
 

 

CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF HIGHLAND 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

APPROVED MINUTES 

August 20, 2014 

 

 

The meeting was called to order at 7:30 p.m.  

 

ROLL CALL:   Margie Brockway, Chairperson 

    Mary Michaels, Vice Chairperson  

  Jacob Probe, Secretary  

  Robert Hoffman - Absent 

  Eugene Beach  

  John Miller - Absent 

  David Gerathy 

     

  Candace Sereno, Recording Secretary 

 

Visitors:     5            

 

Mr. Probe took the roll call and stated that two active board members were absent. Ms. 

Brockway, the Chairperson, welcomed those present and explained the procedure to address 

the Board. Ms. Brockway informed the applicants that four affirmative votes are required to 

approve a motion. 

 

 

New Business: 

 

1.           CASE NUMBER:                    14-20                                                                             

              COMPLAINT #:                                    EE14-0089                             

              ZONING:                                               LV    

              PARCEL #:                                            11-13-402-013     

              PROPERTY ADDRESS:                       1835 LaSalle Blvd.     

              APPLICANT:                                         Rinz, Kimberly    

              OWNER:                                                Rinz, Kimberly 

              ORDINANCE SECTION:                     9.02.D 

        VARIANCE REQUESTED:                  56 ft. 11 in. variance for the ordinary 

       High watermark from 65 ft. to 8 ft. 1 in. 

This variance is for an existing deck. 

 

 

 

 

Ms. Brockway asked the applicant if she wanted to have her case heard as there was not a 

full board present.  Ms. Rinz agreed to have her case heard. 
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Discussion from the Applicant:  

 

Ms. Kimberly Rinz, 1835 LaSalle Blvd., the applicant & owner was present and explained 

that she was unaware that she needed a variance to build the deck.  The deck is already built, 

but requires a variance for the ordinary high watermark.  Ms. Rinz stated that she purchased 

the home in mid-April and the insurance company would not insure the home unless there 

was proper decking or steps from the rear doorways.  The land right outside the doors was 

very uneven and hilly.  Ms. Rinz presented a letter from the insurance company verifying 

that due to there being no steps or deck on this home, the risk of loss was too great for any 

insurance carriers to cover the home.  Building the deck became a priority upon the purchase 

of the home.  Once the deck was built the insurance was reinstated.  Ms. Rinz apologized for 

building the deck without the proper permits.   

 

Ms. Nancy Degenfelder, 825 Abbey Lane, Milford, was present and in support of Ms. Rinz.  

Ms. Degenfelder explained that Ms. Rinz was in a lot of chaos when she moved in and was 

simply trying to improve the home.   

 

Mr. Frank Zimba, 2528 Jackson Blvd. was also present and in support of Ms. Rinz.   

 

Ms. Rinz submitted letters of support from various neighbors that were in approval of the 

new deck.  There were letter submitted to the record from Mr. Alan Lumley, Mr. Frank 

Simpson and Ms. Barbara Corvell, 1765 Valley Dr.  Ms. Corvell is the President of the 

LaSelle Gardens Home Owners Association. 

 

Ms. Brockway read an anonymous email from a Highland resident that was not in support of 

the deck stating that although that the deck is beautifully made, it has a negative effect on the 

wildlife. 

 

Discussion from the Board: 

 

Ms. Michaels asked the applicant how far the home was from the water.  Ms. Rinz stated that 

the house is 28 ft. from the water.  Ms. Michaels stated that she did not have a problem with 

the deck and complimented Ms. Rinz on trying to improve the lot. 

 

Mr. Gerathy stated that his only concern was whether or not the deck was built to code by a 

licensed builder. Mr. Gertathy was surprised that the insurance company didn’t ask for an 

inspector’s report or township approval.  Ms. Rinz explained that friends and co-workers 

helped build the deck but felt confident that the deck was built to code.  Mr. Beach explained 

that the zoning board is there to address the variance and that the building inspector would 

then handle the inspection of the construction.  

 

Mr. Beach stated that if the variance request came in before the deck was already built, he 

would maybe have the octagonal portion scaled back a little bit.  But Mr. Beach believes that 

this deck may be beneficial to the environment due to the slope of the landscape.  The old 

landscape ties were being washed out and the deck could help hinder some of the wear on the 

land.  Mr. Beach admitted that it is a substandard cottage lakefront lot.   
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Mr. Probe stated that he did not have an issue with the deck.  Mr. Probe walked around the 

property and the neighbor’s property to the south and felt that the deck did not obstruct 

anyone’s view of the lake.  

