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CLINTON TOWNSHIP PLANNING COMMISSION

REPORT OF MEETING

MAY 27, 2004

PRESENT: 
Norman Yurkie, Chairperson

Pamela Weiss, Vice-Chairperson

Denise C. Trombley, Secretary

Fred Gibson 



Michael Matway



Kirkanne Moseley



Ken Pearl



Dennis C. Tomlinson



John D. Truax

ABSENT:
None 

STAFF:
Carlo Santia, Director 



DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

The meeting was called to order at 6:30 p.m.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
Motion by Mr. Matway, supported by Mr. Pearl, to approve the agenda as submitted.  Motion carried.

SOUTH ½ OF LOT 3, SUPERVISOR’S PLAT OF CANAL-GARFIELD SUBDIVISION (SECTION 7)

-
PROPOSED REZONING FROM R-2 ONE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL TO OS-1 OFFICE/SERVICE (LOW-RISE)

--
PUBLIC HEARING


FILE #5882: PETITIONED BY VINCENZO VITALE


Pertinent correspondence was read and entered into the record.  Ms. Trombley informed that notice of this public hearing was mailed to 68 owners and occupants located within 300 feet of the land in question, with 6 returned as undeliverable.

Motion by Mr. Pearl, supported by Ms. Weiss, to open the public hearing.  Roll Call Vote:  Aye – Pearl, Weiss, Gibson, Matway, Moseley, Tomlinson, Truax, Yurkie, Trombley.  Nay – None.  Absent – None.  Motion carried.

Joseph Nowakowski, 2334 Terry Drive, Sterling Heights, Michigan, explained that the existing building on the site has been removed and they are seeking approval of the rezoning to OS-1 Office/Service.


Al Gladyck, 42724 Royal Lane, Clinton Township, Michigan 48038, complained about the possibility of having another bar go in on Garfield.  He expressed his opposition of a rezoning.

Mr. Yurkie clarified that the proposed rezoning is to allow an office building and not a bar.

Mr. Santia noted that a bar would require a retail zoning; however, the OS district would allow an office, such as a medical or insurance office, and no retail would be allowed.


Dave Stiteler, 42668 Royal Lane, Clinton Township, Michigan 48038, stated he would like to see a proposed plan for the development.  He expressed concern that an office building will be constructed and will sit vacant, but he complained that since he moved to this location four years ago, this property has been overgrown with grass and weeds.  He appreciated the owner removing the dilapidated house. 

Mr. Yurkie mentioned that some of Mr. Stiteler’s concerns may be addressed as the Planning Commissioners ask questions of the petitioner.

Mr. Santia cautioned that this is a rezoning and the purpose is to consider the types of uses that are allowed on a parcel of land and whether those uses are compatible with the surrounding area.  The petitioner is not required, nor can the Township entertain a proposal for a specific proposal at the time of the rezoning because the petitioner would not be bound to it.  Mr. Santia stated that they do not want residents having a preconceived notion of what may be developed.  He replied to inquiry that the Township does not notify owners and occupants within 300 feet of the property in question when a site development plan is submitted to the Planning Commission for their recommendation.


Mr. Stiteler inquired as to how he can be made aware of this when the site development plan is forwarded to the Planning Commission.

Mr. Santia replied that concerned residents can watch the community access channel for postings of the Planning Commission agendas, or they can periodically contact the Department of Planning and Community Development to inquire about a particular site, and if a site development plan has been submitted, they can then request to be notified of the Planning Commission meeting when the site development plan is submitted for review and recommendation.


Mr. Stiteler would like to insure that a wall is installed between his property and the subject parcel.  He inquired as to whether that is done automatically.

Mr. Santia assured that if the property is rezoned to office, a wall would automatically be required between the subject parcel and the abutting residential property.

Motion by Mr. Pearl, supported by Ms. Moseley, to close the public hearing.  Roll Call Vote:  Aye – Pearl, Moseley, Gibson, Matway, Tomlinson, Truax, Weiss, Yurkie, Trombley.  Nay – None.  Absent – None.  Motion carried.

Mr. Matway noted that the Department of Planning and Community Development has submitted their recommendation to the Planning Commission for approval of the rezoning, and he agreed with that recommendation.

Mr. Tomlinson felt that the proposed rezoning seems logical; however, he requested that when the petitioner constructs the required wall, that he try to match the existing walls in the back.  He realized that specific site requirements cannot be made at the time of rezoning, but he urged the petitioner to keep this in mind.

