
AGENDA 

Zoning Board of Appeals – Regular Meeting 
Tuesday, September 27th, 2022 – 7:00 p.m.  

 
 
 

I. Call to Order  
 

II. Roll Call 
 

III. Approval of the August 23rd, 2022 ZBA Meeting Minutes 
 

IV. Public Comments & Questions (Agenda Items Only) 
 

V. New Business 
A. ZBA Variance Application No. 22-11 – Zamiara – Dimensional Variance (Height) 
B. ZBA Variance Application No. 22-10 – Zamiara – Dimensional Variance (Walls) 

 
VI. Reports 

 
VII. Extended Public Comments & Questions (Non-Agenda Items) 

 
VIII. Adjournment 
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MEETING MINUTES 

GRAND HAVEN CHARTER TOWNSHIP  

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

AUGUST 23, 2022 

 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

The regular meeting of the Grand Haven Charter Township Zoning Board of Appeals was 

called to order at 7:00 p.m. by Chair Voss.  

 

II. ROLL CALL 

Board of Appeals members present: Voss, Loftis, Behm, Slater, Egedy-Bader 

Board of Appeals members absent: Hesselsweet 

 

Also present: Senior Planner Thibault, Associate Planner Hoisington  

 

Without objection, Thibault was instructed to record the minutes for the meeting. 

 

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 

Without objection, the minutes of the June 28, 2022 ZBA Meeting were approved.   

IV. NEW BUSINESS 

A. ZBA Variance Application No. 22-08 – Chittenden – Dimensional Variance 

 

Party Requesting Variance: Dwight & Janine Chittenden 

Address:    15721 Lincoln St. 

Parcel Number:   70-07-11-300-007 

Location:    15721 Lincoln St. 

   

The applicant is seeking a variance for a land division creating 2 additional parcels 

(herein referred to as A & Remainder) that would result in Parcel A – a 1.68-acre 

lot with a lot width of  250-feet, and the Remainder – a 3.29 acre lot with a lot width 

of 761.50-feet. The proposed Lot A would violate Section 2.08.F of the Zoning 

Ordinance which requires a minimum frontage of 300-feet for the Rural Residential 

zoning district on a Double Width Road. 

 

Thibault provided an overview through a memorandum dated August 17. 

The applicant, Ms. Chittenden, was present to provide information. 

• Splitting the parcel at 300-feet lot width would result in a triangular piece of on one side 

of the County Drain without access to the majority of the parcel. 

• Opined it would not be practical to gain access from the road to the triangular property via 

a driveway, which would make maintaining or using the property more difficult. 

 

The Board discussed the application and noted the following: 
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• Inquired if the property around the drain was subject to an easement.  

• Clarified the number of splits available does not change if the variance was 

approved and the proposed parcel exceeds the minimum size requirement.  

• Confirmed no additional driveways would be installed onto Lincoln Street as a 

result of the reduced lot width, which is in line with the intent of the double lot 

width requirement.  

Standard No. 1 – Exceptional or extraordinary circumstances: 

• The way in which the County Drain bisects the property limits the buildable area 

for the land directly adjacent of it due to the drain easement.  

Ayes: Voss, Loftis, Behm, Slater, Egedy-Bader 

Nays: None 

Absent: Hesselsweet 

 

Standard No. 2 – Substantial property right: 

• The owner is entitled to split the property up to three times, the reduction in lot 

width would not result in any additional splits beyond what the applicant is 

entitled to by right.  

Ayes: Voss, Loftis, Behm, Slater, Egedy-Bader 

Nays: None 

Absent: Hesselsweet 

 

Standard No. 3 – Will not be a substantial detriment to adjacent parcels, or material 

impact on the intent and purpose of the Ordinance: 

• No letters of opposition were received for this application (as of August 19th). 

Ayes: Voss, Loftis, Behm, Slater, Egedy-Bader 

Nays: None 

Absent: Hesselsweet 

 

Standard No. 4 – Request is not of such a recurrent nature as to make reasonably 

practical the formulation of a general regulation: 

• Though many properties are impacted by the presence of a County Drain, the 

location on this specific piece of property and how it relates to the lot width 

requirement is unique.  

