File 79-935: Request for variance from Section 170¢ of
to construct an addition to existing single
Lot 100 of Morth Hills Subdivision.
an R-4 zoning district.
which would leave a &

Ordinance No. 80 (Py. 62)
family residence at 28 Winry,

A 10 foot sideyard setback is required in
The proposed addition would create an attached garage

5 foor sideyard zetback, therefore requiring a variance of ]
5 feet. Parcel Identification; 15-10-253-009, Section 10, zoned R-a, H
Applicant: Ms. Helen M. Gerrish, 287 wWinry, Rochester, MI 48063 i
Continued T e .AM*._J
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' SPECTAL ZONING BUARD OF APPEALS MEETING (Continued) . - Py, 3
Mopday, October 15, 1979 e

{"\\

Mr. Robert Reid, reprasenting the petitioner, stated he is the builder who will - ¢

be building the addition and he questioned the wording of the notice since the
garage is alrady there and no side lines are being changed with the addition.
Mr. Board explained that by attacning the house to the garage, the sideyard
requirements change for a main structure and requires a variance.

The Chair opened the Public Hezaring for anyone wishing to speak in support oxr
in cbjection to the request. There being no one, the Chair closed the Public
Hearing.

Ih the following brief discussion, Mr. Board stated there was no objection
from the BGilding Departwent and there were similar circumstances in the area
where thé. Board took favorable action. : :

Motion by Piercey, sucported by Nowicki, that the requested five (5'} faot

sideyard setback variance be granted to allow the coastruction of an addition

to 'existing single family residence at 287 Vinry, Lot 100 of North Hills Sub-

division.

Findings: .

1) The need for the variances comes about from the attachment of the existing
garage to the house.

2) The granting of such variance does not change the sidevard setbacks from
existing circumstances. .

3) The granting of the variance is necessary to afford the property owner
similar rights in surrounding properties.

4)  Such variance would not be detrimental to the surrounding neighborhaod. 4

5} The addition would not be functional if not placed where proposed.

o

Ayes: Camp, Karas, Nowicki, Piercey, Nicholas
Nays: MNene
Motion Carried.
N - e,

Public Hearing: .

File 79-926: Reguest fer variances from Section 1700 (Pg. 62} and Sectit
(P 47} of Ordinance No. 80, to erect a canopy and cooler at existin
stgéi n and to convert the service station building to a convenien
located at 329S\§outh Rochester Road, on the east side of Rochest
the M-58 Ereeway?, -

1)

store,
s noxth of

sed éépopy is requirad to be 75 feer from the front yard setback.

. Plans indicate dysetback of 19 feet, requiring a variance’of 56 feet.

2) The proposea\goolé; to be located in the front yard setback is shown to be
70 feet from the south lot line where 75 feet is required. A 5 foot variance
is being rsqugstéQ; A et

3} 'Section 1300 {as amended) permits the incidental’shle of pop, milk, etc, .
in a 8-5 (Automotive ‘Service) district, Plaus jindicate the existing I i1ding
is to be céhvertéd‘intd\éfconvenience store, Jfhe information provideu to
the Building Department h%é%been interpreted that the convenience store is
not incidéntal .to the ‘sale kagasoliﬁé but“will become a principal use of

the property. 'Therefore, an ihterpretation and/or variance is being requested
te determine if this is a permitbed use’

Parcel Identificatien: 15~35=100~016}_ eftion 35, zoned B-5.

Applicant: HMarathon 0il Compény{ 264QQ'L hfer Road, Southfield, MI 48034

B ) . .

Mr. ‘Ray Sheldon, engineex for Marathon Oil,réaaressed the Board relative to the
fact the existing service statioq;building is no™longer being used for service
and it is strictly a self serve,typg‘facility) therefore, they wish fo make use
of the.building by providing goénverfence foods.” Regakding the First requested
variance, the plan to install & canopy over the two lbléngs and there is no
way they could do that an@'meeé'hhe 75 foot sethack requirement.

< s,

In reference to the cocler addition,; Mr. Sheldon said it would\bg lpcated. on

the south side which .used gé be.whére the cdars drove it and out oh_the:south side, -
Mr. slieldon explained a”créek was relocated when the station was buldt ahd it

runs along the south bProperty line. The 70 foot setback .runs from the“cooler
addition to the-treek. /1. Sheldoh said the conler comes ih this particular

size so he is-confined to the existing. building location, the size of the Supler
and the ngpérﬁy line. : “y

ngarding/;tem 3, Mr. Sheldon said Marathon is an oil company and their major,\\\\\\‘
function is selling gasoline products;, however, since the existing work bays v
aze no longer beéing used, the company feels something should be done with thenm. .

