CITY OF MANISTEE

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
City Hall
70 Maple Street
Manistee, MI 49660

There will be a meeting of the City of Manistee Zoning Board of Appeals to be held on Monday,
September 2§, 1996 at 7:00 p.m. m the Council Chambers, 70 Maple Street, Manistee, Michigan.

P

AGENDA

1. Roll Call

II. Matters Pertaining to the General Citizenry:
A, Public Hearing:

William & Joyce Potton

Ambar Chemical, Inc.

Steve Mellott & Kay Wagner

uestions, Concerns of Citizens in Attendance:

e A

IV, Business Session:
A. Approval of Minutes (August 26, 1996)
B. Unfinished Business:
l.
Other Communications:

C
1.
D. Reports:
1.
E. New Business:
1.
V. Work/Study Session:

V1.  Adjournment

oo Zoning Board of Appeals Members
Jon R. Rose, Code Administrator
Julie A. Beardslee, City Assessor
R. Ben Bifoss, City Manager



SIGN IN SHEET

Zoning Board of Appeals
Monday, September 23, 1996

NAME ADDRESS AFFILIATION
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616-723-2558
FAX 616-723-1546

I 70 Maple Street » P.O. Box 358 » Manistee, Michigan 49660

September 12, 1996

Dear Zoning Board of Appeals Member:

The City of Manistee Zoning Board of Appeals will hold a meeting on Monday, September 23, 1996
at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Room of City Hall, 70 Maple Street, Manistee, Michigan. The purpose
of this hearing is to consider a request from:

NAME: William & Joyce Potton
ADDRESS: 540 Ninth Street
Manistee, MI 49660
LOCATION OF REQUEST: 540 Ninth Street
ACTION REQUESTED: Variance to reduce the side-yard set-back from ten feet to

seven feet to build attached garage.
Please advise this office at least five days prior to the date of the meeting if you will be unable to
attend, so an alternate member can be notified to attend in your place. Any relevant materials are
enclosed for your review if available.
Sincerely,
CITY OF MANISTEE
s /Zé-«-r

Jon R. Rose
Code Administrator

JRR:djm

Enclosure



MANISTEE CITY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
70 Maple Street
P.O. Box 358
Manistee, Michigan 49660

In the Matter of: William & Joyce Potton Appeal Docket: 9605
540 Nmth Street Parcel Number:  51-51-358-717-01
Manistee, MI 49660 Property Address: 540 Ninth Street
Action Requested: Variance to reduce the side-vard set-back from ten feet to seven

feet to build attached garage.

Findings of Fact:

1. Do special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure, or
building mvolved and which are not applicable to other lands, structures, or buildings in
the same Land Use District?

[JYES []NO

[

Would the literal interpretation of the provisions of this Ordinance deprive the applicant of
rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same Land Use District under the
terms of this Ordinance?

[TYES [INO

The special conditions and/or circumstances are NOT the result of actions taken by the
applicant or the previous property owner since adoption of the current Ordinance?
[JYES []NO

(¥R ]

4, Would granting of the variance be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the
Ordinance and would NOT be mjurious to the neighborhood, or otherwise detrimental to
the public welfare?

[1YES []NO

NOTE: IN ORDER TO COMPLY WITH STANDARDS AS ESTABLISHED IN MICHIGAN COURTS AND
THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE ORDINANCE, 4LL OF THE ABOVE ITEMS MUST BE ANSWERED 'YES’,
OTHERWISE NO VARIANCE CAN BE ISSUED.

(OVER)



5. Do the reasons set forth in the application justifying the variance and is the requested
variance the minimum variance that will make possible the reasonable use of the land,
building or structure?

[JYES []NO

6. Does the requested variance include the allowance for a use which is not permitted m the
Land Use District in question?
[1YES []NO [IfYes, the variance CANNOT be granted]

7. Are there any conditions, safeguards or guarantees, in conformity with the Ordinance, that
the Board feels are necessary if a variance is granted?
[IYES [INO

If yes, the required conditions, safeguards and/or guarantees shall be (including reasons
for the requirement):

3. Other pertinent facts concerning the matter:

9. Motion on the request, which includes a restatement of all of the above facts and final
action of the Board:

Motion by: Supported by:

[ ] MOTION WAS APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY

[ ] MOTION WAS APPROVEDBY ___to___ VOTE
SUPPORTING MOTION:
OPPOSED TO MOTION:

[] MOTION WAS DENIEDBY __ to__ VOTE
SUPPORTING MOTION:
OPPOSED TO MOTION:



COUNCIL GOVEANMENT
CiTY MANAGER PLAN

CITY OF MANISTEE P.0. 80X 358

MANISTEE, MICHIGAM 455680

Whehigen

DEMAND FOR APPEAL

TO!I MANISTEE CITY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS | FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
-~
; o —_ ’ &
av: Siciiam w Jo e o T T APPEAL NUMBER, Q%@ch
NAME OF APPLICANT DATE RECEIVED i A
TAX PARCEL NUMBER.S/-S/~32.5%9. 7/7</
Kol ars: T S FEE RECEIVED {amount & pave) /572 ©°
ADDREéS OF APPLICANT RECEIPT NUMBER /4 7 &
HEARING DATE (P 23 .04
— ; ] .
Y IRt = i £DELO BOARD OF APPEALS ACTION
TTFv, STATE AND ZI1F CODE DATE
e FILE NO'S OF PREVIOUS ACTIONS
TES~ES TS
TELEPHONE NHUMBER - HOME AND BUS | NESS
PLEASE NOTE: ALL QUESTIONS MUST BE ANSWERED COMPLETELY. IF ADDITIONAL SPACE 15 MNEEDED,

NUMBER "AND ATTACH ADDITIONAL SHEETS.
I. ACTION REQUESTED

!, {WE], THE UNDERSIGN REQUEST A HEARING BEFORE THE MANISTEE CITY ZONING BEOARD OF
APPEALS FOR THE PURPOSE [NDICATED BELOW!:
0O oRrRDINANCE OR MaP INTERPRETATION ﬁfVARIANCE

0 APPEAL FrOM ADMINISTRATIVE DECISICON O OTHER AUTHORIZED REVIEW

Il, PROPERTY INFORMATION

A. LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY AFFECTED BY THIS A_PF'EAL.
Jereze <o 4> ,8,5 af’f’?’qﬂ

TAX ROLL PARCEL DATA PROCESS NUMBER: 51 - 51 -3547. 7/ T O

ADDRESS OF PROPERTY: S o BAL S
B. LIST OF ALL DEED RESTRICTIONS (ATTACH ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY)

€. HNAMES AND ADDRESSES OF ALL OTHER PERSONS, FIRMS OR CORFORATIONS HAVING A LEGAL OR
EQUITABLE INTEREST IN THE LAND:
A~

{ CONT INUED }

O MARISTEE LITY PLARNING COMMISSION/DRI- 1585 PAGE 1 OF 4
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
DEMAND FOR APPEAL



DEMAND FOR APPEAL - .

PAGE 2

D.

