
 

SPRINGFIELD TOWNSHIP 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

June 17, 2015 

 

 

Call to Order:  Chairperson Wendt called the June 17, 2015 Zoning Board of Appeals 

meeting to order at 7:30pm at the Springfield Township Civic Center, 12000 Davisburg 

Road, Davisburg, MI 48350. 

 

In attendance:  Dean Baker  

Virginia Fischbach 

Denny Vallad 

   Skip Wendt 

   Bill Whitley 

  

Absent:  None 

 

PUBLIC COMMENT: None 

 

AGENDA: 

Board members agreed to proceed with the agenda as presented.  

   

CONSENT:  Minutes of the May 20, 2015 meeting 

 

 

Board member Whitley explained several corrections to the meeting minutes including: 

Change “affluent” to “effluent” two occurrences on page 3; Page 3, 3rd paragraph should 

read :  “Board member Whitley asked what BOD stands for”; Page 4, paragraph 8, line 2, 

word “concern” should be “concerned”; Page 5, paragraph 9, line 1, word “engineering” 

should be “engineered”.  

 

Board member Whitley moved to APPROVE the minutes of May 20,  2015 meeting 

as amended above. Supported by Board member Baker. Voted yes:  Baker, 

Fischbach, Vallad, Wendt, Whitley. Voted no: None. Absent: None. Motion 

approved. 

 
NEW BUSINESS: 
 

1. Request from Jeffrey Potvin, 11457 Ember Road, Davisburg, 48350 

       for a variance to construct a garage resulting in a nine (9) foot front setback rather 

than the fifty (50) feet front setback required and a two (2) foot side setback rather 

than the    fifteen (15) foot required per Springfield Township Code of 

Ordinances, Chapter 40, Section 40-572.  

 

The property that is the subject of the request is located at 11457 Ember Road in  
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Springfield Township and is zoned R-2 One Family Residential. P.I.#07-28-203-

013. 

   

Mr. Potvin introduced himself to the Board.  

 

Chairperson Wendt asked Mr. Potvin about the specific location of the septic field.  

 

Mr. Potvin indicated that the County has no record of the septic field’s exact location or 

size and he showed its approximate placement on the submitted drawing.   

 

Chairperson Wendt asked about the well’s placement and if it was a shallow well.  

 

Mr. Potvin answered that it is a shallow well.  

 

Chairperson Wendt stated that according to the drawing submitted, there was a side 

clearance of 13 feet to allow a maintenance vehicle to get to the well. He asked if Mr. 

Potvin had anything from the adjoining property owner saying that he could use the 

additional 4 feet.  

 

Mr. Potvin answered that he does not have anything in writing but he gets along very 

well with his neighbors. He stated that there is an air-conditioning unit located along this 

side that would need to be moved if a maintenance vehicle needed access. He stated that 

the reason he marked it is because since he has a shallow well, he will probably have to 

replace it someday with a deep well in the front. He stated that there is also access from 

the right side and there is an Association lot located there that he could use. 

 

Chairperson Wendt stated that the out lot that he is referring to belongs to Colonial Acres. 

He added that the new well would have to be a certain distance from the sanitary field. 

His only choice would be on the lakefront side for a new well. He indicated that he had 

concerns about a well truck accessing the lake side of the property.  

 

Mr. Potvin stated that he is sure he can get something in writing from the neighbor 

allowing him to access.  

 

Board member Whitley stated that it doesn’t make much difference if this request is 

approved or not, this situation is already there in terms of access of the well.  

 

Chairperson Wendt stated that the proposed garage is nearly the size of the home.  

 

Board member Whitley concurred.  

 

Mr. Potvin stated that the home is a 3 bedroom home.  

 

Chairperson Wendt asked Mr. Potvin if he could live with a smaller garage.  
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Mr. Potvin responded that the proposed garage is 24 feet by 30 feet so he would have a 

small work area on the side. The gable would run north/south.  

 

Board member Vallad asked what the size of the existing shed is.  

 

Mr. Potvin answered 7 feet by 15 feet or 8 feet by 16 feet.  

 

Board member Vallad asked if there was a limit on accessory structure.  

 

Mr. Potvin answered that he did the math and he is under the allowable 30% lot coverage.  

 

Board member Vallad stated that by using his calculations, the total accessory structure 

requested was 848 square feet. He also noted that the septic field area that the applicant 

has marked has four large trees in this area, one of which is very close to where the rear 

wall of the garage is proposed to be. He asked about the elevation of the garage.  