Continued




- SPECTAL ZOWING BOARD OF APPEALS MEETING (Continued) Pg. 5
s MONDAY, AUGUST 20, 1979 !

] 1) The house is proposed to be located in a Historical Jistrict and the

g setback varianece_is granted to give the peistio.er juoatioy Flewibility
in placing the nouse»tn enjoy the right of ownex sship.

2) The hardship would be thc"QCatlon of the hoise in relation to the neighboring
property as brought out in discussic o

3) If the variance is precedent nettzng, the- anru accﬁpt it in a Historical
District.

4) With.the ravine in the bavk £ the property, Lhcln P as,_poss ibility of
anything being bullt on the property line.

(Ref: File 79-896)

Ayes: -Camp, Xar, ,:Nowicki, Piercey, Nicholas

Nays: None i

»_M__Ml'loggL.Cam_Led_._m\‘

e e — ———— \ W

Public llearing:

-File 79-898: Request vtor variance from Section 17¢0, Schedule of Regulatio
oOf oJrdinance Mo. 80, to ecect a family room addition connecting the house -
to the garage at 428 Winry, where the ordinance reguires a sideyard setback
of 10 feet in an R-4 zoning district and the changing of the garage from
unattached to attached provides only a 4 foot sideyard setback, requiring
a variance of 6 feet. Parcel identified as 15-10-205-005, Lot 121, North
Hill Subdivision, Section 10.

Applicant: Mrs. Bonnie L. Dellinger, 428 Winry, Rochester, MI 48062

Mrs. Dellinger addressed the Board relative to the reasons she needed the
addition to her home and based the hardship on the fact it would be difficult
for three generations to live in a thousand square foot house. The addition
would not be setting a precedent as thers are many homes in the subdivision
with similay family room additions. Mrs. Dellinger was present with her builder
and presented plans of the proposed addition.

The Chair declared the Public Hearing open for anyone wishing to speak in
cbjection or in support of the request. Hearing no one, the Chair closed the
Public Hearing.

Mr. Eby ‘stated the Building Department had no objsction to the granting of
the variance because, as the petitioner had indicated, there were similar
variances granted in the North Hill Subdivision for family <oom additions.

Motion by Pxekcey, stpported by Nowicki, in the matter of Flle 79-898, that
a six (6') foot sideyard setback variance be grantéd to allow the construction
of a- famxly room addition to ex15t1ng residence at 428 Winry.
Findings:
1) The reason for the variance .comes about only that the family room will
make the existing garage an attached building.
2) Such variance will not change the proxlmlt] to the lot line or any existing
structure.
3) The granting of the variance is consistent with similar variances granted
in the area and it will not be detrimental to the surrounding neighborhood.
Ayes: Camp, Karas, Nowicki, Piercey, Nicholas
- Nays: None

Motion Carried.

e e

Public Hear:.ng s

File 79-903: Request for the- followxng,varlances to erect a gavrage and

Telocate a shed at 2656 Leach Road:

1) From Section 1809\\\§ of Oxdinance 80 (Pg. '78) ... The ordlnanc= prohibits
a nenconforming use land to.occupy a grearer area_ofland, and since
the residence is locate on\property zoned I-1 (night Industrial) a
variance is required to erect “the 528 square/ fcot proposed garage.

2) From Section 1700 of Ordinance 80 TPg‘~ﬁ71 where. the ordinance requires
a minimum smdeyard setback of 15 feet inran I-1'district and plans
show a 6 foot sideyard setback,-requiring a Va:;ance of 9 feet.

Identified as Parcel 15-30- 4§;:012 Lot 26, Auburn nghlands ‘subdivision.

Applicant: Mrs. Clara L.-EvVeritt, 2656.Leach Rd., Pontlaeq\lii 48057

Continued




ZBA 10-22-84

e .
the overlapping uE!g\sf‘thc sawe parking spaces can be considered.