Motion by Ms. Trombley, supported by Ms. Weiss, with reference to File #5882 and application from Vincenzo Vitale, 41860 Garfield Road, Clinton Township, Michigan 48038, concerning the proposed rezoning from R-2 One-Family Residential to OS-1 Office/Service (Low-Rise) of the south ½ of Lot 3, Supervisor’s Plat of Canal-Garfield Subdivision (Section 7), that recommendation be submitted to the Clinton Township Board for approval of the rezoning as requested.  Roll Call Vote:  Aye – Trombley, Weiss, Gibson, Matway, Moseley, Pearl, Tomlinson, Truax, Yurkie.  Nay – None.  Absent – None.  Motion carried.

LOT 49, GROESBECK-NUNNELEY SUBDIVISION (SECTION 28)

-
REF: TABLED FROM MAY 13, 2004 MEETING

-
36468 GROESBECK HIGHWAY

--
PROPOSED NOVELTY STORE IN A B-3 GENERAL BUSINESS DISTRICT


FILE #1298: PETITIONED BY MARY CURTIS


REPRESENTED BY RAAD ELYAS & TERRY WILLIAMS

Pertinent correspondence was read and entered into the record.  Ms. Trombley read letters from Sherry and Chris Dernay, 26324 Egan, Clinton Township, Michigan 48035, and Ken and Kathy Zielinski, 36419 Little Mack, Clinton Township, Michigan 48035, both expressing their opposition to the proposed use.

Mr. Yurkie recalled that when this matter was tabled at the May 13, 2004 meeting, there were a couple of open issues that had to be addressed.

Mr. Santia reviewed that the petitioner was directed to go back and have a new petition signed by owners and occupants of both businesses and residences within 300 feet of the property.  He noted that prior to 1992, the Township required notification of owners and occupants of businesses and residences within 500 feet of the land in question, and signatures of at least 51% of the residential property owners.  In 1996, the Township amended the zoning ordinance to allow sexually explicit businesses within 300 feet of residentially-zoned districts but the intent of the waiver would require 50% of all persons owning property, residing or doing business within 300 feet of the subject property, and also signatures from any schools or churches within 300 feet.  Mr. Santia noted that the petition submitted by the applicant does not meet this criteria.

Terry Williams, 21404 Cass Avenue, Clinton Township, Michigan 48036, stated that after the last meeting, she prepared a more explicit petition and once again obtained the signatures.  She noted that she could not contact the owner of one parcel because he resides out of this area; however, she obtained the number of signatures she understood to be necessary to receive approval.

Mr. Santia noted that the petition does not contain at least 51 percent of the residential property owners on Egan.  He clarified that she must have 51 percent of the owners of the residential property, 51 percent of the business owners and 51 percent of the business tenants in order to be considered a valid petition.

Discussion took place regarding whether Ms. Williams had 51 percent of the required signatures two weeks ago.

Ms. Williams inquired as to why the signed petition was considered valid two weeks ago, when she had obtained signatures of a minimum of 51 percent of the owners and occupants within 300 feet, and now it is not considered adequate to receive approval.

Mr. Santia pointed out that while Ms. Williams may have more than 51 percent of the signatures of the business property owners, she does not have 51 percent of the signatures of the residential property owners.  He noted that they only received the petition a couple of days ago and have not had the opportunity to verify it by contacting everyone who signed the petition.  He noted that there has been some confusion in the interpretation of the ordinance, and there are some ambiguities that the Township intends to clear up, but he concluded that based on the original ordinance and the amendments, he feels their current interpretation is accurate.


Sylvia Vyscocil, 36339 Little Mack Avenue, Clinton Township, Michigan 48035, owner of five residentially-zoned lots directly behind the subject parcel, stated she received no notice of the first hearing when this was in front of the Planning Commission.  She requested the Planning Commission give consideration to those who live, work, worship and go to school in this area.  She felt that approval of such a business directly behind her property would depreciate the value of her property, which she felt is a beautiful neighborhood with good, hard-working families.  She noted that there are two churches, two private schools and one public school within one mile of the site, and Clintondale High School and Baker College slightly further, and she did not feel the proposed business should be that close to churches and schools.  She submitted a petition containing 807 signatures of those who live, worship and go to school in the area.  She also submitted a letter from the pastor of St. Thecla Catholic Church.