 

Mr. Potvin answered that the proposed elevation would be almost level to the road which 

would require him to bring up the level in the back. He stated that the tree in question 

will probably have to be removed.  

 

Board member Vallad asked about the septic field on the west side and if it was up on the 

hill.  

 

Mr. Potvin answered yes. This septic field is a core field with 30 foot pipes that go down 

and it is a unique system. Mr. Potvin’s septic field is conventional. He has owned the 

house since 2009.  

 

Chairperson Wendt stated that since the petitioner has lived there, he has made a dramatic 

change in how the property looks and how it is maintained. He has done a good job with 

the property.  

 

Board member Vallad asked if he was planning to keep the shed.  

 

Mr. Potvin answered yes. The shed would be used for storage. He could live without the 

shed if it was necessary. He asked what the concern of the Board was.  

 

Board member Whitley answered that they were concerned about the total allowable 

square footage.  

 

Chairperson Wendt asked if the petitioner would have difficulty getting rid of the shed.  

 

Mr. Potvin answered that he would have to look at the expense of getting rid of it. He 

stated that the shed is 8 feet by 15 feet.  

 

Board member Vallad asked how many doors there were on the proposed garage.  
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Mr. Potvin answered one eighteen foot door. He would have a decorative window on the 

side and one entry door. He confirmed that the garage would be facing the road on one of 

the 30 foot walls.  

 

Board member Fischbach stated that she would like to know if the size is allowable.  

 

Board member Baker and Board member Whitley concurred.  

 

Board members discussed the ability for the petitioner to service a well on the lake side.  

 

Supervisor Walls looked up the ordinance regulations regarding accessory square 

footage.  

 

Board members confirmed that the proposed square footage would be under the 

allowable square footage of the lot.  

 

Mr. Potvin indicated the proposed pitch on the roof is eight/twelve and it is in character 

with other garages in the area.  

 

Chairperson Wendt stated that when he visited the property, he heard from neighbors of 

the property that were concerned about the size of the building because their view would 

now be reduced. He asked Supervisor Walls about the maximum height.  

 

Supervisor Walls confirmed that the allowable height in this zoning area is 25 feet.  

 

Board members discussed the height, pitch and dimension of the ridge of the garage.  

 

Supervisor Walls indicated that there is ordinance language requiring the structure to be 

aesthetically compatible with the neighborhood. He stated that this determination is made 

by the Building Official and if this is a concern, the Board could point this out and leave 

it up to him to determine when he sees the plans.  

 

Board member Vallad stated that the two feet setback is better than a setback of zero of 

the existing shed so he does not have a problem with this. The depth of the garage he 

does not have a problem with.  

 

Board member Whitley stated that it is a large structure but with no basement, there is a 

need for storage on this lake lot.  

 

Chairperson Wendt stated that he does not think that the proposed garage is out of line 

and it is in harmony with other lots in the neighborhood.  

 

Supervisor Walls stated that before the applicant builds a garage two foot off the property 

line, he should look at all other options. He suggested moving it as far over as possible to 

make sure he had sufficient area to maintain the garage. If additional side setback not 

possible, a maintenance easement from the neighbor was recommended.  
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Mr. Potvin stated if he had a four foot offset, it would be very difficult to park two 

vehicles on the side.  

 

Board member Whitley moved to APPROVE the request from Jeffrey Potvin, 11457 

Ember Road, Davisburg, 48350 for a variance to construct a garage resulting in a 

nine (9) foot front setback rather than the fifty (50) feet front setback required and 

a side setback of four (4) foot side setback rather than the fifteen (15) foot required 

per Springfield Township Code of Ordinances, Chapter 40, Section 40-572 

recognizing that the original request was for a two (2) feet side setback. This is 

subject to the building design being compatible with the surrounding neighborhood 

as determined by the Building Official. Seconded by Chairperson Wendt. Voted yes:  

Baker, Fischbach, Vallad, Wendt, Whitley. Voted no: None. Absent: None. Motion 

approved. 

 

  

ADJOURNMENT: 

 

Board member Whitley moved to ADJOURN the meeting at 8:15 pm. Seconded by 

Board member Vallad. Voted yes: Fischbach, Vallad, Wendt, Whitley. Voted no: 

None. Absent: Baker. Motion approved. 

 

 

 

 

 

__________________________________________________ 

Erin Mattice, Recording Secretary 