Ayes: Voss, Loftis, Behm, Slater, Egedy-Bader 

Nays: None 

Absent: Hesselsweet 

 

Motion by Slater, supported by Behm, to approve a dimensional variance from 

Section 2.08.F to allow a land division at 15721 Lincoln St. This will result in a 

250-feet lot frontage for Lot A. Approval of this variance is based upon this 

Board’s findings that all four standards have been affirmatively met. 
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Which motion carried unanimously, as indicated by the following roll call vote: 

Ayes: Voss, Slater, Loftis, Hesselsweet, Egedy-Bader  

Nays: None 

Absent: Hesselsweet 

 

 

Following deliberations, the public comment period commenced: 

• Kip Nadeau – 15600 Lincoln St., Grand Haven, MI 49417 

o Owns property close to the Chittenden’s. 

o Concerned over potential traffic impact for an entrance to Schmidt Heritage 

Park on Lincoln St. 

o Expressed that the applicant shouldn’t sell the land nor provide an 

easement to the Township. 

 

B. ZBA Variance Application No. 22-09 – Ponce – Dimensional Variance 

 

Party Requesting Variance: Jason Ponce 

Address:    15944 Lake Ave. 

Parcel Number:   70-07-02-132-039 

Location:    15944 Lake Ave. 

   

The applicant is seeking a variance to retain an existing 768-sqft building in its 

current location in the rear yard and reconstruct a new garage addition within the 

same footprint as the existing garage. This would result in a 768-sqft building where 

a maximum 720-sqft building is allowed, a side yard setback of 6-feet is 15-feet is 

required, a rear yard setback of 6-feet, 10-inches where 15-feet is required, and a 

setback from the house of 12-feet, 4-inches where 15-feet is required. This is in 

violation of Sections 10.01.C.7 and 10.01.C.10 of the Zoning Ordinance. 

 

Hoisington provided an overview through a memorandum dated August 17. 

The applicant, Mr. Ponce, was present to provide information. 

• Expressed concern over time and material waste by demolishing an accessory structure 

• Clarified design of new attached 2-story addition 

• Agreeable to refacing the proposed addition with noncombustible material if required 

• Stated intention was not to immediately sell the property 

• Clarified there was no sanitary facilities in proposed addition that would impact drain field 

capacity 
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The Board discussed the application and noted the following: 

• Questioned the aesthetic qualities of the proposed addition 

• Concerned with adequate fire separation given the Zoning Requirements 

• Inquired what the enforcement procedures would be to maintain the accessory 

structure in accordance with its natural life.  

 

Standard No. 1 – Exceptional or extraordinary circumstances: 

• The property is a typical lot.  

• The garage was permitted under a different Zoning Ordinance and was compliant 

at the time of construction. 

Ayes: Voss, Loftis, Behm, Slater, Egedy-Bader 

Nays: None 

Absent: Hesselsweet 

 

Standard No. 2 – Substantial property right: 

• The R-1 zoning district allows a single-family dwelling as a use permitted by 

right, and the size of the property entitles the owner to install up to two accessory 

buildings with a combined floor area of 720 sqft.  

• The 768 sqft accessory building is an existing structure that was permitted in 

1989.  

• The attached garage addition would be constructed within the existing building 

footprint and would continue to comply with the R-1 setbacks. 

Ayes: Voss, Loftis, Behm, Slater, Egedy-Bader 

Nays: None 

Absent: Hesselsweet 

 

Standard No. 3 – Will not be a substantial detriment to adjacent parcels, or material 

impact on the intent and purpose of the Ordinance: 

• No letters of opposition were received for this application (as of August 19th). 

• The accessory building is an existing structure and the attached garage addition 

would be rebuilt within the same footprint - this does not increase the existing 

nonconformities. 

Ayes: Voss, Loftis, Behm, Slater, Egedy-Bader 

Nays: None 

Absent: Hesselsweet 

 

Standard No. 4 – Request is not of such a recurrent nature as to make reasonably 

practical the formulation of a general regulation: 
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• Obtaining a compliant setback between the dwelling and accessory building would 

still not alleviate the other nonconforming aspects of the building related to size or 

rear and side yard setbacks. 

Ayes: Voss, Loftis, Behm, Slater, Egedy-Bader 

Nays: None 

Absent: Hesselsweet 

 

Motion by Motion by Slater, supported by Behm, to conditionally approve a 

dimensional variance from Sections 10.01.C.7 and 10.01.C.10 to allow an existing 

768 sqft accessory building remain in place at 15944 Lake Avenue. This will 

result in a 12-feet, 4-inch setback from the dwelling, a 6-foot setback from the 

side lot line, and a 6-feet, 10-inch setback from the rear lot line. Approval of this 

variance is based upon this Board’s findings that all four standards have been 

affirmatively met and is conditioned upon the following: 

1. The existing 768 sqft accessory building may be maintained in place, but 

shall continue to be considered a nonconforming structure and may not be 

further improved or repaired beyond the natural life of the structure unless 

and until it complies with the Zoning Ordinance. No additional accessory 

structures may be constructed on the lot unless in compliance with the 

standards of the Zoning Ordinance at the time.  