THIS AREA 1S: O UNPLATED.,ﬁJPLATTED, O wiLL BE PLATTED.
IF PLATTED, NAME OF PLAT . JcF fFfodScsd ADD T oo/

ATTACH A SITE PLAN DRAWN TO THE SCALE OF ONE {1] INCH EQUALS TEN {10) FEET, SHOW ;
ALL EXISTING STRUCTURES ON THE PROPERTY. ALL PROPOSED STRUCTURES AND MARKING THOSE
STRUCTURES THAT WILL BE REMOVED OR RAZED. ALSO THE GENERAL SHAPE, SI1ZE AND LOCATIO
OF ALL EXISTING STRUCTURES WITHIN 100 FEET OF THE PROPERTY ALONG WITH THEIR USES
sSHALL ALSO BE DEPICTED ON THE SI1TE PLAN, ALONG WITH ALL ABUTTING ROADS, STREETS,

ALLEYS OR EASEMENTS.

PRESENT USE OF THE PROPERTY IS )?c'.‘; FDeaAd A

PRESENT ZONING DISTRICT CLASSIFICATION OF THE PROPERTY 152 Fz 33

A PREVIOUS APPEAL (&Be®r. / HAS NOT) BEEN MADE WITH RESPECT TO THESE PREMISES IN THE
LAST 2 ; YEARS. IF A PREVIOUS APPEAL, REZONING OR SPEC1AL USE PERMIT APPL ICATION
WAS MADE, STATE THE DATE, MNATURE OF ACTION REQUESTED AND THE DECISION!

DATE ACTION REQUESTED

DECISI10ON [0 APPROVED/CDENIED)] OTHER

Pin. DETAILED REQUEST AND JUSTIFICATION

A,

INTERPRETATION OF ZONING ORDINANCE OR MAP

1. THE APPELLANT RESPECTFULLY REQUESTS THE BOARD OF APPEALS MAKE AN
INTERPRETATION OF:

U (A) THE LOCATION OF DISTRICT BOUNDRIES ON THE

MAP AS APPL IED TO THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN THE APPLICATION.

ZONING DISTRICT

U (B)] THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE SECTION OF THE MANISTEE CITY ZOMNING
ORD INANCE.

O {c] ©OTHER, |SPECIFY)

2. PLEASE DESCRIBE IN DETAIL THE NATURE OF THE PROBLEM TO BE INTERPRETED AND THE
REASON FOR THE REQUEST :

VARIANCE FROM THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE ZONING ORDINANCE
THE APPELLANT RESPECTFULLY REQUESTS THE BOARD OF APPEALS GRANT A VARIANCE ON THE
ABOVE DESCRIBED PROPERTY.

1. INDICATED BELOW ARE THE ORDINANCE REQUIREMENT{S] WHICH ARE THE SUBJECT OF THE
VARIANCE REGQUEST. -

E( SETBAGK SIDEYARD 0 OFFSTREET PARKING
0 LOT COVERAGE B PLACEMENT 0 HEIGHT
O s5IGNS O AREA REQUIREMENTSE OTHER

2. STATE EXACTLY WHAT IS INTENDED TO BE DONE ON, oRr WITH T@E PROPERTY WHICH
NECESSITATES A VARIANCE FROM THE ZONING ORD INANCE . F%?Ofthﬁ: o Kﬁbl)
JLY k220 Aapsiie ] To NalTH SipE o ExiS TG ~

&5 ALA0GT .




DEMAND FOR APPEAL
PAGE 3

3. DESCRIBE THE CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUR PROFERTY WHICH REQUIRE THE GRANTING OF A
VARIANCE [ INCLUDE DIMENS[OMAL [NMFORMATION]}

A Too NARROW O ELEVATICN O solL
0 Too =dAaLL 0 si.oPE U SUBSURFACE
0 Too sHALLOW O sHaAPE O OTHER [SPECIFY]}

‘D{a

P.ch-; ™Y s & DS NorTR  SibS or (L42A85

s 237 Floert Lo

.7
i

ﬁ'E_

4, JUSTIFICATION FOR GRANTIMNG THE REMQUESTED VARIANCE. THE APPELLANT MUST SHOW
THAT STRICT APPLICATION OF THE PROVISIONS OF THE ZONING ORDIMANCE TO HIS
PROPERTY WOULD RESULT TN PRACTICAL DIFFICULTIES OR UNNECESSARY HARDSHIPS
INCONSISTENT WITH THE GENERAL PURPOSE AND INTENT OF THE ORDINANCE. IN ORDER
FOR THE BROARD OF APPEALS TO DETERMINE WHETHER UNMNECESSARY HAhDSHiP EXISTS,
THE APPELLANT SHOULD PROVIDE ANSWERS TO EACH OF THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS.

A. CAN THE PROPERTY IN QUESTION BE USED IN A MANNER PERMITIED BY THE ZONING
ORDINANCE IF A VARIANCE IS NOT GRANTED?

8 ves ¥ no
IF NO, WHAT UNNECESSARY HARDSHIP OR PRACTICAL DIFFICULTY WiLL RESULT IF

THE VARIANCE 1S NOT MADE? | 77 pMEANS E:THEL A ilTmarelczs oKX
A RBOAT sl ST BPq e E D gad S0 T ALl TS T e .

H. TC THE BEST OF YOUR KNOWLEDGE, CAN YOU AFFIRM THAT THE HARDSHIFP OR FPRAC-
TICAL DIFFICULTY DESCRIBED ABOVE WAS NOT CREATED BY AM ACTIOMN OF ANYONE
HAVING PROPERTY INTERESTS IN THE LAND AFTER THE ZONING ORDINANCE OR AFPP-
LICAEBLE PART THEREDOF BHE CAME LAW?

¥ res oro

IF NO, EXPLAIN WHY THE HARDSHIF OR PRACTICAL DIFFICULTY SHOULD NOT BE
REGARDED AS SELF- [MPOSED |SELF- IMPOSED HARDSHIPS ARE NOT ENTITLED TO
VARJANCES ). i

C. ARE THE CONDITIONS ON YOUR PROPERTY THE RESULT OF OTHER MAN-MADE CHANGES
[SUCH AS RELOCATION OF A ROAD OR HiGHwAY?) DO YES B oo IF YES, DESCRIBE

D. WILL STRICT APPLICATION OF THE TERMS OF THE ORDIMNANCE DENY USE OF THE
PROPERTY FOR ANY PURPOSE TO WHICH 1T 1S REASONABLY ADAPTED?

O vyEs S NO. IF YES, HOW? ' .

E. IS THE VARIANCE APPLIED FOR DUE TO UNIQUE CIRCUMSTANCES PRESENT ON YOUR
PROPERTY OR TO THE GENERAL CONDITIONS IN THE AREA?Y E(YES 0 NO
IF YES, EXPLAIN ANY PECULIAR OR UNIGQUE CONDITIONS, AND HOW MANY OTHER
PROPERTIES IN YOUR AREA ARE SIMILARLY AFFECTED /Toovr Hr.deT o THE
Q2SR AZE oo DCdME  LoTS Qusl 7 X crpexs Z£5 swt Lol <.¢—rr*,m?{’
Fal
F. WOULLD GRANTING THE VARIANCE CHANGE THE ESSENTIAL CHARACTER OF THE AREA7? ;Jfg?