Mr. Pearl stated he had requested that this be tabled because he felt there were some serious concerns that the abutting residential property owners may not have been aware of the proposed use.  He observed that within the last couple of minutes, the petitioner has left the meeting; however, he felt that based on Mr. Santia’s comments, he agreed that there is no basis for the petition and he would like to deny the request.


Mark Bateman, 37710 Pocahontas, Clinton Township, Michigan 48036, explained that the petition Ms. Williams was circulating did not specify “sexually explicit” but rather referred to it as “an adult novelty store”.  He suggested that in the future, the Township should draft a standard petition that the petitioner must be required to circulate.  He felt this would avoid any confusion as to the proposed business.

Mr. Tomlinson recalled that suggestion was brought up at the last meeting,

Mr. Santia clarified that the first petition circulated by Ms. Williams only referred to “adult novelty store”; however, the second petition she circulated did indicate that it was a “sexually-oriented business”.


Michelle Ambrosio, 36403 Egan, Clinton Township, Michigan 48035, informed that there is a group home on their street housing a committed sex offender, and she added that there is another convicted sex offender who resides on Carlier.  She felt that the type of business being proposed is not good for the neighborhood and will definitely not be helpful to those overcoming this type of offense.


Pastor Bert Thompson, St. Luke Lutheran Church and School, 21400 South Nunneley, Clinton Township, Michigan 48035, stated he resides at 20879 Fleetwood, Clinton Township, Michigan 48035.  He thanked the Planning Commission for tabling this at the last meeting so the residents could become aware of the petition and voice their opinions.  He explained that the proposed use goes against the teachings of their faith at St. Luke, and it would affect families at both St. Luke Lutheran Church and School and St. Thecla Catholic Church and School.  He urged the Planning Commission to deny the requested use.


Tom Gore, 36423 Egan, Clinton Township, Michigan 48035, felt that the wording of the petition “left a lot to be desired”.  He explained that he talked with the only resident who had signed Ms. Williams’ petition, and he was upset because he did not fully understand the petition and was told by Ms. Williams that it would be an “adult clothing store”.  He felt he was misled, and wrote a letter rescinding his signature on the petition.  Mr. Gore submitted that letter to the Planning Commission, and pointed out that there are now no residents on Egan who support the proposed use.

Mr. Santia clarified that the petitioner submitted a new petition that states the words “adult novelty store” and “sexually-oriented business for the purpose of selling adult novelties”.  He felt she tried to provide that information to the residents, although he admitted that the first petition did not provide as much information.  He added that she was told to provide the residents with a copy of the ordinance, and she obtained signatures of receipt proving that a copy of the ordinance was provided to them.

Ms. Trombley read the letter into the record from Rev. Gary Smetanka, of St. Thecla Catholic Church.  She also read the letter into the record from Timothy and Rosanne Vallad, 36223 Egan, Clinton Township, Michigan 48035, rescinding their support of the petitioner’s proposal.

Mr. Truax inquired as to whether Mr. and Mrs. Vallad read what they sign because they had indicated they were in support of the proposed use.


Mr. Gore replied that he did not know what the neighbor read and did not read, but he felt a resident has the right to change his/her mind, and he pointed out that the letter from the Vallads rescinded their signatures on the petition.  Mr. Gore claimed that to many people, a “novelty store” could be a place where balloons, kid’s toys, magic tricks, etc. are sold.  He maintained that the petition was very misleading.

Mr. Truax challenged that the second petition circulated specifically mentioned “adult novelty store” and “sexually-oriented”, so he felt there should have been no confusion. 

Mr. Pearl stated that based on the close proximity of the churches to the subject parcel, he would like to make a motion to deny the request.

Mr. Santia replied to inquiry that although the Township must provide something in the ordinance that allows this type of business, it does not have to be at this location and that decision can be at the discretion of the Planning Commission.

Mr. Tomlinson stated that he is adamantly opposed to allowing the proposed use in this area.

Mr. Gibson asked for clarification as to whether the requirements for this type of use in this location have been met.

Mr. Santia responded that, in his opinion, they have not met the requirements because they were unable to provide signatures of 51% of the owners/occupants of residential properties.