 

Which motion carried unanimously, as indicated by the following roll call vote: 

Ayes: Voss, Slater, Loftis, Hesselsweet, Egedy-Bader  

Nays: None 

Absent: Hesselsweet 

 

V. REPORTS - None 

VI. EXTENDED PUBLIC COMMENTS – None  

 

VII. ADJOURNMENT 

Without objection, the meeting was adjourned at 8:15pm. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Rory Thibault 

Acting Recording Secretary 
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Community Development Memo 
 

 DATE:  September 22, 2022 

 

 TO:  Zoning Board of Appeals 

 

 FROM: Cassandra Hoisington, Associate Planner 

   Rory Thibault – Senior Planner 

 

RE:  17461 Lakeside Trail – Dimensional Variance Application No. 22-11 

 

  

C 

 

PARCEL INFORMATION 

Owner/Applicant Nancy Zamiara 

Property 

Address 

17461 Lakeside 

Trail  

Parcel Number 70-07-33-125-036 

Lot Size 1.78 Acres  

Lot Type 

Waterfront Lot,  

Critical Dunes Area,  

Legal Lot of Record 

Zoning R-1 - Single Family 

Required 

Dimensions for a 

Retaining Wall 

that Exceeds 4-

Feet in Height  

Side Yard Setback: 

10-feet (due to 

reduced lot width) 

Maximum Height – 

8-feet 

Requested 

Dimensions  for 

a Retaining Wall 

that Exceeds 4-

Feet in Height 

Side Yard Setback: 

1-foot  

Maximum Height – 

10-feet 

Maximum 

Building Height 

35-feet or 2.5-

stories, whichever is 

less. 

Requested 

Building Height 
3-Stories 

Critical Dune Area (Pink) and Wetlands (Blue) 

Location Map  
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ZBA APPLICATION 

 

The property is located within the Critical Dune Area 

and is encumbered by regulated wetland, which limits 

the buildable area. The applicant is requesting a 

dimensional variance from Sections 2.08 and 14.13.C of 

the Zoning Ordinance as part of a house addition 

project. The applicant is seeking to construct a building 

addition which will extend to the east of the existing 

home. The existing garage would be converted to living 

space, and the addition would add additional living 

space and a new garage.  

 

Because the project is located within the Critical Dune 

Area, an EGLE permit is required prior to a building 

permit being issued by the Township. An EGLE permit 

has been obtained for the proposed  house addition, but 

the retaining walls were not included on the permit. 

EGLE would need to issue an amended permit to the 

applicant prior to the Township issuing a building 

permit. As a policy, Township staff requests a copy of 

an EGLE permit prior to submitting a ZBA application 

to ensure whatever may be approved is also compliant 

with EGLE, but the applicant has the right to apply for 

approval without the permit.  

    

RETAINING WALL 

 

A retaining wall is required to provide a flat 

surface for a new parking area. The proposed at 

10-feet tall retaining wall would exceed the 

maximum retaining wall height of 8-feet. The 

requested setback is 1-foot from the side lot line 

where 10-feet is required.  

 

Due to the topography of the proposed retaining 

wall location , it is unlikely that a compliant 

solution would be found that met both the height 

and setback requirements.  
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BUILDING HEIGHT 

 

Building stories are counted towards building heigh when at least 6 feet of the story (when measured 

from average building grade) is exposed. Because the roof line that extends from the existing home 

continues at the same height, while the topography slopes away, the bottom level of the home is 

exposed greater than 6-feet. Therefore, it is considered a story, and results in a three-story home. 

 

While the building footprint is limited, 

the existing home is conforming in size 

at about 2,100 sqft. The building 

addition would add an additional 1,446 

sqft of living space and 624 sqft as a 

garage. The minimum dwelling size for 

a house in the R-1 District is 1,240 sqft, 

which this house meets. The house is not 

undersized and the top level of the 

addition could be removed to provide a 

compliant solution.  