4) The granting of thi:\baQiance is provided without conaideratiog for any
of the parking requirements related to the property owned by . Winchester
Associates (K-Mart and Town & CSHh({i Furniture Stores) in Winchester Mall.

5) The development in qusstion faces ;\\pgeftical hardship or proyid@ng
individual use requirements with regard ~to parking within the existing
limits of the mall property. .

Ayes: Ireland, Hunstad, Nicholas, Jolly.
Nays: None o
Absent. Piercey Motion Carried

Poblic Heerings s

File oz 84-506: Request for a variance from Ordinance No.' 80 ‘to
construct an addition at 37¢ Thalia St.2et, lot 36; of North Hill
Subdivision, located south of Ty “ken Read - west of Rochester Road; in
Section 10, identified as Parce! 15-10-203-4. ., zoned R-4.

From Section ! °, Schedule of Regulations, which requires a 10-foot side -
yard  setback in an R-4 zoned district. Submitted plans indicate
constructing an addition that will attach a residence to a detached garage,
making one building of them. In this situation, the final. structure must
conforn:  to all setback and conmstruction requirements that would apply to a
new residence being bujilt. The detached garage that presently exists is
only 4.9 feet from the east property line, therefore, if the garage becomes
attached to the residence, as proposed, a 5.1-foot variznce is requested,

Applicant: Mr. Robert L. Dinges
376 Thalia, Rochester, MI 48063

Mr. Dinges stated he desires to constuct a family-room and dining area
addition to the rear of his house which will connect the existing house and
garage. He explained he has three children and more living space is
needed. He pointed out that the proposed addition will be located on the
only area of his lot that is possible to build on. He sai. if the variance
is not granted he will be forced to seek other housing out of Avon Township
and he would prefer not to relocate.

The Chair opened the public’ heariug calling for propoments and/or
opponents. Hearing néne, he closed the public hearing.

Mr: Dykstra pointed out that an error was made regarding this request;
there should be two variances requested instead of one. He explained that
after petitioner's application was processed, it was discovered that a

S-foot variance is also required for the rear yard because 35 feet is
required and only 30 feet is provide. Discussion was held on whether or
0ot " &irear’ yard variance that’ was not advertised cculd be graated tonight.
It was found that petitioner would be required to wait three weeks for a
liearing to be held on a request for a second variance. Mr, Sreve Thozpe,
builder of the proposed addition, expressed concern that a three veek delay
would seriously jeopardize his schedule, noting that he wants to get
started on this project before the winter months set in. He said the error
vas‘made by the Township and he and the homeowner should not ‘suffer because
of it. :

In reply to questicns from the Board, Mr. Dinges stated he contacted the
neighbors on each side regarding his proposed addition who indicated they
had no objection, however, he did not contact his neighbor to the rear.
The Board noted that the neighbor to the rear did receive notice in the
wail regarding the proposed addition and it appears he has no comment,

During ensuing discus«ion Attorney Staran advised that'althaugh there is a

continued




ZBA 10-22-84

notification problem herxe, if the Soard finds that the side yard and resr
yard situstions are clesely related, the two requests could be - considered
together tonight. Mr. Dykstra advised that the Building . Department
considers the variance request a techoicality, due to the fact that the
proposed addition will be attached to a garage that already exists in the
rear yard, He pointed out there are a number of trees in the rear yard of
subject site which will decrease the visability .f the proposed addition,
therefore, the Building Department bas no objection to grantieg the
variances, '

The Board exsmined the aerial view wap noting the proposed addition would
not infringe on other abutting properties. Hembers agreed that the
sranting of the advertised variance, in effect, constitutes approval of the
entire concept of the propssed addition.

Item 13

Hotion by Nicholas, supported by Ireland, in the matter of File No. 84-506,
that & 5.1-foot side yard variance for 376 Thalia Street be granted as
requested. .

Findingss -

1) There is a practical difficulty in locating an addition to the existing
structure on the site without connecting the existing garage and existing
home to each .other which, in effect, creates the requirement for the
10-foot side yard and 30-foot rear yard sethack. The lot in question is
zoned R-4, is 70-feet in width. and the location of the existing house on
the lot and the location of the existing garage provide no other reasonable
land area for an addition except where proposed by the applicant.

2) The attachment of the addition to the existing garage and the existing
house allow petitiomer to preserve and enjoy his property rights in this
vicinity,

3) As advertised for the side yard variance, no objections from adjacent
property owners were heard in tonight's public hearing nor were any written
comments received regarding this request.

