
ISABELLA COUNTY 
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

June 17, 2009 
 

Room 225 
Isabella County Building 

 
A regular meeting of the Isabella County Zoning Board of Appeals was held June 17, 2009 in 
room 225 of the Isabella County Building, 200 North Main Street, Mount Pleasant, Michigan. 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Gordon Gilchrist, Kelly Bean, Bob Thompson, Marilyn 

Fosburg. 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT:  Jim Wynes. 
 
SUPPORT STAFF PRESENT: Mike Zalewski, Planner/Zoning Administrator 

Brandy Harger, Recording Secretary 
 
The meeting was called to order by the vice-chair at 9:00 a.m. 
 
The Pledge of Allegiance was recited by the board. 
 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
The agenda was approved as submitted. 
 
Mr. Gilchrist opened nominations for Secretary. 
 
Mr. Thompson nominated Ms. Fosburg for Secretary. 
 
Mr. Gilchrist called for any other nominations twice. 
 
A motion was made by Mr. Thompson, supported by Mr. Mr. Bean, to close the nominations and 
for a unanimous vote to be cast for Ms. Fosburg. 
 
Yes: Gilchrist, Bean, Thompson. 
No: None 
 
By a unanimous vote, Ms. Fosburg was declared Secretary. 
 
PREVIOUS MINUTES 
 
A motion was made by Mr. Thompson, supported by Mr. Bean, to approve the minutes of May 
20, 2009 meeting as submitted. 
 
Yes:     Bean, Thompson, Gilchrist. 
No:    None. 
Abstain:  Fosburg. 
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Motion carried. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
None heard.  
 
VARIANCE REQUEST #09-03 
 
Mr. Zalewski explained that James Schehr is requesting variances to construct a 12’ x 24’ 
accessory building 2’ from the side property line and 20’ from the front property line.  When 
conducting the site inspection the measurements seemed to be off and the property owner was 
advised to have a survey conducted.  When the survey was conducted it was found that the 
accessory building would be constructed 7’3” from the property line; therefore the public hearing 
notice needs to be republished and the case postponed until the July meeting. 
 
A motion was made by Ms. Fosburg, supported by Mr. Bean, to postpone Variance #09-03 until 
the July 15, 2009 meeting of the Zoning Board of Appeals. 
 
Yes:  Bean, Thompson, Gilchrist, Fosburg. 
No: None. 
 
Motion carried.   
 
VARIANCE REQUEST #09-04 
 
Mr. Zalewski explained that Carolyn Kelsey is requesting variances to allow a 4’ x 6’ shed to 
remain 14 inches from the side property line and 8 inches from the front property line.  Ms. 
Kelsey is also requesting a variance to allow a 4’ x 8’ shed to remain 9.6 inches from side 
property line.  The minimum front setback in the Lakes-Residential District in which the 
property is located is 35’ and the minimum side setback for accessory buildings under 200 sq. ft. 
is 5’.  The property is located at 4404 W. Birch in Section 20 of Gilmore Township. 
 
Ms. Kelsey stated that the lots in this area are small and limiting.  The 4’x6’ shed used to be on 
the other side of the house, but was moved because in the winter the ground ruined the siding 
that was on the bottom of it.  There are 29 other sheds in the neighborhood that are in violation 
of the ordinance. 
 
Ms. Fosburg asked which shed on the property was in question. 
 
Mr. Zalewski stated that Ms. Kelsey is asking for a variance for both sheds. 
 
Ms. Kelsey stated that when she came before the board for a variance for her home addition, the 
sheds were on her survey then and the board didn’t say anything about them. 
 
Mr. Gilchrist asked how long the sheds have been in there current place. 
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Ms. Kelsey stated that the 4’x8’ shed has been in its spot for 10 years.  The 4’x6’ shed was 
moved to the spot it is now at about 5 years ago. 
 
Mr. Thompson asked if there is any other place that Ms. Kelsey could move the shed on the 
property. 
 
Ms. Kelsey stated that there was no other place on the property that the sheds could be moved to.  
There was already a variance approved for the house addition. 
 