    

 

ALTERNATE OPTIONS 

 

When discussing the project with the applicant and the project architect, it was confirmed that the 

size of the addition could be reduced to comply with the Ordinance, but that it was not what was 

desired. Staff recommended that rather than seek a variance for height, the applicant adjust the grade 

around the perimeter of the house through retaining walls, as retaining walls are commonly used 

throughout the dune area to alleviate grading issues. Since building height is measured from grade, 

6-feet from the perimeter of the foundation – the calculated height can effectively be reduced through 

changing the topography. A separate variance request to reduce the building height through a series 

of retaining walls is provided in a separate memo. The applicant has requested this variance request 

be considered as the preferred option.  

 

 

To authorize a dimensional variance from the strict applications of the provisions of this Ordinance, 

the ZBA shall apply the following standards and make an affirmative finding as to each of the matters 

set forth in the standards. 

 

STANDARD 1 

There are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or conditions applying to the property that do 

not apply generally to other properties in the same zoning classification.  

 

VARIANCE STANDARDS 
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The property is a legal lot of record and is non-conforming in lot width. The 

property is encumbered by both Critical Dune Area and regulated wetlands.  The 

ZBA will need to make a determination as to whether this standard is met given the 

circumstances of this case. 

 

STANDARD 2 

The variance is necessary for the preservation and enjoyment of a substantial property right similar 

to that possessed by other properties in the same zoning district and in the vicinity, provided that 

possible increased financial return shall not of itself, be deemed sufficient to warrant a variance. 

 

Retaining wall: The wall is needed to support the location of the driveway.   

 

Building height: Each property owner has the right to expand their home within the 

regulations of the Zoning Ordinance. The existing home is approximately 2,100 

sqft in size, which conforms with the required minimum dwelling size. There is no 

entitlement to a larger or taller home.  

 

ZBA will need to make a determination as to whether this standard is met given the 

circumstances of this case. 

 

STANDARD 3 

Authorization of such variance will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent property, and will not 

materially impair the intent and purpose of this Ordinance or the public health, safety, and general 

welfare of the community. 

 

No correspondence has been received as of September 22nd . The ZBA will need to 

make the determination as to whether this standard is met given the circumstances 

of this case and the findings on standards 1 and 2. 

 

STANDARD 4 

The condition or situation of the specific piece of property or the intended use of said property for 

which the variance is sought, is not of so general or recurrent a nature as to make reasonably practical 

the formulation of a general regulation for such condition or situation, a part of this Ordinance. 

 

Retaining wall: the limitations on the property due to the Critical Dune Area, 

regulated wetlands, and existing topography limit the buildable area and are unique 

to the property. 

 

Building height: The buildable area of the lot is limited, but the existing home 

already complies with the Zoning Ordinance. Increased building height is a 

common desire on lakefront properties.  

 

The ZBA will need to make the determination as to whether this standard is met. 
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SAMPLE MOTIONS 

 

If the ZBA determines each standard has been affirmatively met, the following motion can be 

offered: 

 

Motion to conditionally approve a dimensional variance from Sections 2.08 and 

14.13.C of the Zoning Ordinance to construct a home addition and retaining wall 

at 17461 Lakeside Trail. This will result in the home having a 3-story height and 

construction of a 10-feet tall retaining wall with a 1-foot side yard setback.  

Approval of this variance is based upon this Board’s findings that all four standards 

have been affirmatively met and is conditioned upon the following: 

1. An EGLE permit shall be issued and provided to staff which approves the 

construction of all items included in this variance request.  

 

However, if the ZBA determines each standard as not been affirmatively met, the following motion 

can be offered: 

 

Motion to deny dimensional variance from Sections 2.08 and 14.13.C of the 

Zoning Ordinance to construct a home addition and retaining wall at 17461 

Lakeside Trail. Denial of this variance is based upon this Board’s findings that all 

four standards have not been affirmatively met. 

 

If the ZBA determines that more information is needed to make an affirmative finding, the following 

motion can be offered: 

 

Motion to postpone the dimensional variance application for 17461 Lakeside 

Trail., and direct the applicant and/or staff to provide the following information: 

1. Provide a copy of the EGLE permit which approves the construction of all 

items included in this variance request. 

 

 

Please contact me prior to the meeting with questions or concerns. 























This notice must be displayed at the site of work.
Laminating this notice or utilizing sheet protectors is recommended.

Please refer to the above permit number with any questions or concerns.