O veS Kno IF YES, HOW?




DEMAND FOR APPEAL

PAGE 4

1v.

G. WOULD GRANTING THE VARIANCE BE CONTRARY TO ANY COUNTY DEVELOPMENT PLANS?
0O vES X NO. OR TO ANY LOCAL GOVERNMENT DEVELOPMENT PLANS?
0 yes & NO. EXPLAIN

A T T ATy oA LED G

H. WOULD GRANTING THE VARIANCE BE CONTRARY TO THE INTENT AND PURPOSE OF THE

ZONING ORDINANCE? O YES M NO. IF YES, EXPLAIN
|. OTHER COMMENTS IN SUPPORT OF THE APPLICATION _S<& ZEesa8d ce
Stlec T

APPEAL FROM ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION

THE APPELLANT RESPECTFULLY REQUESTS THE BOARD OF APPEALS TO [REVERSE / MODIFY)
THE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR'S DECISION [COPY ATTACHED)} ON APPLICATION NO.
DATED . IT IS ALLEGED THE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR ERRED IN [THE
INTERPRETATION OF ARTICLE SECTION_ / HIS ORDER [ HIS REQUIREMENT /[
HIS DECISION / HIS DETERMINATION] REGARD ING THE ISSUANCE OF A
PERM I T.AND THAT [REVERSAL |/ MODIFICATION) OF SAID DECISION SHOULD BE GRANTED BECAUSE

SPECIFY DECISION SOUGHT:

OTHER AUTHORIZED REVIEWS

THE APPELLANT RESPECTFULLY PETITIONS THE BOARD OF_APPEALS TO GRANT THE FOLLOWING

ACCORDING TO THE CONDITIONS AND PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE SECTION GRANT ING
THIS AUTHORITY TO THE BOARD OF APPEALS. SPECIFICALLY STATE THE F'R‘OBL.EM. DECISION
SOUGHT AMND THE JUSTIFICATION_FOR"IHE REQ’UEST. i

IMPACT ON SURROUNDING LANDS

IF YOUR REQUEST 1S GRANTED:

A.

WHAT ARE LIKELY TO BE THE POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE IMPACTS OF THIS DECISION ON THE

SURROUNDING LAND AND NEIGHBORST ~MO __ NE¢ 9710 E (74075, Fn i TIUE
RS TS APS WIE Ean) FreTaECrT _odf  JaJUSTTAAEN T ool
JEdiCiE ¥ B0DTH A D L T il THE NG GH SodS o DOLD
FEE s ~NorT 7o J== 9 L0 AT it TS Eend bt AL .

HOW DO YOU PROPOSE TO MINIMIZE ANY POTENTIAL NEGATIVE IMPACTS wHICH YOUR PROPOSED
ACTIVITY MAY CAUSE? FHELE q47s . NondsS e MA Kalp el EDec

AFFIDAVIT

THE UNDERSIGNED ACKNOWLEDGES THAT IF A VARIANCE |5 GRANTED OR OTHER DECISIONS FAVORABLE
TO THE UNDERSIGNED 1S RENDERED UPON THIS APPEAL, THE SAID DECISION DOES NOT RELIEVE LA
APPL ICANT FROM COMPL IANCE WITH ALL OTHER PROVISIONS OF THE CITY OF MANISTEE ZONING o.
INANCE: THE UNDERS IGNED FURTHER AFFIRMS THAT HE/SHE OR THEY 15 [ARE] THE [OWNER [
LESSEE / AUTHORIZED AGENT FOR THE OWNER) INVOLVED IN THE APPEAL AND THE ANSWERS AND
STATEMENTS HEREIN CONTAINED AND THE INFORMATION HEREWITH SUBMITTED ARE IN ALL RESPECTS
TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF HIS, HER OR THETR KNOWLEDGE A.ND. BEL

EF.
DATE 9/3/9&9 &, TURE([S) ://M(//m %
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Cr. a3y

616-723-2538
FAX 616-723-1546

1 70 Mapie Street © P.O. Box 338 o Manistes, Michigan 49660

September 12, 1996

Dear Zoning Board of Appeals Member:

The City of Manistee Zoning Board of Appeals will bold a meeting on Monday, September 23, 1996
at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Room of City Hall, 70 Maple Street, Manistee, Michigan. The purpose
of this hearing is to consider a request from:

NAME: Ambar, Inc.
ADDRESS: 221 Rue Dejean
Suite 301

P.O. Box 51271
Lafayette, LA 70505

LOCATION OF REQUEST.: 1501 Mam Street

ACTION REQUESTED: Variance to 30 foot height limitation to construct a 103 foot
high building for Calcium Chloride manufacturig.

Please advise this office at least five days prior to the date of the meeting if you will be unable to
attend, so an alternate member can be notified to attend in your place. Any relevant matertals are

enclosed for your review if avaiable.

Sincerely,
CITY OF MANISTEE

Al

on R. Rose
Code Administrator

JRR:djm

Enclosure



MANISTEE CITY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
70 Maple Street
P.O. Box 358
Manistee, Michigan 49660

In the Matter of: Ambar, Inc. Appeal Docket: 9567
221 Rue Dejean, Suite 301 Parcel Number: 51-31- 712-475-04
P.0. Box 51271 Property Address: 1501 Main Street
Lafayette, LA 705035

Action Requestad: Variance to 30 foot height imitation to construct a 103 foot high

building for Calcium Chlornide manufacturing.

Findmgs of Fact:

L. Do special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure, or
building mvolved and which are not applicable to other lands, structures, or buildings in
the same Land Use District?

[JYES []NO

!\.}

Would the literal interpretation of the provisions of this Ordinance deprive the applicant of
rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same Land Use District under the
terms of this Ordinance?

[]YES []NO

The special conditions and/or circumstances are NOT the result of actions taken by the
applicant or the previous praperty owner since adoption of the current Ordinance?
[TIYES []NO

LS

4. Would granting of the variance be in harmony with the general purpose and ntent of the
Ordinance and would NOT be injurious to the neighborhood, or otherwise detrimental to
the public welfare?

[IYES []NO

NOTE: IN ORDER TO COMPLY WITH STANDARDS AS ESTABLISHED IN MICHIGAN COURTS AND
THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE ORDINANCE, ALL OF THE ABOVE ITEMS MUST BE ANSWERED 'YES',
OTHERWISE NO VARIANCE CAN BE ISSUED.

(OVER)



5. Do the reasons set forth n the application justifying the variance and is the requested
variance the minimum variance that will make possible the reasonable use of the land,
building or structure?