Ayes: Hunstad, Ireland, Nicholas, Jolly
Nays: None
Absent: Piercey Motion Carried

Item 23

Hotion by Nicholas, supported by Hunstad, in the matter of File No. 84-506,
that a rear yard setback variance of S feet be granted to permit a 30-foot
rear yard setback.

Findinge:z

1) There is a practical difficulty in locating an nddition to the existing
sfructure on the site without counecting the existing garage and existing
home  to each other which, in effect, creates the requirement fer the
10-foot side yard and 30-foot rear yard setback. The lot ia question is
zoned R-4, is'70-foot in width, and the locrtion of the existing house on
the lot and the location of the existing garage provide no other reasonable
land area for am addition except where proposed by applicant.

2) The attachment of the addition to the existing garage and the existing
house allow petitioner to preserve and enfoy his proparty rights in this
vicinity, :

3) As advertised for the side yard variance, no objections from adjaceat
property owners were heard in tonight's public hearing nor were any written
comments received regarding this request,

4) The addition does not extend into the required rear yard any further
than the existing garage on the property,

continued




ZBA 10-22-84 8

Ayes: Ireland, Hunstad, Nicholas, Jolly
Nays: None
Absent: Piercey Motion Carried

Public Hearing:

File Ro: 84-508: Request for a variance from Ordimance No. 80 to construct
a home at the\northeast corner of E. Fairview snd N. Fairview Lamnes, morth
of Fairview Parms Wo. & Subdivision, located north of Tienken Road and west
of Livernois Rohd, in Section 4, identified as Pars .1 15-04-405-001, zoned
R-1.

Section 1700 requides a minimum fronmt yard setback of 40 feet in a R-1
zoned - district. Submitted plans indicate a front yard setback of 20 feet,
thereforae, a variancd of 20 feet is requested.

Applicant: Mr. KemmetD ¥, Collister
21565 23 Male Road, Mt. Clemens, ML 48044

Mr. Collister, petitioner, %nd Mr. Edward Heins, architect were present.

The Chair ecpened the public hearing. calling for proponents and/or
opponents.

Mr. Dave Reuther of 1353 N. Fairyiew Lane and Mr. ®dward Hunter, President
of Fairview Farms Homeowners Wssociation, spoke in opposition. They
expressed concern that the propose{ home will not be compatible with the
elevations and setbacks of othex homes in the area, thereby raducing
propexty values. They asked what arg the future plans for the unimproved
rights-of-way on the west and south side of the proposed home and asked
where the driveway for the proposed hole will be located? Mr. Reuther said
that Mr. & Mrs. Hollister just xecently\ purchased subject iot from the
State and believed they should not havk finalized the purchase until they
were sure they could obtain a variance to\comstruect their house.

Hearing no further comments from the public\ the Chair closed the public
hearing.

ans to construct will be
the architecture of the
dons and floor plans of the

Mr. Collister explained that the home ke
Cape-Cod- design which is compatible wit
:urrounding homes. The Board examined the eleva
proposed house, noting that the entrance will fade west onto East Fairview
Lane and. that. the driveway leading to the houdg will be situvated to the
south side of the lot, on the unimproved portion oi\ North Fairview Laune.
They also observed that the lot is pie-shaped. Mry Cohee pointed out that
the lot in quastion is an acreage parcel and not pakt »f Fairview Farms
Subdivision,

The Bo&rd 8lso cXairified the-aerial ﬁieélmap 6f theé’ arey 'foting that the
bomes ™ "onidthiiiporthvésEinand southwest - iftersection”\of “North and East
Fairview Lanes are angled Facing the intersection. It wys observed 'that
the 1lot directly south across the undeveloped WNorth\Fairview Lane is

Mr. Heins requested that, since the home in question faces west onto East
instead of a fromt yard and, therefore, the variance request
from 20 feet to 5 feet. The Board reviewed Section 1700, Para,
Page 20 of the Oxdinsnce vegarding 'side yards abutting a
sgreed that ‘there appears to be merit in Mr. Heins suggestion.
commented that an important consideration regardimg yards would d
the relationship of the physical placement of the surriunding home
proposed home.