NOTICE OF AUTHORIZATION

Permit Number:  WRP032100 v. 1 Date Issued: February 4, 2022
Site Name: 70-17461 Lakeside Trail-West Olive: 13-70-0219-P

Expiration Date: February 4, 2027

The Michigan Department of Environment, Great Lakes, and Energy (EGLE), Water Resources Division, 
P.O. Box 30458, Lansing, Michigan 48909-7958, under provisions of the Natural Resources and 
Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as amended; specifically:

 Part 31, Floodplain Regulatory Authority of the Water Resources Protection.
 Part 301, Inland Lakes and Streams.
 Part 303, Wetlands Protection.
 Part 315, Dam Safety.
 Part 323, Shorelands Protection and Management.
 Part 325, Great Lakes Submerged Lands.
 Part 353, Sand Dunes Protection and Management.

Authorized activity:
Remove a 64 square foot area of the existing structure foundation; construct three, 
permanent slab on grade additions to the remaining structure foundation measuring 
200 square feet, 72 square feet, and 624 square feet respectively; construct a 896 square foot 
addition to the second floor and a 350 square foot addition to the third floor, and relocate the 
septic tanks landward of the proposed addition; construct a 75 square foot concrete 
walkway, a leaching basin and a 30 linear foot sewer line all within a critical dune and high 
risk erosion area. All work shall be completed in accordance with the attached plans and the 
terms and conditions of this permit.

To be conducted at property located in: Ottawa County, Waterbody:  Lake Michigan
Section 33, Town 07N, Range 16W, Grand Haven Township

Permittee: 
Mike & Nancy Zamiara
17461 Lakeside Trail
West Olive, MI 49460

Bonnie Broadwater
Grand Rapids District Office
Water Resources Division
616-591-8163

EGLE-WRD
WRP032100 v1.0

Approved
Issued On:02/04/2022

Expires On:02/04/2027
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Community Development Memo 
 

 DATE:  September 22, 2022 

 

 TO:  Zoning Board of Appeals 

 

 FROM: Cassandra Hoisington, Associate Planner 

   Rory Thibault – Senior Planner 

 

RE:  17461 Lakeside Trail – Dimensional Variance Application No. 22-10 

 

  

C 

 

PARCEL INFORMATION 

Owner/Applicant Nancy Zamiara 

Property 

Address 
17461 Lakeside Trail  

Parcel Number 70-07-33-125-036 

Lot Size 1.78 Acres  

Lot Type 

Waterfront Lot,  

Critical Dunes Area,  

Legal Lot of Record 

Zoning R-1 - Single Family 

Required 

Dimensions for a 

Retaining Wall 

that Exceeds 4-

Feet in Height  

Side Yard Setback: 10-

feet (due to reduced lot 

width) 

Maximum Height – 8-

feet, single or series 

Requested 

Dimensions  for 

a Retaining Wall 

that Exceeds 4-

Feet in Height 

Retaining Wall A: 

Height – 10-feet 

Side yard setback – 1-

foot  

Retaining Wall Series B: 

Side yard setback – 4-

feet 

Retaining Wall Series C: 

Side yard setback – 7-

feet 

Critical Dune Area (Pink) and Wetlands (Blue) 

Location Map  
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ZBA APPLICATION 

 

The property is located within the Critical Dune Area 

and is encumbered by regulated wetlands, which limit 

the buildable area. The applicant is requesting a 

dimensional variance from Section 14.13.C of the 

Zoning Ordinance as part of a house addition project. 

The applicant is seeking to construct a building addition 

which will extend to the east of the existing home. The 

existing garage would be converted to living space, and 

the addition would add additional living space and a 

new garage.  

 

Because the project is located within the Critical Dune 

Area, an EGLE permit is required prior to a building 

permit being issued by the Township. An EGLE permit 

has been obtained for the proposed  house addition, but 

the retaining walls were not included on the permit. 

EGLE would need to issue an amended permit to the 

applicant prior to the Township issuing a building 

permit. As a principle, Township staff requests a copy 

of an EGLE permit prior to the submission of a ZBA 

application to ensure whatever may be approved is also 

compliant with EGLE, but the applicant has the right to 

apply for approval without the permit.  

 

By using a series of retaining walls, the grading around the lowest level of the home may be modified 

such that it will not count as a story, and therefore not exceed the maximum building height 

requirement of 2.5 stories.  
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RETAINING WALL SYSTEM A 

 

A retaining wall is required to provide a flat surface 

for a new parking area. The retaining wall is proposed 

at 10-feet tall and would exceed the maximum 

retaining wall height of 8-feet. The requested setback 

is 1-foot from the side lot line where 10-feet is 

required.  