[JYES []NO

6. Does the requested variance mclude the allowance for a use which is not permitted in the
Land Use District in question?
[]JYES []NO [IfYes, the variance CANNOT be granted]

7. Are there any conditions, safeguards or guarantees, in conformity with the Ordinance, that
the Board feels are necessary if a variance is granted?
[JYES [INO

If yes, the required conditions, safeguards and/or guarantees shall be (including reasons
for the requirement):

8. Other pertinent facts concerning the matter:

9. Motion on the request, which includes a restatement of all of the above facts and final
action of the Board:

Motion by: Supported by:

[ ] MOTION WAS APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY

[ ] MOTION WAS APPROVEDBY __ to __ VOTE
SUPPORTING MOTION:
OPPOSED TO MOTION:

[ ] MOTION WAS DENIED BY __to___ VOTE
SUPPORTING MOTION:
OPPOSED TO MOTION:



CITY OF MANISTEE

COUNCIL GOVERNMENT
CITY MANAGER PLAN

P.O. BOX 358
MANISTEE, MICHIGAN 48660

TG

BY'

PLEASE NOTE:

LCAL?(ZH

DEMAND

FOR APPEAL

MANISTEE CITY ZONING BCARD OF APFEALS

D mbar Ihe,
NAME OF APPLICANT

221 Roe Dajean, Sote 20 (no, goy 5i271)

ADDRESS OF APPLICAMT

LaFal{tH'e LA 10505
=TI TY 5TATE AND ZIP CODE
[ - 23 - 237- 55¢0

TELEPHONE NUMBER -

HOME AND HUS INESS

| FOR OFFICE USE onNLY

APPEAL NUMBER O(CO7

DATE RECEIVED H -y

TAX PARCEL NUMBER Gl SI-TRQ 4TS C4
FEE RECEIVED [amount & pate] SISty Ary O - J] o
RECE BT NUMBER 10779

HEARING DATE__ Q) 3% ./p

BOARD OF APPEALS ACTION

DATE

FILE NO'S OF PREVIOUS ACTIONS

NUMBER AND ATTACH ADD I TIONAL SH'EETS

1.

ACTION REGQUESTED

I, {w2)], ™E UNDERS | GM
APPEALS FOR THE PURFOSE INDICATED BELOW!

J ORDINANCE OR MAPFP [INTERPRETATION

ALL QUESTICNS MUST &Be ANSWERED CDMPL.ETELY.

IF ADDITIONAL SPACE 1S NEEDED,

REQUEST A HEARING BEFORE THE MAMNISTEE CITY ZONING EDARD OF"

# AR 1ANCE

O APPEAL FROM ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION U OTHER AUTHORIZED REVIEW
PROPERTY INFORMAT ION )
A. LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY AFFECTED BY _THIS APPEAL: (Fetor o Attached
prapeﬂy Surue-f)
TAX ROLL PARCEL DATA PROCESS NUMBER: 51 - 51 -2 47504
ADDRESS OF PROPERTY:_ {501 Maw Street Mamstag, Michgan
B. LIST OF ALL DEED RESTRICT IONS (ATTACH ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF MECESSARY )
215“‘" o4+t pmm’rf\. SULL
e
€. NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF ALL OTHER PERSONS, FIRMS OR CORPORATIONS HAVING A LEGAL OR
EQUITABLE INTEREST IN THE LAND:
Aorye.

{ CONT INUED }

T MANISTEE €1TY PLANNING CUMMISSIDN/DRJ-!BSE

PAGE 1 OF 4

_ ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
- DEMAND FOR APPEAL




DEMAND FOR APPEAL

PAGE 2

D.

THIS AREA 1S: M UNPLATED, X PLATTED, O WILL BE PLATTED. .

IF PLATTED, NAME OF PLAT_ gloryer/ 7w Adddun ¢ lhets of Goo? lik 7 Sulf. (ot f e 12
ATTACH A SITE PLAN DRAWN TO THE SCALE OF GONE (1) INCH EQUALS TEN {10] FEET, SHOW. <
ALL EXISTING STRUCTURES ON THE PROPERTY, ALL PROPOSED STRUCTURES AND MARKING THOSE
STRUCTURES THAT WILL BE REMOVED OR RAZED. ALSO THE GENERAL SHAPE, SIZE AND LOCATIC
OF ALL EXISTING STRUCTURES WITHIN 100 FEET OF THE PROPERTY ALONG WITH THEIR USES
SHALL ALSO BE DEPICTED ON THE SITE PLAN, ALONG WITH ALL ABUTTING ROADS, STREETS,

ALLEYS OR EASEMENTS. Zur & /=60 properd, Sorvey

PRESENT USE OF THE PROPERTY (S }ﬂcIUS‘!’r-’!ﬁ-f

PRESENT ZOMNING DISTRICT CLASSIFICATION OF THE PROPERTY IS: T-2.

A PREVIOUS APPEAL (HAS / HAS NOT) BEEN MADE WITH RESPECT TO THESE PREMISES IN THE

LAST YEARS. IF A PREVIOUS APPEAL, REZONING OR SPECIAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION
WAS MADE, STATE THE DATE, NATURE OF ACTION REQUESTED AND THE DECISIONI
DATE ACTION REQUESTED

DECISION (0 APPROVED/CDENIED] OTHER

1i1. DETAILED REQUEST AND JUSTIFICATION

A,

INTERPRETATION OF ZONING ORDINANCE OR MaAP

1. THE APPELLANT RESPECTFULLY REQUESTS THE BCOARD OF APPEALS MAKE AM
INTERPRETATION OF:
0 (A} THE LOCATION OF DISTRICT BOUNDRIES ON THE ZONING DISTRICT
MAP AS APPLIED TO THE PROPERTY DESCRIEED [N THE APPLICATION.

O {B}] THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE SECTION OF THE MANISTEE CITY ZONING
ORD INANCE.

3O {C) OTHER, [SPECIFY)

2. PLEASE DESCRIBE [N DETAIL -THE NATURE OF THE PROBLEM TO BE INTERPRETED AND THE
REASON FOR THE REQUEST .

VARIANCE FROM THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE ZONING ORDINANCE

THE APPELLANT RESPECTFULLY REQUESTS THE BOARD OF APPEALS GRANT A VARIANCE ON THE
ABOVE DESCRIEBED PROPERTY. '

1. INDICATED BELOW ARE THE ORDINANCE REQUIREMENT({S) WHICH ARE THE SUBJECT OF THE
VARIANCE REGUEST.

O SETHACK 0 SIDEYARD 0 OFFSTREET PARKING
0 LOT COVERAGE 8 PLACEMENT ¥ HE 1GHT
0 sIGNS 0 AREA REQUIREMENTSO OTHER

Z. STATE EXACTLY WHAT IS INTENDED TC BE DONE ON, OR WITH THE PROPERTY WHICH
NECESSITATES A VARIANCE FROM THE ZONING ORDIMANCE.
lonstiuet o bodding o _hoyze @ CGideium Chisride meanybectorione Plant . The farge
Size M z‘"f;g eqw’p“mpnvt 'é? éti /ﬂ:‘r'dr’ec/ ﬂ.’qw'r‘af . bu-:)ni --na ‘JEltﬂtf' Al 0P ‘58’1
Aeigzorrt  Bots n Ho dlint are  F27-0" ) 76-0" - 74 -7 G fower




DEMAND FOR APPEAL
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3. DESCRIBE THE CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUR PROPERTY WHICH REQUIRE THE GRANTING OF A
VARIANCE { INCLUDE DIMEMNSIONAL [INFORMATION)

0 TOO NARROW O ELEVAT 10N 0" so1L
O ToO SMALL 0 srLopPe 8 SUBSURFACE
0 ToO SHALLOW O SHAPE k OTHER (SPECIFY)

/ : - . .
Tha  height .fl!n'os.ueJ Py Hte, 3801y ordincnce s ranhy 30’ which 5 tog

