


CLINTON TOWNSHIP BOARD OF APPEALS


REPORT OF MEETING


JANUARY 16, 2002





PRESENT:	Francis Marella, Chairperson


Dean J. Reynolds, Vice-Chairperson


		Robert M. Campbell, Secretary 


		Peter M. Catalano


		Michael Nickerson


Frank Poma 


		Denise C. Trombley





ABSENT:	None 





STAFF:	Irene F. Sheridan, Community Planner II


		DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT





Mr. Marella called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.  He explained the parameters under which the Board of Appeals can act and how the public hearing will be conducted.





APPROVAL OF AGENDA





Motion by Mr. Campbell, supported by Mr. Reynolds, to approve the agenda as submitted.  Motion carried.








LOTS 28 & 29, SUPERVISOR’S PLAT SUBDIVISION (SECTION 35)


--	APPEAL: GALUI CONSTRUCTION 


	FILE #5591: ANTHONY GALUI; GALUI CONSTRUCTION COMPANY


	REPRESENTATIVE: THOMAS PERALTA, PERALTA, JOHNSTON & KARAM 


�





Pertinent correspondence was read and entered into the record.  Mr. Campbell indicated that there were no replies received in response to the mailing of the Notice of Public Hearing to the owners and occupants within 300 feet of the land in question.





The petitioner and his representative were not present.





Motion by Mr. Campbell, supported by Mr. Reynolds, to table this matter until the end of the meeting.  Motion carried.








14.6 ACRES OF LAND FRONTING THE WEST LINE OF UNION LAKE ROAD, WEST OF HARRISON (SECTION 36)


--	APPEAL: ANTHONY ESTATES CONDOMINIUMS 


	FILE #5593: FRANK SATTLER, S & B HOMES INC. 


�


Pertinent correspondence was read and entered into the record.  Mr. Campbell indicated that there were no replies received in response to the mailing of the Notice of Public Hearing to the owners and occupants within 300 feet of the land in question.





Frank Sattler, P. O. Box 1184, Mt. Clemens, Michigan 48046, explained that they are requesting a variance to permit a sign on their property.  They are proposing an additional 7 feet in height due to the fact that their sign would not be visible from I-94.  He noted that the elevation of the property that the sign would be erected on is much lower than the elevation of the adjacent highway. 





Mr. Campbell felt that everyone should be able to put a development sign on his or her property; however, he stated having a problem with the proposed height.  He felt the sign would come into the view of the motorists just as they are merging from the entrance ramp onto I-94, just before I-94 curves sharply to the left.  He stressed this is a critical point for motorists and a sign could be distracting and create a safety problem.





Mr. Catalano inquired as to whether this is a temporary sign.





Mr. Sattler confirmed that the sign would be temporary.  He replied to further inquiry that the sign would be constructed of laminated plywood, similar to their sign at the corner of Trombley and Harper.  He replied to further inquiry that he is estimating the sign would be at that location for approximately two years.  Mr. Sattler replied to still further inquiry that the two-year time frame is because they have not yet started construction.  He explained that they would like to put up the sign within the next six to eight weeks, and they will have a temporary model for the subdivision, together with a subdivision layout, for anyone interested.  He commented that they are in the process of finalizing the engineering with Spalding DeDecker and they hope to start construction within two months.  He replied to inquiry that the majority of the residents in the area who have children attending the local school are aware of this development.





Mr. Marella indicated that the ordinance only permits the subject sign for one year.





Mr. Sattler stated that is the length of time he meant to indicate.





Ms. Sheridan confirmed that Mr. Sattler has an active site development plan.