Ms. Weiss recalled that there was a lack of residential property owners who signed the first petition submitted, and that is why she wanted to see it addressed to the neighbors.  She observed that since they have been made aware of the proposal, they have expressed their opposition.  She stated that at one time she lived in this neighborhood, and she expressed her opposition to the proposed use.  She felt the Ordinance Update Committee should be requested to examine and clarify the language of this particular ordinance governing this type of use, and she further felt that the petition to be signed by the business and residential owners and occupants should be a standard form drafted by the Township and circulated by the applicant, stating the specific use proposed.

Mr. Santia replied to inquiry that the Planning Commission has the authority to approve or deny this use and it is not required to be forwarded to the Township Board.

Mr. Tomlinson agreed with Ms. Weiss’ suggestion to refer this particular ordinance to the Ordinance Update Committee for their review and recommendation; however, he suggested that such a motion be separate from the petitioner’s specific request.

Motion by Mr. Pearl, supported by Ms. Weiss, with reference to File #1298 and application from Mary Curtis, 44645 Georgia Court, Clinton Township, Michigan 48038, as represented by Raad Elyas, 29009 James, Warren, Michigan 48092 and by Terry L. Williams, 39458 Poinciana, Sterling Heights, Michigan 48313, concerning the proposed novelty store to be located in the B-3 General Business District on Lot 49, Groesbeck-Nunneley Subdivision (Section 28) at 36468 Groesbeck Highway, generally located fronting the east line of Groesbeck Highway, south of Kerry Drive, that the request for approval of a proposed novelty store in a B-3 General Business District, be denied based on the fact that it does not meet the requirements of the Township ordinances.  Roll Call Vote:  Aye – Pearl, Weiss, Gibson, Matway, Moseley, Tomlinson, Truax, Yurkie, Trombley.  Nay – None.  Absent – None.  Motion carried. 

Motion by Ms. Weiss, supported by Mr. Pearl, to refer the section of the ordinance governing this type of use to the Ordinance Update Committee for their review and recommendation so they can clarify and remove any ambiguities from the language of the requirements and to clarify the language required on any petition that is required to be circulated.  Roll Call Vote:  Aye – Weiss, Pearl, Gibson, Matway, Moseley, Tomlinson, Truax, Yurkie, Trombley.  Nay – None.  Absent – None.  Motion carried. 

Mr. Pearl was excused from the meeting at 7:15 p.m.

LOT 16, PART OF LOT 17, LOTS 23 THROUGH 26, SUPERVISOR’S PLAT #9

AND

LOTS 1 THROUGH 4, PART OF LOT 5, LOTS 34 THROUGH 39, ROBERT PELSON’S SUBDIVISION

AND

3.2 (TOTAL 14.92) ACRES OF LAND FRONTING THE EAST LINE OF GRATIOT AVENUE, SOUTH OF GLENWOOD ROAD (SECTION 27)

-
MORAN CHEVROLET

--
REQUEST FOR RECOMMENDATION FOR APPROVAL OF SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN


FILE #3881: PETITIONED BY PAT MORAN

Pertinent correspondence was read and entered into the record.

Steve Pangori, of Anderson, Eckstein and Westrick, explained that Mr. Moran purchased the dealership approximately one year ago and he has combined some property with the original parcel.  He added that the petitioner is seeking room for additional storage of vehicles.  He pointed out that the petitioner is proposing to install a sidewalk along Gratiot Avenue, which he felt the Township has wanted for a long time.

Mr. Matway inquired as to whether the trees were an issue with this parcel.

Mr. Santia replied that the petitioner received a variance for the number of trees.

Mr. Pangori clarified that the petitioner received a temporary variance effective for a one-year period.  They have combined this property with their original site and are planting the 34 trees they were lacking in the rear lot and adding them to the front of this portion of the lot.  He noted that the site development plan being considered tonight is now in compliance with all ordinance requirements, with or without the variance.

Mr. Matway expressed concern that the parcel may be overbuilt.

Mr. Santia assured that based on current ordinance requirements, the petitioner is allowed to have as much paved surface area as is depicted on the plan.  He added that a temporary variance was granted, but the petitioner is now planting the required number of trees on another portion of the property.

Mr. Pangori pointed out that this dealership has been at this location for a long time, and the petitioner is trying to improve it in the best way possible while complying with current ordinance requirements.

Mr. Gibson inquired as to whether the lighting issue will be addressed.

Mr. Santia replied that the lighting issue is not addressed at this meeting but will be addressed through the Building Department.  He explained that there are requirements in the Ordinance so that the light does not create a nuisance for abutting property owners.  He assured that will be inspected prior to their receiving their final permit approvals.