S 1 Fer ‘.!?'Q‘ p.’am:\{a{ bwfc;;n-,
i

4, JUSTIFICATION FOR GRANTING THE REQUESTED VARTANCE. THE APPELLANT MUST SHOW
THAT STRICT APFPLICATION OF THE FROVISICONS OF THE ZONING ORDINANCE TO HIS
PROPERTY WOULD RESULT IN PRACTICAL DIFFICULTIES OR UNMECESSARY HARDSHIFPS
INCONSISTENT WITH THE GEMERAL PURPOSE AND IMTENT OF THE ORDINANCE. IN ORDER
FOR THE BOARD QOF APPEALS TO DETERMINE WHETHER UNNECESSARY HARDSHIP EXI1STS,
THE APPELLANT SHCULD PROVIDE ANSWERS TO EACH OF THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS:

A. CAN THE PROPERTY IN GQUESTION BE USED IN A MANMNER PERMITTED BY THE ZONING
CRDOINANCE IF A VARIANCE IS NOT GRANTED?

O yes ® no

IF NO, WHAT UNNECESSARY HARDSHIP OR PRACT]CAL DIFFICULTY WILL RESULT IF
THE VARIANCE 1S NOT MADE? 4% sespect Yo s proiect only - Mot dmentina

Fhe veriaace flauici Ca-hvfea“f"ﬁ:: Stnp The prn,ec‘l‘. " o

H. TO THE ZEST OF YOUR XKNOWLEDGE, CAN YOU AFFIRM THAT THE HARDSHIP OR PRAC-
TICAL DIFFICULTY DESCRIBED ABOVE WAS NOT CREATED 3Y AN ACTIOMN OF AMYONE
HAVING PROPERTY INTERESTS IN THE LAND AFTER THE ZCNING ORDINANCE OR APP-
LICABLE PART THERECF BE CAME LAW?

}(YES J nO

IF NO, ZCPLAIN ®HY THE HARDSHIP OR PRACTICAL DIFFICULTY SHOULD NOT BE
REGARDED AS SELr-IMPOSuD { ELF-IMPOSED HARDSH]PS ARE NOT ENTITLED TO
VARIANCES).

€. ARE THE CONDITIONS ON YOUR PROPERTY THE RESULT OF OTHER MAN-MADE CHANGES
{SUCH AS RELOCATION OF AVROAD OR HIGHWAY?) C YES- .M NO iF YES, DESCRIE

D. WILL STRICT APPLICATION OF THE TERMS OF THE ORDINANCE DENY USE OF THE
PROPERTY FOR ANY PURPOSE TO WHICH [T IS REASONABLY ADAPTED?

M vyES O NO. IF YES, HOW?_ Almost _all_industro) applhcations in o chemical
slent will require a varience in Ha 30" buight [iemfadion.

E. IS THE VARIANCE APPL [ED FOR DUE TO UNITQUE CIRCUMSTANCES PRESENT OMN YOUR
PROPERTY OR TO THE GENERAL CONDITIONS IM THE AREAT ﬂ;YES 0O No
IF YES, EXPLAIN ANY PECULJAR OR UNIQUE CDNDIT!ONS AND HOW MANY OTHER
PROPERTIES ]N YOQUR AREA ARE SIMILAHLY AFFECTED Umqu¢. er respect +0

e nl&quﬁs.-:::'u(:nq bl Ok.er’!lf-b-lf— A jua;:r,'n-i- u"a_.r;a.n:,cﬂ 5 fEau;r-’_d Ta mdlow C""’i"‘"C“-‘ P(‘““{'
1o peervde.

F. WOULD GRANTING THE VARIANCE CHANGE THE ESSENTIAL CHARACTER OF THE AREA?

O vyes X NOo. IF YES, HOW? Moate:  Ha k3T htigdd o onty, N Teflor
7‘7;_11 ar &JJ‘J%.M a£ ppent Lon i Pool !
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Iv.

G. WOULD GRANTING THE VARIANCE BE CONTRARY TO ANY COUNTY DEVELOPMENT FLANSY
O vES H NO. OR TO ANY LOCAL GOVERNMENT DEVELOPMENT PLANS?
O vES W NO. EXPLAIN Eo-rse of the Farwar Abze Plemt Ly Omber
Chariea) B in Compliarnee My Hy  lpced  @ostrnments devalpprmant Elans

H. WOULD GRANTING THE VARIANCE BE CONTRARY TO THE INTENT AND PURPOSE OF THE
ZONING ORDINAMCE?Y O YES x NO. IF YES, EXPLAIN

1. OTHER COMMENTS IN SUPPORT OF THE APPLICATION _The Appleant Shed _imstnll
(ré Pro‘l?’o-\on =3 =~ Co"dl'}\b"'\ of 'H’NS l[{.f'lar"-f

C. APPEAL FROM ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION

THE APPELLANT RESPECTFULLY REQUESTS THE BOARD OF APPEALS TO (REVERSE / MODIFY)
THE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR'S DECISION {COPY ATTACHED ] ON APPL ICATION NO.

DATED . IT IS ALLEGED THE ZCONING ADMINISTRATOR ERRED IN (THE
INTERPRETATION OF ARTICLE __ SECTION [/ HIS ORDER [ HIS REQUIREMENT /[
HIS DECISICN [ HIS DETERMINATION)] REGARDING THE ISSUANCE OF A
PERMIT.AND THAT [REVERSAL / MODIF'ICATION) OF SAID DECISION SHOULD BE GRANTED BECAUSE

SPECIFY DECISIOM SOUGHT:

D. OTHER AUTHORIZED REVIEWS

THE APPELLANT RESPECTFULLY FETITICNS THE BOARD OF APF’EALS TO GRANT THE FOLLOWING

ACCORDING TO THE CONDITIONS AND PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE SECTICN GRANT ING
THIS AUTHORITY TO THE BOARD OF APPEALS. SPECIFICALLY ‘ STATE T'HE PROBILEM, DECISION
SOUGHT AND THE JUSTIFICATION FOR THE ) REQUEST.

IMPACT ON SURROUND ING LANDS
IF YOUR REQUEST IS GRANTED!