Motion by Mr. Campbell, supported by Mr. Poma, with reference to File #5593 and application from Frank Sattler, S & B Homes, Inc., P. O. Box 1184, Mount Clemens, Michigan 48046, for variance to Clinton Township Building and Housing Code, Chapter 1488.02-(1)-(5) and (9); Definitions and Restrictions; “Real Estate Development Sign”, concerning 14.6 acres of land fronting the west line of Union Lake Road, west of Harrison (Section 36), that variance be granted to permit installation of a real estate development sign on property abutting a thoroughfare (Union Lake Road) with right-of-way width of sixty-six (66) feet which is not permitted; further, this grant of variance is based on claimed practical difficulty that the petitioner needs the ability to erect a sign on property being developed, and further, that this grant of variance is contingent upon compliance with all other requirements of Township ordinances; and further, that request for variance to permit a sign height of twenty-two (22) feet being seven (7) feet in excess of the maximum permitted height of fifteen (15) feet, be denied based on the traffic hazard that would result for motorists entering I-94.  Roll Call Vote:  Aye – Campbell, Poma, Reynolds, Trombley, Catalano, Nickerson, Marella.  Nay – None.  Absent – None.  Motion carried.








10.655 ACRES OF LAND LOCATED WEST OF GARFIELD ROAD, NORTH OF 17 MILE ROAD (SECTION 18) 


--	APPEAL: GARWOOD ESTATES CONDOMINIUMS


	FILE #5594: BENNY SORRENTINO, ICON BUILDING II COMPANY, INC. 


�





Pertinent correspondence was read and entered into the record.  Mr. Campbell indicated that there were no replies received in response to the mailing of the Notice of Public Hearing to the owners and occupants within 300 feet of the land in question.





Michael Sorrentino, 35520 Forton Court, Clinton Township, Michigan 48035, explained that the lots with residential homes fronting 17 Mile Road have depths of 500 feet and the subject property abuts the back of these lots.  He stressed that they are only requesting a 10-foot variance on the south side of their property, which abuts these lots.  He noted that the print indicates a setback of 34 feet 5-3/8 inches along a portion of the northwest side, and if this is correct, they will also need a variance of 6-5/8 inches for that side.





	Leslie Demgen, 39200 Donahue, Clinton Township, Michigan 48038, questioned whether there would be a setback of only 25 feet on the south side of the subject property.





Mr. Marella confirmed that if the requested variance is granted, the petitioner would be permitted to maintain a 25-foot setback along the south property line rather than the required 35 feet.





	Paul Vonventre, 39216 Donahue, Clinton Township, Michigan 48038, abutting resident at the southwest corner of the subject property, stated he was not aware that this property was rezoned.  He inquired as to how this occurred without the residents’ knowledge.  He recalled attending a meeting of the Planning Commission and the request for rezoning was denied.  He complained that they were never notified of any further meetings.





Mr. Marella indicated that the Township Board approved the rezoning request.





Mr. Campbell stated that although there are not individual notices sent out for the Township Board meeting, the agendas of their meetings are published in the Macomb Daily and aired on the local cable channel in advance of the meetings.





Ms. Sheridan clarified that the Planning Commission did not recommend approval at their public hearing; however, it was approved by the Township Board.





	Pat Janson, 39418 Patrina, Clinton Township, Michigan 48038, stated that she was opposed to the rezoning.  She was advised that the Planning Commission had tabled the matter and it would be reconsidered.  She complained that she was never notified.  Ms. Janson commented that the fact that the abutting residents to the south purchased lots 500 feet in depth should not warrant the petitioner receiving a variance.  She questioned as to the size of the proposed condominiums, whether they will be comparable in size and value to the abutting homes, what they will be constructed of, and whether the petitioner is proposing to save any of the existing trees.  She complained that the quality of air has deteriorated and the removal of additional trees will not help the situation.  She further inquired as to whether there will be direct access to this site from 17 Mile Road or from Garfield Road and whether they will connect to any of the existing streets.





Mr. Marella stated the main ingress/egress is from Garfield Road.





Ms. Sheridan added that Edith will be extended to provide access to the new development.





Mr. Marella noted that the units are proposed at 1,800 square-feet and will range in price from $200,000 to $235,000.





	Ms. Janson stated that she is opposed to the proposed development and to the variance request. 