In reply to concerns expressed by surrounding property owners, the Board

continued




© REGULAR AVON TOMSHIP ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS MEETING. Peage 2

» Mr. Robert wright ‘explalned the ﬁqmre'iot the varlance beifg requested.
- “Théro being No ObJectors, Chnlrmqn‘ciau;vaon DECLARED THE FUBLIC HEARING CLOSED.

.. and wigth requirements; affecting Lots 46 and 47, Brookiands Fark 1 Subdivision,
' for onie (1) bullding site, (Ref: File #72-149 of Robert Brown) .

ot _‘VA'YES;:" v“EfAiréls;!’Camp, Clauson - - IR : S : : 3 i g
~ NAYS: ; None ; ; “Hhy 7 MOTION CARRIED.

- Public Hearing: w gt R 8 sie Y,
. FTle ¥/2-150: Request for varfance to permit addition o existing cenvalescent

: ~r'l'h5ro'belngrr6.fur1'her obJec*Qrs. Q}\almn Ctaugon DECLARED THE PUBLIC HEMRING .

, .Vbis'cu‘syslqn foiloved. s
. chadrnan Clouson read letter of objection from Postor Lioyd D, Buss ot Ablding

&5 ;Hc ﬁﬁmsh'@.'n for varlance fo construct a gerege tive foat (5%) (}u ]

G ; e, - e 2
s 3 R WS 2 S E - F - o ek
S bt 5 p e - 2 2 5

Monday, April 10, 1972 wmnumenContinued

W

pursiant #o Inquiry ‘of Nr. Harold Barley, 523 Rochdale, Rochester, Mi 48083, -

MOTION by.-Ennig,,Qecpndad by Camp, Resolved, Variance BE GRANTED In lof srea
"Sectlon-36; (each lot being 40! wide by 135" In depth) said lots belng combined

. Fome, atfecting Tax.Parce! B-131=D, Section 9, Zoned 0-1; identifled as 1480
“Walton. Blvd; as follows: RETS . A+ :
“ A) Variance from Qrd!nance,fze,'Arficle 5, Section 501 {7), to permit

__three (3) story ‘addItion +o existing building - b R 2

B) Variunce from Ordinance #36, ‘Article 5, Section 501 {7) a, to reduce -

raqulred open-space from §,800 square ‘feat to 960 square feet af land
" area per bed, 10 allow fotal capacity of 117 beds, = P :

‘TAppH'can‘I': “Avondale Convalescent -Home, inc., 1480 Walton Bivd., Rochester, =

Sk Michigan 48063 o =% i
Messrs: Havis and Ripplinger of Havl s-Glovinskyrhssocla’res, Archlb_'tpic"l's and
Englrioqrs, were prqsign‘rwlﬂg Mr. and Mrs. frank Friedman, Proprietors.

-Mri Havls gddreséé@ +the Bourd. : ; : :
W, Harold Barley, 523 Rochdale, Rochester, M} 48063 objected to the requested
varlances. . : £ - S S e

CLOSED.

‘Prosence Lutheran Chirch, dated April 6, 1072 (Communication on file and by
“referrence made & part’ hereof). ey AT EaR

' Furthor discussion ensued.

. MOTION by Enni$, Saconded by Conp, hosolved, Flle #72-150 of Avondsle Convel= -
escent Hove, \nc., DE REFERRED Yo M’. Steve ZRY, Planner, for 8
written ,ropo(rfrfdr‘tho Aprl i T7%h; 1972 Heeting. &

AYES: Camp, Ennis, Glsuson o s
AVS: Nondl s et Ensl e e d MOTION CNARIED,

" Pubjlc Hearings

: jde (westerly) ot Ine and thirty=two faet (32' from the reer lot 1ine,
'—qﬂoc*lrg Lot 180, North Hitl Subdivision, sectlon 10, Zonod R=1-D. :
. Applicenf: Cherles ‘Kemier, 2Al Reliman Court, Rochester, U]

Mo Objectors Appeared. Cholrman CLAUSON DECLARED. THE PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED.
- MOTION by Ennis, Secondad by Camp, Résolved that Varlance BE GRANTED Yo allon
construction of & gerags tive foet (51) fron the side (westerly) 1ot {ino end
_fhirty=two feet (52') from the resr tet 1ine, affecting lot 150, North HIf :
subdivislon, Sectlon 10, Zoned R=1=D, (Ref: Elle #72:132 of Charies Kemter, 240
Reliwan Cours, Rochester, Wi 48063).. ; ‘ S P R

AVEST Ennls, Conp; Clousen  MAYSH None WOTION CMRIED,

L J




// " PUBLIC HEARINGS

HINUTES of the REGULAR lieeting of the AVON TOUNSHIP ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS,
TieTd at the Avon Township Hall, 407 Pine Street, Rochester, Oakland County,

fichigan, on IONDAY, AUGUST 10, 1970,

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Cobb at, 7:30 p.m.