 

Ms. Brockway complimented Ms. Rinz on trying to improve the property. 

 

Motion: 

 

Mr. Beach moved in Case No. 14-20, parcel #11-13-402-013, applicant and owner Kimberly 

Rinz, to grant the following variance from ordinance sections 9.02.D for a 56 ft. 11 in. 

variance for the ordinary highwater mark from 65 ft. to 8 ft. 1 in.  This variance is to 

legitimize an existing deck that was built on the rear of the home without proper permits. 

 

The following facts and findings in support of the motion are as follows: 

 

 This is an existing lot of record that is substandard in size. 

 It is an old cottage lot located on White Lake that slopes to the lake. 

 The home previously had landscape ties for steps from the rear of the home. 

 The rear of the home includes doorways and insurance companies were concerned 

about these entry ways. 

 The applicant agrees with the condition on the variance that the deck will remain 

open and un-covered.  

 The house itself is inside the subaqueous setback so any structure would require a 

variance. 

 The local homeowners association is in support of the deck. 

 

Ms. Michaels supported and the motion carried with a roll call vote:  Michaels-yes; Beach-

yes; Gerathy-yes; Probe-yes: Brockway-yes.  (5 yes votes) 

 

 

 

2.           CASE NUMBER:                    14-21                                                                             

              COMPLAINT #:                                    None                             

              ZONING:                                               OS    

              PARCEL #:                                            11-13-480-001     

              PROPERTY ADDRESS:                       3501 E. Highland Rd.     

              APPLICANT:                                         Tino, Steve    

              OWNER:                                           Faith Lutheran Church 

              ORDINANCE SECTION:                     4.15, Table 4.1 

        VARIANCE REQUESTED:                  25 ft. variance for front yard setback 

      from 80 ft. to 55 ft. 

This variance is for a front entrance roof 

addition. 
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Ms. Brockway asked the applicant if he wanted to have his case heard as there was not a full 

board present.  Mr. Tino agreed to have his case heard. 

 

Discussion from the Applicant:  

 

Mr. Steve Tino, 2400 Middle Rd., the applicant was present and explained that he is a 

contractor and a member at the Faith Lutheran Church. He brought a plan for an entrance 

over hang to protect parishioners from the weather so they do not have to wait in the rain 

entering and/or leaving the church.  Mr. Tino submitted a plan for the roof addition and 

explained that the entrance on Ridge Rd. was not in compliance due to the road improvement 

that was done a few years back.  Ridge Rd. was widened and therefore the church is now 

closer to the road. 

 

Discussion from the Board: 

 

Mr. Beach stated that the roof addition was merely a porch for all intents and purposes.  Mr. 

Beach felt that 4 ft. is hardly a major variance request and stated that the corner of the 

building is arguably closer to the road than the overhang.   

 

Ms. Michaels stated that she had no problem with the variance. 

 

Mr. Gerathy spoke with the pastor and had no problem with the roof addition and the idea of 

wanting to keep the parishioners protected from the weather. 

 

Motion: 

 

Ms. Michaels moved in Case No. 14-21, parcel #11-13-480-001, applicant, Steve Trino and 

owner Faith Lutheran Church, to grant the following variance from ordinance section 4.15, 

Table 4.1 for a 25 ft. variance for the front yard setback from 80 ft. to 55 ft.  This variance is 

for a roof addition. 

 

The following facts and findings in support of the motion are as follows: 

 

 The church itself was in compliance at one time.  When Ridge Rd. was paved it then 

made the church non-compliant. 

 The overhang is to help protect parishioners from the weather from the parking lot to 

the church. 

 The church building itself is closer to the road at certain points than the overhang. 

 The covered entrance is to remain open and unenclosed per plans submitted. 

 The visual impact is minimal and not visible from any adjoining properties. 

 

Mr. Beach supported and the motion carried with a roll call vote:  Beach-yes; Michaels-yes; 

Gerathy-yes; Probe-yes: Brockway-yes.  (5 yes votes) 
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Minutes: 

 

Mr. Beach made a motion to approve the minutes from August 6, 2014 as corrected.  Mr. 

Gerathy supported and the motion carried with a unanimous voice vote (5 yes votes). 

 

Adjournment: 

 

At 8:25 p.m. Ms. Michaels moved to adjourn the meeting.  Mr. Probe supported and the 

motion carried with a unanimous voice vote. (5 yes votes) 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

Mr. Jacob Probe, Secretary 

JP/cs 