	Darlene Jill Urban, 16611 17 Mile Road, Clinton Township, Michigan 48038, clarified that statements have been made indicating that the abutting properties along 17 Mile Road are 500 feet in depth; however, her lot measures 494 feet.  She expressed opposition and stated she is trying to sell her home and they do not want this development abutting them.





	Richard Salloum, 39300 Donahue, Clinton Township, Michigan 48038, complained that the residents were not notified when this matter went to the Township Board for rezoning.





Mr. Marella reiterated that according to the law that governs townships, the Township agenda on which the rezoning was held was published in the paper prior to the meeting.





Mr. Catalano clarified that this property has been rezoned and this meeting is not to discuss the rezoning but rather to determine whether the petitioner can receive the variance as requested.  He emphasized that this Board had nothing to do with the rezoning.  He explained that the current zoning would permit construction of condominiums with a minimum square footage of slightly more than 1,000 square feet each.  He felt the petitioner is exceeding those requirements and has agreed to build detached condos on the side abutting the single-family homes.  He noted that the petitioner is attempting to make it as compatible as he can with his adjacent neighbors.





	Charlie Reichenbach, 16551 17 Mile Road, Clinton Township, Michigan 48038, recalled that there was some discussion regarding providing an access to the subject development from 17 Mile Road.  He inquired as to whether this is part of the plan.





Mr. Marella confirmed that the only accesses will be from Garfield Road and Edith.





	Mr. Reichenbach inquired as to what type of fence is being proposed on the boundary.





Mr. Marella informed that no fence will be required because both of the properties are zoned residential.





	Carol Urban, 16479 17 Mile Road, Clinton Township, Michigan 48038, inquired as to why the petitioner needs the additional ten feet and cannot meet ordinance requirements.





Mr. Benny Sorrentino, 35520 Forton Court, Clinton Township, Michigan 48035, replied that they only have 25 feet available to the rear lot line.  He insisted that they are not “degrading” the neighborhood and assured that the units will be all brick.  He explained that if this property had remained residential, he could have constructed 1300 square-foot vinyl-sided homes without garages and he would not have needed any variances.  He pointed out that the units will be a minimum of 1,450 square feet and will be all-brick with a garage.  He added that the detached condos on the perimeter of the property will measure 2,000 square feet, as requested by the Township Board.  He assured that he will attempt to save as many trees as possible, but emphasized that when development occurs, some trees must be removed, and that is part of progress.  Mr. Sorrentino felt that the elevation of the proposed units will be just as nice as the abutting houses.  He pointed out that to make the units larger, he is in need of the variance.  He added that if the variance is denied, he will be forced to construct smaller units.





	Ms. Urban reiterated that she is still in opposition to the variance request.





Mr. Marella recalled that the subject property was previously zoned single-family and office/service.  He noted that the petitioner is required to follow the requirements of the Township ordinances, and this Board has nothing to say as long as the requirements are met.  





	Pat Poma, 39396 Vinnie, Clinton Township, Michigan 48038, complained about some rather large, messy cottonwood trees on the property line between her home and the subject property.  She inquired as to whether Mr. Sorrentino would be willing to remove these trees.





Mr. Benny Sorrentino assured he would be willing to agree to Ms. Poma’s request.  He stated that they do not want to fight with anyone but want to work with the neighbors so that everyone is happy.





Mr. Campbell explained that the Township Board agenda appears in the Macomb Daily, on the local cable television channel, and on the Clinton Township website.  He clarified that a fence is not required between two residential properties; however, he added that every homeowner has the right to put up a fence on his/her property.  He inquired as to the reason for the variance request to allow the elimination of interior sidewalks on the site.





Mr. Benny Sorrentino explained that providing interior sidewalks would result in losing a lot of the proposed landscaping.  He added that many condominium developments do not have interior sidewalks because they are private roads.