Mr. Tomlinson pointed out that the proposed lighting is depicted on the submitted sketch.

Ms. Weiss cautioned that all lights, even those on the opposite side of the parcel, cannot be directed in such a way as to create a problem for the neighbors.

Mr. Santia agreed that should be taken into consideration.

Motion by Mr. Truax, supported by Mr. Tomlinson, with reference to File #3881 and application from Pat Moran, Moran Chevrolet, 35500 Gratiot Avenue, Clinton Township, Michigan 48035, as represented by Steve Pangori, Anderson, Eckstein and Westrick, 51301 Schoenherr, Shelby Township, Michigan, concerning the proposed site development for Moran Chevrolet, to be located on Lot 16, part of Lot 17, and Lots 23 through 26, Supervisor’s Plat #9 Subdivision, and Lots 1 through 4, part of Lot 5, and Lots 34 through 39, Robert Pelson’s Subdivision and 3.2 (total 14.92) acres of land fronting the east line of Gratiot Avenue and the south line of Glenwood Road (Section 27), that recommendation be submitted to the Clinton Township Board for approval of the site development plan as submitted.  Roll Call Vote:  Aye – Truax, Tomlinson, Gibson, Matway, Moseley, Weiss, Yurkie, Trombley.  Nay – None.  Absent – Pearl.  Motion carried.

UNIT 5, GROESBECK PONDS INDUSTRIAL CONDOMINIUMS (BEING 3.3 ACRES OF LAND LOCATED NORTH OF STARKS DRIVE (PRIVATE), WEST OF GROESBECK HIGHWAY (SECTION 2)

-
UNIT 5, GROESBECK PONDS INDUSTRIAL CONDOMINIUMS

--
REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF REVISED SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN


FILE #5409: PETITIONED BY LORENZO CAVALIERE


Pertinent correspondence was read and entered into the record.

Leo Rudolph, Boulder Construction, Inc., 17167 Hoover Road, Warren, Michigan, explained that they wanted to add more trees to make it more attractive.  He replied to further inquiry that they have no specific tenants at this time.

Motion by Ms. Trombley, supported by Mr. Matway, with reference to File #5409 and application from Lorenzo J. Cavaliere, Boulder Construction, Inc., 30078 Schoenherr Road, Warren, Michigan 48088, concerning the proposed revised site development for Groesbeck Ponds Unit 5, for land located north of Starks Drive, west of Groesbeck Highway, that the revised site development plan be approved as submitted.  Roll Call Vote:  Aye – Trombley, Matway, Gibson, Moseley, Tomlinson, Truax, Weiss, Yurkie.  Nay – None.  Absent – Pearl.  Motion carried. 

LOTS 3, 4 AND 5, INGLESIDE FARMS SUBDIVISION (SECTIONS 22/23/26/27)

-
HILLCREST V AUTO SALES INC./QUICK CAR RENTAL, INC.

--
REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF REVISED SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN


FILE #0699: PETITIONED BY ROBERT PANNECOUK/ROBERT LANDENDORF


Pertinent correspondence was read and entered into the record.

Robert Pannecouk, 36246 Gratiot Avenue, Clinton Township, Michigan 48035, explained that they are seeking final approval and are proposing to improve the area with this development.

Mr. Santia informed that the Board of Appeals granted a variance for the front yard setback and the number of frontage trees required.

Mr. Tomlinson inquired as to whether the dark-shaded display area on the plan is where they intend to park their vehicles.

Tom Kellogg, Lehner Associates, 17001 Nineteen Mile Road, Clinton Township, Michigan 48038, pointed out the proposed revisions on the site development plan.

Mr. Pannecouk replied to inquiry that they own the entire parcel, but they do not have any plans at this time for the property in the back.  He noted that they are trying to establish the business in the front, but he assured they will maintain the back portion.

Mr. Truax wanted assurances that the rear portion will be properly maintained and not used for storage of junk cars.

Mr. Pannecouk assured that they will not be using the rear portion for storage of junk vehicles.

Mr. Santia commented that the petitioners have been working with the Planning Department, the Board of Appeals and the Planning Commission for approximately one year to develop this site.

Ms. Trombley informed that the Board of Appeals denied their first request; however, the petitioners worked hard to come up with an alternate plan that was subsequently approved by the Board of Appeals.