A. WHAT ARE LIKELY TO BE THE POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE ]MPACTS OF THIS DECISION ONM THE
SURROUNDING LAND AND NEIGHEORS? fesibue .. Dok Creehon , fe-use of chbandened
industrial omoaf-h : A‘Esfgﬁug,— In:rmsp i Trock rail ke ship -a‘-ruf‘-c.
Tocrecss iy f)o:g_:" ﬂ-fo’ & Ao ek_l'qa.bs{' q.f-n.nt

B. HOW DO YOU PROPOSE TO MINIMIZE ANY POTENTIAL NEGATIVE IMPACTS WHICH YOUR PROPOSED
ACTIVITY MAY CAUSE? (D Memn Siresd is “-JESK}I"&"'EGI Frucic roqu_ Gdeaveats  Greihher exisT
for Yol ond St Traftic (Z) lncresse _in__Doiga levals m-“ be mani'{'uf'El-J e 1o problens

Seisty, The, Spphant Wil comoly  w/ Ay 2pplimide andinanees. ( =) Moem A Qun[_.‘\i’ form ¥
il mreavsl b Camro) crissidug in GEcsrdeads wth The, pal ne it 3u-Jeime5

AFFIDAVIT

THE UNDERSIGNED ACKMOWLEDGES THAT IF A VARIANCE [S GRANTED OR OTHER DECISIONS FAVORABLE
TC THE UNDERSIGMNED IS RENDERED UPON THIS AFPPEAL, THE SAID DECISION DOES NOT RELIEVE TP™
APPL ICANT FROM COMPL.IANCE WITH ALL OTHER PROVISIONS OF THE CITY OF MANISTEE ZCONING ORI
INANCE; THE UNDERSIGNED FURTHER AFF IfMS THAT HE/SHE OR THEY IS (ARE)] THE {OWNER /
LESSEE / AUTHORIZED AGENT FOR THE OWNER) INVOLVED IN THE APPEAL AND THE ANSWERS AND
S’i’ATEMEI\ITS HEREIN CONTAINED AND THE INFORMATION HEREWITH SUBMITTED ARE IN AlLL RESPECTS
TRUE AND CORRECT TQ THE BEST OF HIS, HER OR THEIR :ﬁWLEDG AND BEBIEF

DATE 7/11 74 S{GNATURE( S )
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G A M

616-723-2558
FAX 616-723-1546

70 Maple Street » P.O. Box 338 o Manisiee, Michigan 49660

September 12, 1996

Dear Zoning Board of Appeals Member:

The City of Manistee Zoning Board of Appeals will hold a meeting on Monday, September 23, 1996
at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Room of City Hall, 70 Maple Street, Manistee, Michigan. The purpose
of this hearing is to consider a request from:

NAME: Steve Mellott
Kay Wagner
ADDRESS: 506 Third Street
Manistee, MI 49660
LOCATION OF REQUEST: 523 Second Street
ACTION REQUESTED: Variance to side-yard set-back from ten feet to one foot mne

inches to allow extension of existing line of house
approximately four feet.

Please advise this office at least five days prior to the date of the meeting if you will be unable to
attend, so an alternate member can be notified to attend in your place. Any relevant materials are
enclosed for your review if available.

Sincerely,

CITY OF MANISTEE

e

Jon R. Rose
Code Admmnistrator

JRR:djm

Enclosure



MANISTEE CITY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
70 Maple Street
P.0O. Box 358
Manistee, Michigan 49660

In the Matter of: Steven Mellot / Kay Wagner Appeal Docket: 9606
506 Third Street Parcel Number: 51-51-364-714-02
Manistee MI 49660 Property Address: 323 Second Street
Action Requested: Variance to side-yard set-back from ten feet to cne foot nine inches

to allow extension of existing line of house approximately four feet.

Findings of Fact:

1. Do special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure, or
building involved and which are not applicabie to other lands, structures, or buildings in
the same Land Use District?

[JYES []lNO

F\J

Would the literal interpretation of the provisions of this Ordinance deprive the applicant of
rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same Land Use District under the
terms of this Ordinance?

[1YES []NO

The special conditions and/or circumstances are NOT the result of actions taken by the
applicant or the previous property owner since adoption of the current Ordivance?
[JYES []NO

|8}

4, Would granting of the variance be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the
Ordinance and would NOT be injurious to the neighborhood, or otherwise detrimental to
the public welfare?

[JYES [INO

NOTE: IN ORDER TO COMPLY WITH STANDARDS AS ESTABLISHED IN MICHIGAN COUETE AND
THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE ORDINANCE, ALL OF THE ABOVE ITEMS MUST BE ANSWERE!} 'YES',
OTHERWISE NO VARIANCE CAN BE ISSUED.

(OVER)



5. Do the reasons set forth in the application justifying the variance and is the requested
variance the minimum variance that will make possible the reasonable use of the land,
building or structure?

[JYES []INO

6. Does the requested variance include the allowance for a use which is not permitted in the
Land Use District in question?
[]YES []NO [If Yes, the variance CANNOT be granted]

7. Are there any conditions, safeguards or guarantees, in conformity with the Ordinance, that
the Board feels are necessary if a variance is granted?
[JYES [INO

If yes, the required condrtions, safeguards and/or guarantees shall be (including reasons
for the requirement):

8. Other pertinent facts concerning the matter:

9. Motion on the request, which includes a restatement of all of the above facts and final
action of the Board:
Motion by: ' Supported by:

[ ] MOTION WAS APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY

[ ] MOTION WAS APPROVEDBY __ to __ VOTE
SUPPORTING MOTION:
OPPOSED TO MOTION:

[ ] MOTION WAS DENIEDBY __to___ VOTE
SUPPORTING MOTION:
OPPOSED TO MOTION:



COUNGIL GOVEANMENT
CITY MANAGER PLAN

CITY OF MANIS_TEE P.0. 80x 358

MANISTEE, MICHIGAN 43660

L'CAL'? an

DEMAND _FOR  APPEAL

TO! MANISTEE CITY ZONING BOARD OF AFPEALS ' ' FOR _OFFi1cE use SNLY
. /., - \
av: STRVEN Mey o/ £y oz APPEAL NUMBER Sy
NAME OF AFPLICANT DATE RECEIVED Q—](\ Q(p
TAX PARCEL NUMBER.S | < | 24714 -0
Db TRAD Stare— FEE RECEIVED (amount & parte) 499 = LOOLIY e}
AUBRESS OF APPLICANT RECEIPT NUMBER /) /4
HEARING pATE__ () .33 T/~
/k,( ST /ff! Arzan) YSien BOARD OF APPEALS ACTION
TYTY: STATE AND -vxr- CabE DATE
FILE NO'S OF PREVIOUS ACTIONS
"‘"1 .q . :),—--E
TELEF’HQN ;:fU Bq‘
E MBER - iﬂ_i\v!E/AND BUS INESS

PLEASE NOTE: ALL QUESTIONS MUST =E ANSWERED COMPLETELY. IF ADDITIONAL SPACE 1S NMEEDED,

NUMBER AND ATTACH ARDITIONAL SHEETS.
I. ACTION REQUESTED

I, (WE)}, THE UNDERS IGN REQUEST A HEARING. BEFORE THE MANISTEE CITY ZONING BOARD OF
APPEALS FOR THE PURFPOSE INDICATED ZELOW.
O ORDIMANCE OR MAP INTERPRETATIOM B vARIANCE

U APPEAL FrROM ADMINISTRATIVE DECISIiON O OTHER AUTHORIZED REVIEW

11, PROPERTY INFORMAT ION

|'
A. LEGAL DESCRIPTION o PROPEFETY AFFECTED BY' THIS AFPEAL L,LF; L—OTI f)L»’C-’k‘q
CLARA. = . MaRSHY  AMSTION —Tn THE Jrd  oE MangTtee
ACCOoBDINE 1A T PLAT  TieponT ,nﬁ B e2bdbon  ind L) AsR

L nE DEENS . Pl |90, O ADDRESS (503 Seroub Sepertl
TAX ROLL PARCEL DATA PROCESS NUMBER: 51 - 51 - R5ed - et oo
ADDRESS OF PROPERTY:__ S22  Srvman STREET  MANISTEE

B. UIST OF ALL DEED RESTRICTIONS [ATTACH ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY) 4 leg/i—

<. MNAMES AND ADDRESSES OF ALL OTHER PERSONS, FlRMS OR CORPORATIONS HAVING A LEGAL OR
EQUITABLE INTEREST iN THE LAND:
jJO JLJFE,F

{ CONT INUED }

Q@ MANISTEE C1TY PLANNING CQMMISSIDN/URJ—!QBS PAGE | OF 4

_ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
“ DEMAND FOR APPEAL.
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D.