Mr. Campbell felt that condominium developments without interior sidewalks present a safety hazard to the residents.  He noted that lack of sidewalks results in pedestrians having to walk around parked cars, and he did not feel a sidewalk would take up too much room.  He suspected that it is an economic matter.  He agreed with the variance request for the setback on the south side because it would allow the developer to put in more expensive units that would be complimentary to the abutting property.  Mr. Campbell pointed out, however, that the rezoning was conditioned upon a covenant that was to be provided by the developer and included agreements made by Mr. Lucido, the petitioner’s representative.  He did not feel this Board has the authority to grant a variance to a covenant that was approved by the Township Board.  He could not recall anything in the Township ordinance that gives this Board the authority to grant a variance to a covenant.  He recommended that this matter be referred to the Township attorney for his opinion as to whether the Board of Appeals has the jurisdiction to act on this.  He stated he is in favor of the rear yard setback variance request for the south side of the development, but he did not feel he could make a motion to approve the variance unless it was conditional upon the Township Attorney validating that this Board has the authority to grant such a variance with a covenant in place.





Mr. Catalano agreed with the comments made by Mr. Campbell.





Discussion took place regarding how long this matter should be tabled.





Ms. Sheridan assured that once legal opinion is obtained and the matter is placed back on an agenda, the Planning Department will re-notify the list of residents located within 300 feet of the property in question.





Motion by Mr. Campbell, supported by Mr. Nickerson, with reference to File #5594 and application from Benny Sorrentino, Icon Building II Company, Inc., 35520 Forton Court, Clinton Township, Michigan 48035, for variance to Clinton Township Planning and Zoning Code, Chapter 1292.01; Land Use Regulations: Schedule of Regulations Limiting Height, Bulk, Density and Area; Minimum Rear Yard Setback Requirements for the RT Two-Family Residential District and Chapter 1298.10-(c)-(14): Supplementary Regulations: Site Plan Review (All Districts), concerning 10.655 acres of land located west of Garfield Road, north of 17 Mile Road (Section 18), that further consideration of variance to permit construction of a duplex condominium development (Garfield Estates) in the RT Two-Family Residential District with: 1) Rear yard setbacks of twenty-five (25) feet from the south property line being ten (10) feet less than the minimum required setback of thirty-five (35) feet; and 2) No sidewalks adjacent to the main service drives as required, be tabled for the purpose of referring the matter to the Township Attorney for legal opinion as to whether the Zoning Board of Appeals can consider a variance with respect to a provision of a covenant between the developer and the Township that was made a condition of the rezoning.  Roll Call Vote:  Aye – Campbell, Nickerson, Poma, Reynolds, Trombley, Catalano, Marella.  Nay –None.  Absent – None.  Motion carried.





The meeting recessed at 7:25 p.m. and reconvened at 7:35 p.m.








LOT 208, THOMAS BROTHERS FAIR GARDENS SUBDIVISION (SECTION 35) 


--	APPEAL: SFR – QUINN ROAD, VACANT


	FILE #5598: LEON F. JOHNSON 


�





Pertinent correspondence was read and entered into the record.  Mr. Campbell indicated that there were no replies received in response to the mailing of the Notice of Public Hearing to the owners and occupants within 300 feet of the land in question.





Leon Johnson, 13175 Monica, Detroit, Michigan 48238, petitioner, introduced his representative, Noel King.





Noel King, 11 Wilks Street, Battle Creek, Michigan, stated that he is a residential builder and, coincidentally, sits on the Board of Appeals in Battle Creek.  He stated he is here on behalf of his friend, Mr. Johnson, and that he will not be building the subject home.





Mr. Johnson replied to inquiry that the home will be vinyl-sided with a small portion of brick on the bottom of the house.  He replied to further inquiry that this will be a modular home and will have a detached garage.  He replied to still further inquiry that attaching the garage would require more room in the side yard and would be more expensive.





