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Approved 3/28/2019 

Casco Township Zoning Board of Appeals  

February 6, 2019; 7 PM 

  

Members Present:  Chairman Dave Hughes, Vice Chair Matt Hamlin, Secretary Sam Craig, and Matt 

Super  

Absent: Paul Macyauski 

Staff Present:  Janet Chambers, Recording Secretary and Alfred Ellingsen Building Inspector and Zoning 

Administrator 

Also Present: Applicants Jeff and Melissa Roessing and 5 interested children  

 

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Hughes at 7:00 PM for the purpose of hearing a variance 

request from Jeff and Melissa Roessing, 342 62nd Street, South Haven Michigan 49090 for a variance 

from Section 3.08G which requires a 30-foot rear yard setback for an accessory building.  The parcels in 

question are located at 342 62nd Street, South Haven, Michigan (Parcels # 0302-026-001-00 & #0302-

026-002-00) and are approximately 7 acres in total.  The applicant wishes to complete an unfinished 

existing building to use as an open-air Special Event Venue for weddings or other gatherings.  It appears 

the structure may have begun as a building for farm use but was never completed.  A portion of the land 

to the west was subsequently sold and the setback to this unfinished building (17 feet) was not taken 

into consideration.  Therefore, an 18-foot variance is requested. 

  

The public notice (attachment #1), published in the January 20, 2019 South Haven Tribune, was read by 

Chairman Hughes.  

  

Chairman Hughes invited Jeff and Melissa Roessing to explain their request.  Commissioners had copies 

of the application (attachment #2) 

 

Jeff Roessing said they bought the Zink farm on 62nd Street on approximately 7 acres.  They hope to have 

a small farm and adjacent to it a Special Event Venue.  Barn weddings are popular as are outdoor 

weddings.  The Roessings would like to have something in the middle with an open-air pavilion, and a 

roof to get out of the weather.  They started the process to get a special use permit in September.  The 

setback is based on the size of an accessory building and 35’ would be required for their structure.  

Roessing tried to purchase more land adjacent to the back of their property, but the owner, Tony Brush, 

was not interested in selling a piece of his land.  He did however express to Roessing that he did not 

object to the variance.  The Brush property behind him is 13 acres of farmland. 

 

Chairman Hughes invited questions from the board and public.   

 

Chairman Hughes asked for clarification about the property division.  Roessing said the property was 

divided prior to him purchasing his property, at which time the setback requirement was overlook.  This 

resulted in the need for the variance. 

 

Hamlin asked about the trees on the southwest of the property.  Roessing said most of the trees are on 

the Brush property.  Some of the trees on the Roessing property had to be removed for fire safety. 
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Chairman Hughes sked if Ellingsen if the variance would be an 18’, because it measures 17’9”.  Ellingsen 

said it would be best to go to an 18’ variance on west side of property. 

 

Chairman Hughes went through Section 20.08 Review Standards:  

 

SECTION 20.08 REVIEW STANDARDS FOR VARIANCES 

A. A dimensional variance may be allowed by the ZBA only in cases where the ZBA finds 

that ALL of the following conditions are met: 

 

1.  Granting the variance will not be contrary to the public interest and will ensure that 

the spirit of this Ordinance is observed.   yes 

 

2. The variance is being granted with a full understanding of the property history.  Yes.  

The property was divided without consideration of the rear setback prior to Roessing 

buying the property. 

 

3. Granting the variance will not cause a substantial detriment to property or 

improvements in the vicinity or in the district in which the subject property is located.  

Yes.  It is open farmland around the Roessing property. 

 

4. The variance request is not one where the specific conditions pertaining to the 

property are so general or recurrent in nature as to make the formulation of a general 

regulation for those conditions reasonably practicable.  It is not 

 

5. That there are practical difficulties in the way of carrying out the strict letter of these 

regulations which are caused by exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or 

conditions applying to the property involved, or to the intended use of the property, 

that do not generally apply to other property or uses in the vicinity in the same Zoning 

District.  Exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or conditions include any of the 

following: 

 

a. Exceptional narrowness, shallowness or shape of a specific property on the effective 

date of this Ordinance. 

 

b. Exceptional topographic conditions 

 

c. By reason of the use or development of the property immediately adjoining the 

property in question. 

 

d. Any other physical situation on the land, building or structure deemed by the ZBA to be 

extraordinary. 

No it is not 

 

6. That granting the variance is necessary for the preservation of a substantial property 

right possessed by other properties in the vicinity in the same Zoning District.  As 

mentioned previously it is surrounded by open land 
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7. That the variance is not necessitated as a result of any action or inaction of the 

applicant.  Property division was done previously to the Roessings purchasing the 

property 

 

8.  The variance, if granted, would be the minimum departure necessary to afford relief.  

Yes 

 

B.  In addition to the above outlined standards for a dimensional variance, the Zoning 

Board of Appeals shall consider the following when deliberating upon a nonconforming 

lot in a Platted subdivision case (see also Section 3.28) 

 

1.  There is no practical possibility of obtaining more land.  They attempted to purchase 

more land but were not able to. 

 

2. The proposed use cannot reasonably located on the lot such that the minimum 

requirements are met.  no 

 

 

A motion was made by Hamlin, supported by Craig to grant the 18’ rear setback.  All in favor.  MSC.   

 

Chairman Hughes asked for a motion to approve the October 18, 2018 ZBA minutes.  Motion by Super, 

supported by Hamlin.  All in favor.  Minutes of October 18, 2018, approved as printed. 

 

Chairman Hughes said Tasha Smalley, the new Zoning Administrator hired through Michigan Township 

Services, asked if there is any night of the week the ZBA members are generally free for meetings.  It was 

decided that Thursday or Wednesday work as ZBA meeting nights.  Hughes will let Smalley know.  

Smalley will be responsible for scheduling the meetings. 

 

Motion to adjourn was made by Super, supported by Hamlin.  Meeting adjourned at 8:35 pm. 

 

Attachment #1 Notice of Public Hearing 

Attachment #2 Application for Roessing Variance 

 

Minutes prepared by Janet Chambers, Recording Secretary 

 

 


















	ZBAmin2019-02-06DraftRoessingVariance.pdf
	Public Notice.pdf
	Application.pdf
	Site Plan 1.pdf
	Site Plan 2.pdf