THIS AREA 1S: 0O UNPLATED, B PLATTED, O WILL BE PLATTED.

-’
IF PLATTED, NAME OF PLATi)S Lo7 Broc s & (ULRA & e i APNTIoN T
Tt 075 JAMSTEES
ATTACH A SITE F’LAN DRAWN TO THE SCALE OF ONE {1} INCH EQUALS TEN {10) FEET, SHOWli.«W

ALL EXISTING STRUCTURES ON THE PROPERTY, ALL PROPOSED STRUCTURES AND MARKING THOSE
STRUCTURES THAT WILL BE REMOVED OR RAZED, ALSO THE GENERAL SHAPE, SIZE AND LOCATIC
OF ALL EXISTING STRUCTURES WITHIN 100 FEET OF THE PROPERTY ALONG WITH THEIR USES
SHALL ALSO BE DEPICTED ONM THE SITE PLAN, ALONG WITH ALL ABUTTING ROADS., STREETS,
ALLEYS OR EASEMENTS.

PRESENT USE OF THE PROPERTY IS Soie /:r'#.b.'.u,ﬁ_/ _ PSS s s T

PRESENT ZONING DISTRICT CLASSIFICATION OF THE PROFERTY IS: ﬁl—%/

A PREVICUS APPEAL (H;—;\// HERS4ET ) BEEN MADE WITH RESPECT TO THESE PREMISES IN THE
LAST ~2& YEARS. IF A PREVIOUS APPEAL, REZONING OR SPECIAL USE PERMIT APPL ICATIOM
WAS MADE, STATE THE DATE, NATURE OF ACTION REGUESTED AND THE DECISION!

DATE 3 -/7-F& ACTION REQUESTED FOUR 007 ANd ij7art  TO tidsr
DI mds A UCE  na A ST Rumesle.  Te  SEToadd  sTassose
DECISION (& APFPROVED/SEUEEIES®) OTHER

1{1. DETAILED REQUEST AND JUSTIFICATION

A,

INTERPRETATION OF ZONING ORDINANCE OR MAP

1. THE APPELLANT RESPECTFULLY REQUESTS THE BOARD OF APPEALS MAKE AN
INTERPRETATION OF:
O {A}] THE LOCATION OF DISTRICT BOUNDRIES OM THE ZONING DISTRIC
MAP AS APPLIED TQO THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN THE APPL ICATION.

O (8) THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE _ 4// SECTION ‘/,-é‘ﬂ%}F THE MANISTEE CITY ZOMING
ORD INANCE.

B {¢) OTMER, { SPECIFY}

Z. PLEASE DESCRIBE IN DETAIL THE NATURE OF THE PROBLEM TO BE INTERPRETED AND THE
REASON FOR THE REQUEST_JA/AJEQUATE STA R EZe | SIND A ANOINE TO BASE Eri T
CLRRENTIY A SAFETY HAZARD M) WoLaTIod 07 Bt diddeE Cors

VARIANCE FROM THE REGUIREMENTS OF THE ZDONING ORDINAMCE

THE APPELLANT RESPECTFULLY REQUESTS THE BOARD OF APPEALS GRANT A VARIANCE CM THE
ABOVE DESCRIBED PROPERTY.

1. INDICATED BELOW ARE THE ORDINANCE REGUIREMENT(S] WHICH ARE THE SUBJECT OF THE
VARIANCE REQUEST.

0 seTBACK W SIDEYARD 8 OFFSTREET PARKING
0 LOT COVERAGE O PLACEMENT O HE]GH?
g sieNS 0 AREA REQUIREMENTSO OTHER

2. STATE EXACTLY WHAT IS INTENDED TO BE DONE OM. OR WITH THE PROPERTY WHICH
NECESSITATES A VARIANCE FROM THE ZONING ORDINANCE. Adodwoud 05 343" 7o
Sourit [ BAck) OF HoUSE FOR M £&RESS Dok AND MNEW  LANDING
AND  STAIRS 70 BASEMENT .  THE  EAST  LROPERTH (IME HT

(9" [Chpk TS RESUESTED  ADDITIANY T THE AuLbile,
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DESCRIBE THE CHARACTERISTICS OF YOUR PROPERTY WHICH REQUIRE THE GRANTING OF A
VARIANCE { INCLUDE DIMEMNSIOMAL INFORMATION)

B TOO NARROW O ELEVATION a soiL

0 ToQ sSMALL J SLOPE 0 suBSURFACE

0 ToO SHALLOW O SHAPE J OTHER [ SPECIFY)

| . . __/ r .

[HE LoT  SI25 s AVERAEED AT 33-7" 1d; D& Avus /2olpY DeEm,

THE HAUE o THIS (o7 S CURREMTLY 007 wibs  wicdslih MEASS 1T
S PADSER T SI0E PROPERTH iR T4 AT LS A SERTOA M Lok
AL BlE T AT YA AR APRPR LA A Ao dd  E A mpnisd ves

JUSTIFICATION FOR GRANTING THE REQUESTED VARIANCE. THE APPELLANT MUST SHOW
THAT STRICT APPLICATIOM OF THE PROVISIONS OF THE ZONING ORDINANCE TO HIS
PROPERTY WOULD RESULT IN PRACTICAL DIFFICULTIES OR UNMNECESSARY HARDSHIPS
INCONSISTENT WITH THE GEMERAL PURPOSE AND INTEMT OF THE ORDINAMCE. IN ORDER
FOR THE B30ARD OF APPEALS TO DETERMINE WHETHER UNNECESSARY HARDSHIP EXISTS,
THE APPELLANT SHOULD PROVIDE ANSWERS TO EACH OF THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS.

A. CAN THE PROPERTY IN QUESTION BE USED IN A MANNER PERMITTED BY THE ZOMING
ORDINANCE IF A VARIANCE 1S NOT GRANTEDRD?

Ovyes H NO

IF NO, WHAT UNNECESSARY HARDSHIP OR PRACTICAL DIFFICULTY WILL RESULT IF

THE VARIANCE IS NOT MADE? U AEINTLY s iDL ij?od 95 SHLN/Me-
TaDE RE)RERAE R T

1= TO THE BEST OF YOUR KNOWLEDGE, CAN YOU AFFIFM THAT THE HARDSHIP OR PRAC-
TicAL DIFFICULTY DESCRIBED AEOVE WAS NOT CHEATED 8Y AN ACTION OF ANYONE
HAVING PROPERTY [INTERESTS IN THE LAND AFTER THE ZONING CORDINAMNCE OR AFPP-
LICABLE PART THEREOF BE CAME LAW?