Jim Brayne, 33000 Glenhurst, Lenox Township, Michigan, of Suburban Homes, stated he is the supplier of the proposed modular home.  He replied to inquiry that the home will measure 28 feet by 66 feet.  He explained that Mr. Johnson has elected to have a detached garage because it is less expensive and would provide him room to put a small patio between the two structures.





Discussion took place regarding attaching the garage.





Mr. Campbell commented that it is unusual for a house to face what would generally be the depth of the lot by positioning the house “sideways”.  He pointed out that there will be no room to build anything off of the back of the home without coming back to this Board for a variance.





Mr. Brayne replied that the house will face Floyd.





Mr. Campbell recalled that there are other lots in the subject subdivision that would accommodate this home; however, he did not feel this was a good use of this particular parcel.





Mr. Nickerson pointed out that if the house was turned around on the lot, this Board would have to grant a side yard setback variance because it is a corner lot and he would be required to provide a 25-foot side yard setback from Floyd.  He stated he would have a problem with forcing the petitioner to turn the house and then granting him a very large side yard setback from Floyd because he felt it could cause visibility problems at the intersection.  He felt the variance as requested would be the better alternative.





Mr. King noted that Mr. Johnson would agree to provide landscaping along Quinn Road but he indicated that they would still like to position the house so that it faces Floyd.





Discussion took place and it was determined that requiring landscaping along Quinn may create a visibility problem in the future.





Mr. Campbell felt that granting the variance as requested will create a situation where there is not a useable rear yard.





Mr. Reynolds commented that he would like to see the garage attached.





Ms. Sheridan clarified that the petitioner can build a detached garage and maintain a minimum of a six-foot side yard.  She added that a detached garage is not held to the same requirements as the principle structure.





Mr. Catalano emphasized that although it will not affect his vote on the variance request, he recalled that for a previous variance request in this area, the entire room was filled with residents who are opposed to manufactured homes.  He explained that there are some manufactured homes in the area and because the grounds were unkept, the residents expressed opposition to this type of home in their neighborhood.  He did not anticipate that the grounds will be unkept in this case.





Mr. King stated that he uses modular products to build, and he felt that the majority of people do not understand the difference between manufactured homes versus modular homes.  He stressed that the style and technology has greatly advanced over the years and the styles and quality are now compatible with the rest of the neighborhood.  Mr. King pointed out that the home will have a brick ledge around the house and can be completely bricked at a later date if so desired.





Mr. Marella recalled that the previous case before this board was a smaller house on a smaller lot.





Mr. Johnson submitted a rendering of the proposed home.





Mr. Poma stated that he is not in support of this variance because the neighboring homes in this area have brick-front homes.  He stressed that the Township wants this neighborhood developed with high-quality homes.  He felt that to approve such a variance would go against his better judgment.





Discussion took place regarding the cost and value of the proposed home.





Mr. Johnson agreed to completely brick the front of the home.





Further discussion took place regarding whether this Board can require an attached garage.





Mr. Johnson insisted that he does not want an attached garage but agreed to brick the front of the garage to match the house.





Motion by Mr. Nickerson, supported by Mr. Reynolds, with reference to File #5598 and application from Leon F. Johnson, 13175 Monica, Detroit, Michigan 48238, for variance to Clinton Township Planning and Zoning Code, Chapter 1292.01; Land Use Regulations: Schedule of Regulations Limiting Height, Bulk, Density and Area; Minimum Rear Yard Setback Requirements for the R-5 One-Family Residential District, concerning Lot 208, Thomas Brothers Fair Gardens Subdivision (Section 35), generally located at the southwest corner of Quinn Road and Floyd Avenue, that variance be granted to permit construction of a single-family residence on a corner lot in the R-5 One-Family Residential District with rear yard setback of twenty-eight feet, four inches (28’ 4”) being six feet, eight inches (6’ 8”) less than the minimum required setback of thirty-five (35) feet; further, this grant of variance is contingent upon the front of the home being bricked and the front of the garage being bricked to match the home; further, this grant of variance is based on claimed practical difficulty being the size of the house (66 feet) would not be accommodated if it was situated facing Quinn Road with an 80-foot frontage; further, this grant of variance is contingent upon compliance with all other requirements of Township ordinances.  Roll Call Vote:  Aye – Nickerson, Reynolds, Trombley, Catalano, Poma, Marella.  Nay – Campbell.  Absent – None.  Motion carried. 