Mr. Gilchrist stated that the 4’x 6’ shed could be move up next to the house.  He also inquired as 
to whether Birch St. is a public or private road. 
 
Ms. Kelsey stated that it is a private subdivision, the current owners have to pay to have the road 
maintained, and the County does not plow it in the winter either. 
 
Mr. Gilchrist stated that the drain field was on the road side. 
 
Ms. Fosburg asked who measured where the 4’x6’ shed was because it seems closer than 4’ 
 
Ms. Kelsey stated that when it was first measure out, it was measured incorrectly.  When she was 
informed where exactly she had to measure from, she changed the measurement and it is 
corrected in the public hearing notice. 
 
The public hearing was opened at 9:15 a.m. 
 
Judy Allen of, 4393 Birch St., stated that she is the one who filed the complaint against Ms. 
Kelsey.  She also explained that she is a joint property owner of the lot across the street as well 
as the lot to the west of Ms. Kelsey.  She also read a letter that she wrote to the board (see 
attached). 
 
Laura Harrison of, 4393 Birch St., stated that she has children that are 7 and 9 years old, they 
tend to dart across the street, even though as parents they do their best to watch them.  There are 
sheds in the neighborhood that are in compliance with the zoning laws.  The one lot that the 
family owns is used as a gathering place for everyone, and it is their intentions to build a 
building on the property for everyone to gather at.  They have 8 family members who are of 
handicap status and these sheds pose a safety concern for them and the other children that will be 
there. 
 
Mr. Zalewski read the letters into the record of those who submitted correspondence (See 
Attached). 
 
The public hearing was closed at 9:35 a.m. 
 
Ms. Fosburg asked if the variances were being considered individually or together. 
 
Mr. Zalewski stated that essentially these are three separate variances. 
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Mr. Gilchrist read the requirements for granting a variance. 
 
Mr. Bean stated that the front building issue was caused by the applicant because she moved it to 
that spot from another spot. 
 
A motion was made by Mr. Thompson, supported by Mr. Bean, to approve the variance for the 
4’x8’ shed because the conditions have been met; There are exceptional circumstances, it does 
not impair the purpose of the ordinance, and it is was not caused by the applicant. 
 
Mr. Gilchrist stated that the 4’x 8’ shed is in an area where it could be moved closer to the house. 
 
Mr. Thompson stated that if it was moved towards the house there would be less than 10’ 
between the house and the shed.  There needs to be some room for access. 
 
Yes:  Bean, Thompson, Gilchrist, Fosburg. 
No: None. 
 
Motion carried.  Variance Approved. 
 
Mr. Gilchrist stated that the 4’x 6’ shed poses a safety risk. 
 
Mr. Bean stated that the public has valid concerns with this shed; it does need to be moved. 
 
A motion was made by Mr. Thompson, supported by Ms. Fosburg, to deny the 4’x6’ shed 
variance because it is detrimental to the to adjacent property and the surrounding neighborhood, 
the need for a this variance was caused by the property owner and there are safety issues while 
the shed is there.   
 
Mr. Gilchrist asked how far from the house the shed has to be. 
 
Mr. Zalewski stated if this variance is denied it would have to be 6’ from the house and 5’ from 
the property line. 
 
Yes:  Bean, Thompson, Gilchrist, Fosburg. 
No: None. 
 
Motion carried.  Variance Denied. 
 
STAFF COMMENTS 
 
None Heard. 
 
BOARD COMMENTS 
 
Mr. Gilchrist stated that lake properties are difficult to deal with because the lots are small. 
 
Ms. Fosburg stated that some of this difficulty could be solved by new septic system technology. 



Zoning Board of Appeals 
June 17, 2009 
Page 5 
 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
A motion was made by Mr. Thompson, supported by Mr. Bean to adjourn at 9:55 a.m. 
 
Yes: Gilchrist, Thompson, Bean, Fosburg. 
No: None 
 
Motion carried. 
 
______________________________________ 
Marilyn Fosburg, Secretary  
 
Brandy Harger, Recording Secretary 
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