Mr. Santia explained that they provided a 10-foot irrigated greenbelt along Gratiot Avenue as a compromise.  He noted that the difference in elevation between where the parking lot ends and the extreme rear of the lot is approximately five feet, which made it difficult to incorporate the parking.  Mr. Santia commented that the petitioner has invested a lot of money into the building, and was able to convince the Board of Appeals with their practical difficulty.

Motion by Ms. Weiss, supported by Ms. Moseley, with reference to File #0699 and application from Robert W. Ladendorf, Hillcrest V Auto Sales, Inc.l, 36246 Gratiot Avenue, Clinton Township, Michigan 48035, as represented by Robert Pannecouk, same firm and address, concerning the proposed revised development for Hillcrest V Auto Sales and Quick Rent-A-Car, as located on Lots 3, 4 and 5, Ingleside Farms Subdivision (Sections 22/23/26/27), generally located at the northeast corner of Price Drive and Gratiot Avenue, that in consideration of variances granted by the Clinton Township Board of Appeals, and in consideration of the waiver of the requirement for a masonry wall along the east property line as granted by the Township Board of Trustees in September 1998, that recommendation for approval of the site development plan be submitted to the Clinton Township Board.  Roll Call Vote:  Aye – Weiss, Moseley, Gibson, Matway, Tomlinson, Truax, Yurkie, Trombley.  Nay – None.  Absent – Pearl.  Motion carried.

0.96 ACRE OF LAND LOCATED EAST OF HAYES ROAD, NORTH OF 19 MILE ROAD (SECTION 6)

-
VICON OFFICE CENTER

--
 REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN


FILE #5856: PETITIONED BY VICTOR VOGEL


REPRESENTED BY JOERG HENSEL

Pertinent correspondence was read and entered into the record.

Joerg Hensel, 41700 Executive Drive, Harrison Township, Michigan 48045, recalled a comment during the review process concerning the location of the dumpster on an easement.  He assured that they can design the dumpster structure in a way that it can be removed if necessary.  He noted that the northeast side of the building has an odd-shaped easement.  He reiterated that they cannot move the location of the dumpster, but it can be constructed in such a way that it can be disassembled within one hour.

Mr. Santia advised that if such a proposal is acceptable to Detroit Edison and the petitioner can provide documentation demonstrating their approval, the Planning Department has no objections.

Mr. Hensel advised that the delay in obtaining the approval from Edison is that they are requesting an address, and the address cannot be assigned until the engineering phase.

Discussion took place regarding the exact location of the site.

Motion by Ms. Trombley, supported by Mr. Truax, with reference to File #5852 and application from Victor Vogel, Vicon Properties, 56559 Scotland Boulevard, Shelby Township, Michigan 48316, as represented by Joerg Hensel, Hensel & Associates LLC, 41700 Executive Drive, Harrison Township, Michigan 48045, concerning the proposed site development for Vicon Office Center, to be located on 0.96 acre of land located north of 19 Mile Road, east of Hayes Road (Section 6), that, in consideration of variance granted by the Township Board of Appeals, recommendation be submitted to the Township Board for approval of the site development plan as submitted, contingent upon approval of the dumpster location by Detroit Edison.  Roll Call Vote:  Aye – Trombley, Truax, Gibson, Matway, Moseley, Tomlinson, Weiss, Yurkie.  Nay – None.  Absent – Pearl.  Motion carried.

Mr. Santia suggested the petitioner contact Spalding DeDecker to get an address before the recommendation is submitted to the Township Board.  He felt that if Detroit Edison has an objection, the location of the dumpster may need to be moved and that should be done prior to the site plan being submitted to the Board.

DISCUSSION ON NEXT MEETING AGENDA

Mr. Santia noted the following items that are anticipated to be on the next Planning Commission Agenda: 

· Site Plan for Friendly Hummer, located at Hall Road and Romeo Plank Road

· Site Plan for DiCicco Duplexes, located north of 14 Mile Road, east of Beaconsfield

· Site Plan for Paul Brohneth Condominiums, to be located on Little Road.  He explained that this is the same property that was recently recommended for denial of rezoning to multiple-family residential.  He replied to further inquiry that the petitioner meets the requirements of the Township ordinances.

ADJOURNMENT


Motion by Mr. Tomlinson, supported by Mr. Gibson, to adjourn the meeting.  Motion carried.  Meeting adjourned at 7:45 p.m.





Respectfully submitted





Denise C. Trombley, Secretary
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