LOTS 28 & 29, SUPERVISOR’S PLAT SUBDIVISION (SECTION 35)


-	REF: TABLED FROM EARLIER THIS MEETING


--	APPEAL: GALUI CONSTRUCTION 


	FILE #5591: ANTHONY GALUI; GALUI CONSTRUCTION COMPANY


	REPRESENTATIVE: THOMAS PERALTA, PERALTA, JOHNSTON & KARAM 


�


The documentation for this case was read into the record earlier in the meeting.





Thomas Peralta, 31760 Harper Avenue, St. Clair Shores, Michigan 48082, assured that the concerns regarding violations, as indicated in Ms. Sheridan’s letter dated December 4, 2001, have been corrected.  He stated the yard has been cleaned and properly maintained, and the dumpster has been placed in the designated location.  He explained the petitioner wants to use the 23 feet as a paved area to park their commercial vehicles.





Mr. Catalano felt that Garnet is a street that “starts and ends nowhere”.  He suggested that the petitioner request the Road Commission of Macomb County vacate the road in order to provide more room.  He noted that there is an adjacent lot where recreational vehicles are being stored and he suggested the petitioner get access to that area off of Quinn Road.





Ms. Sheridan confirmed that the right-of-way on Garnet is 50 feet.





Mr. Peralta anticipated that the property owners of the storage lots rely on Garnet to access their properties.





Mr. Marella reminded that whether or not to vacate Garnet is not a matter this Board can decide.





Discussion took place regarding whether all of the violations had been resolved.





Ms. Sheridan stated she recently visited the site and did not see where any improvements had been made.





Mr. Peralta disagreed with Ms. Sheridan’s observations and assured that the site had been cleaned up.  He inquired as to the date when Ms. Sheridan visited the site.





Ms. Sheridan replied that she observed the site on December 11, 2001 and again approximately four days later.  She noted that at that time, there were trucks parked on both sides of the driveway and there was debris taking up the approved parking area.  She replied to further inquiry that she could not see whether the parking area was striped because there was too much debris on the site.  She stated it appeared to be wood pallets and crates.  She replied to still further inquiry that she did not visit the site this week.





Mr. Marella stated he was at the site earlier today and the area was very clean.  He noticed that some equipment was parked on the north side of the property.





Mr. Peralta indicated that the company is closed for the season and the vehicles are all parked in the lot.  He stated that there is no activity and admitted that the vehicles may be parked right up to the fence line for the winter months.  He once again assured the parking lot is clean.  He added that he had assured the site would be cleaned up by this date and there is no way he would have represented the petitioners at this meeting if that had not been done.





Mr. Catalano stated that he was at the site two or three days ago and was able to access the site from Garnet and exit onto Harper.





Ms. Sheridan estimated that it has been approximately one month since she visited the site.





Mr. Catalano commented that the property to the south of the subject site has numerous violations and needs to be cleaned up.  He stated he would like to see someone from Ordinance Enforcement go to the site and check violations.





Ms. Trombley inquired as to what will guarantee the site will remain clean once this variance is approved.





Mr. Peralta recommended that the Building Department periodically visit the site and they can issue violations if they deem it necessary.





Mr. Campbell recalled that when this matter came to them last June, it was denied for various reasons.  He indicated that he had voted to deny the variance request based on the lack of practical difficulty or unnecessary hardship.  He added that there was a subsequent request for variance three lots north of this property and that resulted in a split decision.  A variance was granted to permit storage right up to the Garnet Avenue right-of-way.  He added that since that time, they have improved the appearance of their property.  He felt that a variance is justified to maintain consistency with the neighborhood.