 

Due to the topography of the area in which the 

retaining wall is located, it is unlikely that a 

compliant solution would be found that complied 

with both the height and setback requirements.  

    

RETAINING WALL SYSTEM B 

 

A series of retaining walls are proposed directly north 

of the home to modify the grading. The proposed 

series is  4-feet in height. This would be required to 

meet a 10-feet setback. A 4-feet side yard setback is 

requested instead.   

 

 

 

RETAINING WALL SYSTEM C 

 

A series of retaining walls are proposed directly 

South of the home to modify the grading. The 

proposed series is 4.5-feet in height. This would be 

required to meet a 10-feet setback. A 7-feet side 

yard setback is requested instead.   

 

 

 

ALTERNATE OPTIONS 

 

The applicant would prefer to obtain a variance for the building height, rather than reduce the height 

through retaining walls. Because there is no entitlement to a certain sized home which would warrant 

a larger home, staff opined that constructing a series of retaining walls is a typical method for 

bringing building height into compliance and therefore would be a more appropriate approach. 

Retaining Wall “A”, as identified, is required for either variance path.  
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To authorize a dimensional variance from the strict applications of the provisions of this Ordinance, 

the ZBA shall apply the following standards and make an affirmative finding as to each of the matters 

set forth in the standards. 

 

STANDARD 1 

There are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or conditions applying to the property that do 

not apply generally to other properties in the same zoning classification.  

 

The property is a legal lot of record and is non-conforming in lot width. The 

property is encumbered by both Critical Dune Area and regulated wetlands.  The 

ZBA will need to make a determination as to whether this standard is met given the 

circumstances of this case. 

 

STANDARD 2 

The variance is necessary for the preservation and enjoyment of a substantial property right similar 

to that possessed by other properties in the same zoning district and in the vicinity, provided that 

possible increased financial return shall not of itself, be deemed sufficient to warrant a variance. 

 

A series of retaining walls are required to maintain appropriate grading to provide 

a compliant building height for the addition and flat surface for a parking area.  

The ZBA will need to make a determination as to whether this standard is met given 

the circumstances of this case. 

 

STANDARD 3 

Authorization of such variance will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent property, and will not 

materially impair the intent and purpose of this Ordinance or the public health, safety, and general 

welfare of the community. 

 

No correspondence has been received as of September 22nd . The ZBA will need to 

make the determination as to whether this standard is met given the circumstances 

of this case and the findings on standards 1 and 2. 

 

STANDARD 4 

The condition or situation of the specific piece of property or the intended use of said property for 

which the variance is sought, is not of so general or recurrent a nature as to make reasonably practical 

the formulation of a general regulation for such condition or situation, a part of this Ordinance. 

 

Retaining wall: the limitations on the property due to the Critical Dune Area, 

regulated wetlands, and existing topography limit the buildable area and are unique 

to the property. The walls are needed in order to comply with the maximum 

VARIANCE STANDARDS 
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building height requirement. The ZBA will need to make the determination as to 

whether this standard is met. 

 

SAMPLE MOTIONS 

 

If the ZBA determines each standard has been affirmatively met, the following motion can be 

offered: 

 

Motion to conditionally approve a dimensional variance from Section 14.13.C of 

the Zoning Ordinance to construct a series of retaining walls at 17461 Lakeside 

Trail. This will result in three retaining wall systems: System A – has a 10-feet 

height and a 1-foot side yard setback . System B – Has a 4-feet side yard setback. 

System C – Has a 7-feet side yard setback. Approval of this variance is based upon 

this Board’s findings that all four standards have been affirmatively met and is 

conditioned upon the following: 

1. An EGLE permit shall be issued and provided to staff which approves the 

construction of all items included in this variance request.  

 

However, if the ZBA determines each standard as not been affirmatively met, the following motion 

can be offered: 

 

Motion to deny dimensional variance from Section 14.13.C of the Zoning 

Ordinance to construct a home addition and retaining wall at 17461 Lakeside Trail. 

Denial of this variance is based upon this Board’s findings that all four standards 

have not been affirmatively met. 

 

If the ZBA determines that more information is needed to make an affirmative finding, the following 

motion can be offered: 

 

Motion to postpone the dimensional variance application for 17461 Lakeside 

Trail., and direct the applicant and/or staff to provide the following information: 

1. Provide a copy of the EGLE permit which approves the construction of all 

items included in this variance request. 

 

 

Please contact staff prior to the meeting with questions or concerns. 
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