B YES 8 nNo

IF NO, EXPLAIN WHY THE MARDSHIP OR PRACTICAL DIFFICULTY SHCULD NOT BE
REGARDED AS SELF - IMPOSED | SELF - IMPOSED HAHDSH!PE ARE HOT_ENTITLED TO
VAR IANCES ).

C. ARE THE CONDITIONS ON YOUR PROPERTY THE RESULT OF OTHER MAN-MADE CHANGES
(SUCH AS RELOCATION OF A ROAD OR HIGHWAY?) J YES 8 MO IF YES, DESCRIB

D. WILL STRICT APFLICATIOM OF THE TERMS OF THE ORDINANCE DENY USE OF THE
PROPERTY FOR ANY PURPOSE TO WHICH IT !S REASONABLY ADAFTED?Y

O0vyeEs B NO. IF YES, HOW?

E. IS THE VARIANCE APPLIED FOR DUE TO UNIQUE CIRCUMSTANCES FRESENT ON YOUR
PROPERTY OR TO THE GENERAL CONDITIONS N THE AREA? H vEs O nNO
IF YES, EXPLAIN ANY PECUL IAR OR UNIGUE CONDITIONS, AND HOW MANY OTHER
PROPERTIES IN YOUR AREA ARE SIMILARLY AFFECTED AANY ODER HDadss
TUERNIEHDUT LDLIUNITY Do NET  VIEET PUIRRENT Poné  RELINREMENTS

F. WOULD GRANTING THE VARIANCE CHANGE THE ESSENTIAL CHARACTER OF THE AREA?

O vyEs ® NO. 1IF YES, HOW?
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Iv.

G. WOULD GRANTING THE VARIANCE BE CONTRARY TO ANY COUNTY DEVELOPMENT PLANS?
O YES B NO. OR TO ANY LOCAL GOVERNMENT DEVELOPMENT PLANS?
O vYES & NO. E{PLAIN

H. WOULD GRANTING THE VARIANCE BE CONTRARY TO THE INTENT AND PURPOSE OF THE
ZOMNING ORDINANCE? O YES O NO. |IF YES, EXPLAIN /45 2O s RN AENCE
RERURES 2 /o Sonr SI0E VARD _SETRALL. [WDER _ADAME 2 LR iSTAMEES

1. OTHER COMMENTS IN SUPPORT OF THE APPLICATION WAL AA/NE leidris D Aidroid)
FRpPERTY DWW MEFRT T MEET dutomwes  CodE  AEDLREAIETS AU
IMCRERSE THE SAFETY oF /L"j-’”,-zwf LD SIOLED KET 8 10F TR
C. APPEAL FROM ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION . AOYSE

THE APPELLANT RESPECTFULLY REQUESTS THE BOARD OF APPEALS TO {REVERSE [/ MODIFY)
THE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR'S DECISION (COPY ATTACHED)] OM APPLICATION NO.

DATED . IT IS ALLEGED THE ZOMING ADMINISTRATOR ERHED I[N { THE
INTERPRETATION OF ARTICLE SECTION / HIS ORDER /[ HIS REQUIREMENT /[
HIS DECISION [/ HIS DETERMINATIOMN] REGARDING THE [SSUAMCE OF A
FERMIT.AND THAT [REVERSAL / MODIFICATION} OF SAID DECISIGN SHOULD BE GRANTED BECAUSE

SPECIFY DECISION SCUGHT:

D. OTHER AUTHORIZED REVIEWS

THE APPELLANT RESPECTFULLY PETITIONS THE BOARD OF APPEAI.S‘TO GRANT THE FOLLOWING

ACCORDING TO THE CONDITIONS AND PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE SECTION GRANT ING
THIS AUTHORITY TO THE BOARD OF APPEALS. SPECIF!CALLY_STATE.‘H-IE PROBLEM, DECISION
SQUGHT AND THE JUSTTFICATIVONVFOR THE REGUEST.

IMPACT ON SUURROUNDING LANDS
IF YOUR REQUEST 1S GRANTED:

A. WHAT ARE LIKELY TO BE THE POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE IMPACTS OF THIS DECISION ON THE
SURROUND ING LAND AND NE:GHBORS?' THE QELfcam_,&’D ndec; i B r/c”:‘.?@/
A"_?j?/.!f/ﬂ(,/; L/&Mgﬂ'?m ‘T"{? """«L'—C" Ph,f/ﬂtjwt/m /’/-5 AL 17 ”“/L/ 7T /\{
At LAS

B. HOW DO YOU FPROPOSE TO MINIMIZE ANY POTENTIAL NEGATIVE IMPACTS WHICH YOUR PROPQSED
ACTIVITY MAY CAUSE?___ZW/i ¥ i1y R  AC  rpllSTRICTonl  S/755
REGUAR _(patts UHITATION i 7# 2 deEal 7 »‘%‘-‘744‘&&-65’ 7o EXPLA
WHAT  ACTIVITIES  fiirttd BE  FOETHOMING  ERLE  aEE
Dlpr s THE CoASSIROCTTOA  O5dss

AFFIDAVIT

THE UNDERSIGNED ACKMNOWLEDGES THAT [F A VARIANCE 1S GRANTED OR COTHER DECISIONS FAVORABLE
TO THE UNDERSIGMNED 1S RENDERED UPON THIS APPEAL, THE SAID DECISION DOES NOT RELIEVE T
APPL ICANT FROM COMPLIANCE WITH ALL OTHER PROVISIONS OF THE CITY OF MANISTEE ZONING OR -
INANCE: THE UNDERSIGMED FURTHER AFF IRMS THAT HE/SHE OR THEY IS {ARE ) THE (OWNER /
LESSEE / AUTHORJIZED AGENT FOR THE OWNER ! INVOLVED IN THE APPEAL AND THE AMSWERS AND
STATEMENTS HEREIN CONTAINED AND THE [NFORMATION HEREWITH SUEBMITTED ARE IN ALL RESPECTS
TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF HIS, HER OR THEIR mowr_ansf/_mn BEL 1EF.

DATE FT—/0~ 7% S1GNATURE(S T ity L //L/,/,ﬂ;,n;ﬂ./

Ty




CEDAR STREET

_mozm STEP Cﬂu

m&
i ///
NN
BACK ENTRY
' IMODIFICATION !
REQUEST
2h—0 \
mwu @u!‘o__
mmoozo _n.h-.nl. _.\mulo: _._N_lo__
“ m,.—;mmmnwl \_ A_nw-l.o__
% \
(PREVIOUSLY |||uwmwmwmw
APPROVED X
: BUILDING —DATE
521 T ﬁﬂﬁﬂ ! 525
SECOND SN OF VARIANCE //// SECOND
TREET 10=7 ] R HEARING WAS //// STREET
> AUGUST 19, ////
NN
2 )
= .._ ..._
] T 2 y
o ! ™~ X
..._ . (e} 1
©
B | N | (NOTE: _ THESE MEASUREMENTS B
\ V_ARE_TO_THE SIDEWALK, NOT_YHE PROP ERTY_LIN mu-!_\ i
PRINTED SCALE: 1'"=10'—0" SIDEWALK