Motion by Mr. Campbell, supported by Mr. Nickerson, with reference to File #5591 and application from Anthony Galui, Galui Construction Company, 33805 Harper Avenue, Clinton Township, Michigan 48035, as represented by Thomas Peralta, Esq., Peralta, Johnston & Karam, 31760 Harper Avenue, St. Clair Shores, Michigan 48082, for variance to Clinton Township Planning and Zoning Code, Chapter 1292.01-(q), Land Use Regulations: Schedule of Regulations Limiting Height, Bulk, Density and Area – Chart and Footnotes; Minimum Front Yard Setback Requirements in the I-1 Light Industrial District, concerning Lots 28 and 29, Supervisor’s Plat #2 Subdivision (Section 35), generally located fronting the west line of Harper Avenue, south of Quinn Road at 33805 Harper Avenue, that variance be granted to permit continued existence of an industrial development (Galui Construction Company) in the I-1 Light Industrial District with front yard setback from Garnet Avenue (50’ right-of-way) of two (2) feet being twenty-three (23) feet less than the minimum required twenty-five (25) feet; further, this grant of variance is based on claimed practical difficulty that the petitioner wants to keep his development consistent with others in the neighborhood; further, this grant of variance is contingent upon compliance with all other requirements of Township ordinances.  Roll Call Vote:  Aye – Campbell, Nickerson, Poma, Reynolds, Trombley, Catalano, Marella.  Nay – None.  Absent – None.  Motion carried.








REPORTS OF MEETINGS


--	APPROVAL OF DECEMBER 19, 2001 REPORT


�


Mr. Campbell requested the following addition to the minutes of December 19, 2001:


	Page 6,  Following Paragraph 8 (“Discussion took place…”)


		Insert the following paragraph:  “Mr. Poma stated that he is familiar with this line 


of vehicles and it definitely does not exceed ¾ ton.”	





Motion by Mr. Nickerson, supported by Mr. Reynolds, to approve the report of the December 19, 2001 Report with the change as listed above.  Motion carried.








ELECTION OF OFFICERS


CHAIRPERSON


VICE-CHAIRPERSON


SECRETARY


�





CHAIRPERSON


Mr. Marella called for nominations for Chairperson of the Clinton Township Board of Appeals.





Mr. Nickerson nominated Mr. Marella for Chairperson.





Mr. Marella accepted nomination for Chairperson.





Motion by Mr. Campbell, supported by Mr. Poma, to close the nominations for Chairperson.





Mr. Marella was elected by unanimous vote to the office of Chairperson of the Board of Appeals for a term effective through December 2002.





VICE-CHAIRPERSON


Mr. Marella called for nominations for Vice-Chairperson of the Clinton Township Board of Appeals.





Mr. Nickerson nominated Mr. Reynolds for Vice-Chairperson.





Mr. Reynolds accepted nomination for Vice-Chairperson.





Motion by Mr. Campbell, supported by Mr. Poma, to close the nominations for Vice-Chairperson.





Mr. Reynolds was elected by unanimous vote to the office of Vice-Chairperson of the Board of Appeals for a term effective through December 2002.





SECRETARY


Mr. Marella called for nominations for Secretary of the Clinton Township Board of Appeals.





Mr. Nickerson nominated Mr. Campbell for Secretary.





Mr. Campbell accepted the nomination for Secretary.





Motion by Mr. Marella, supported by Mr. Poma, to close the nominations for Secretary.





Mr. Campbell was elected by unanimous vote to the office of Secretary of the Board of Appeals for a term effective through December 2002.








ADJOURNMENT


�


Motion by Mr. Nickerson, supported by Mr. Reynolds, to adjourn the meeting.  Motion carried.  Meeting adjourned at 8:21 p.m.








				Respectfully submitted











				Robert M. Campbell, Secretary


				CLINTON TOWNSHIP BOARD OF APPEALS
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