“ROLL CALL - Present: Ennis, Reibling, Cobb
Absent:  ilone

\\ Quorum Present.

£
4
W

Others present: iir. Robert Y. Rothe of Jchn;cﬁh and Anderson, Inc.;
Hir. John f. iiaymon, Avonijﬂp Building Inspector

1970 were approved,as printed.

HIHUTES of the\!e}g‘ul\ar iieeting July 13, 1270 angiv‘gbecia] lleeting July 16,

lext lieeting Date: r}o@(y, September 145 1970 at 7:30
L -

p.m.

N , -

PUBLIC HEARING:
T1e $70-63 (Anended): Request Par Variance Permit in
north side yard reduced troms20® ton17' and south side
20' to 10', to allow cons&ﬁ?«:tion of*gn industrial buil
affecting Lot 43, Auburn<Highlands Su
located on the east s‘i,df of Leach Road,

r/o/v.

Yard Requirements:
yard reduced from
ding 40 x 80°',

ivision, Section 30 (Zoned I-{),
ifth (5th) lot south of railroad

‘Applicant: Linden}-‘: Harding, d.h.a TranscPeative, Inc., 1222 Hest Long

Lake Road, Blaomf,i’éld Hills, tiichigan. fir. Hagding was

o \
Ho Objectors Appeared.  Chairman Cobb DECLARED THB, PUBL
N,

The Beard yévieved the File with iir. Harding. °‘\

present.

IC HEARIHG CLOSED.

i
HOTIOH,I{V Reibling, seccnded by Ennis, Resolved that Var¥gnce Permit in
side yard rcquirements as foilows: north side yard reduced, from 20' to

17° &nd south side yard reduced from 20' to 10° » to all

ansAndustrial building 40" x 80', affecting Lot 43, Auburn Hi

bdivision, Section 30 (Zoned I-1), BE GRAIITED to Lind
“Transcreative, Inc., 1222 llast Long Lake Read, Blcomfic

/ SUBJECT to all applicable Tormship Ordinances and Regul

/  granted for period of one (1) year and subject to revie
b premises are subject to routine on-site inspecticns by

/ Enforcing Officer. (Ref: File #70-63).

Ayes: Ennis, Reibling, Cobi
Hays: Hone

i B A S BN AR UE RN R OEaABAC AR (nnReRanaBeaas

File #70-67:-"Request for Varfance Permit in Side Yard
raduced from iv' to 6’ » £o allow construciion of en att
Lot 163, itorth Hi11 Subdivision, Section 10, Zoned i#-1-

oV ¢

en F. Ha
1d Hills, |
ations; permithds
v at that time;™.
the Towmship

HOTION CARRIED.

sassanenes

Requirement as follows:
Sr.ncd garage, affecting

Applicant: Richard Buckmaster, 361 Reitman Court, Rochiester, liichigan 48063,

who was present,

It s recorded iir. Buckmaster amended his applization,
from 10' to 5'.

Ho Obdectors Appeared. Chafrman Cobb DECLARED THE PUBL
HOTION by Ennis, seconded by Reibling, Resolved that Va

yard requirement as follows: reduced from ten feet (10
allow construction of an attached yarage, affecting Lot

requesting variance

IC HEARING CLOSED.

riance Permit in side
') to FIVE FEET {5'), to
163, ilorth Hil1

Subdtvision, Section 10, Zoned R-1-D. DE GRANTED to Richard Buckemster, 351
Reitsan Court, Rochester, iiichigan, SUBJECT to a1l applicable Towaship
Ordinances and Regulations; permit is granted for period of one (1) year a; .

subjoct to revien at that time; premises are subject to

inspections by the Tovmship Enforeing Gfficer,

Ayes: Reibling, Cobb, Ennis
;.. Hone

(e

routine on-site
fite §70-67).

Ret':

107105 CARRIED,

\




