
 
 
Rik Kowall, Supervisor 
Anthony L. Noble, Clerk 
Mike Roman, Treasurer 

 

 
Trustees  

Scott Ruggles  
Steve Anderson 

Andrea C. Voorheis 
Liz Fessler Smith 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS MEETING 
LOCATION: TOWNSHIP ANNEX, 7527 HIGHLAND ROAD, WHITE LAKE, MICHIGAN 48383 

THURSDAY, APRIL 23, 2026 – 6:30 PM 

White Lake Township | 7525 Highland Rd | White Lake, MI 48383 | Phone: (248) 698‑3300 | www.whitelaketwp.com 

AGENDA 
1. CALL TO ORDER 

2. ROLL CALL 

3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

5. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
A. March 26, 2026 

6. CALL TO THE PUBLIC 

7. OLD BUSINESS 

8. NEW BUSINESS 

A. Applicant: John Green, Contractor  
102 Lac Sainte Claire Dr 
Saint Claire Shores, MI 48082 
Location: 4160 Navarra Ct. 

White Lake, MI 48386, identified as 12-07-177-015 
Request: Variance requests from: Sec. 3.1.6 for a rear  
yard variance, and Sec 7.23 A, to enlarge a non-conforming structure.  
 

B. Applicant: Industries, Inc. Michigan 
8275 White Lake Rd 
Commerce Twp, MI 48382 
Location: 8275 White Lake Rd 
White Lake, MI 48386, identified as 12-01-176-004 
Request: Variance request from Sec. 3.1.20-E regarding building height. 

9. OTHER BUSINESS 

10. NEXT MEETING DATE: May 28, 2026 

11. ADJOURNMENT 

Procedures for accommodations for persons with disabilities: The Township will follow its 
normal procedures for individuals with disabilities needing accommodations for effective 
participation in this meeting. Please contact the Township Clerk’s office at (248) 698-3300 X-7 
at least five days in advance of the meeting. An attempt will be made to provide reasonable 
accommodations. 
 

1



 

 

WHITE LAKE TOWNSHIP 
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
MARCH 26, 2026 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
Chairperson Spencer called the meeting to order at 6:30 P.M. She led the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
Roll was called: 
 
ROLL CALL 
Present:  
Debby Dehart, Planning Commission Liaison  
Jo Spencer, Chairperson  
Niklaus Schillack, Vice Chairperson 
Steve Anderson, Township Board Liaison 
Clif Seiber 
 
Also Present:  
David Waligora, Senior Planner 
Nick Spencer, Building Official 
Hannah Kennedy-Galley, Recording Secretary 
 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
It was MOVED by Member Schillack, seconded by Member Seiber to approve the agenda as 
presented. The motion carried with a voice vote: (5 yes votes). 
 
CALL TO THE PUBLIC 
None. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

A. February 26, 2026 
 
Member Seiber wanted to correct the minutes to reflect his no vote on the Jackson Boulevard case. 
 
It was MOVED by Member Anderson seconded by Member Seiber to approve the minutes of 
February 26, 2026, as amended. The motion carried with a voice vote: (5 yes votes). 

 

OLD BUSINESS 
A. Applicant: Alfa Construction Guys, LLC, Contractor 

23460 Industrial Park Dr. 
Farmington Hills, MI 48335 
Location: 10164 Elizabeth Lk Rd 
White Lake, MI 48386, identified as 12-27-226-012 
Request: The applicant seeks to enlarge a single-family home, requiring variances from 
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Section 3.1.6 – Development Standards for front and side setbacks and Section 7.23(A) - 
Nonconforming Structures 

 
Senior Planner Waligora stated that there was a clerical error, and this case was not noticed properly 
last month, so we needed to redo the public hearing portion. He then reviewed his staff report with 
the ZBA, further he reaffirmed that the parcel is a substandard lot. 
 
Chairperson Spencer opened the public hearing at 6:37 P.M. 
 
Robin Tottis, 10170 Elizabeth Lake Road, spoke in opposition to the applicant’s request. 
 
Cherie Veilleux, 10130 Elizabeth Lake Road, spoke in opposition to the applicant’s request. 
 
Nancy Wood, 10125 Elizabeth Lake Road, shared concerns about air quality related to the demolition 
of the former structure. 
 
Julie Vanderhaven, 10131 Elizabeth Lake, shared concerns about air quality related to the demolition 
of the former structure. 
 
Doug Burns, 10314 Elizabeth Lake Road, shared concerns about the front yard setback variance.  
 
Justin Columbus, 830 Pembroke, stated many of the complaints heard this evening do not relate to the 
variances requested. He stated what the applicant is requesting is reasonable.  
 
Katie Wasson, 51 N. Hulbert, stated the neighbor’s issues with demolition have nothing to do with the 
variance request. She is in support of the applicant’s request.  
 
Chairperson Spencer closed the public hearing at 6:53 P.M. 
 
Member Schillack agreed that there are two different threads of conversation this evening: 
demolition/environmental issues and variance related issues.  
 
Building Official Spencer stated the ordinance does not have language regarding environmental 
concerns, and concerned residents can reach out to the EPA or EGLE about air quality issues. He said 
those issues have been addressed with the contractor. He added an asbestos survey is asked for with 
any demolition permit application, but the state does not require an asbestos survey on single family 
structures (unless four single family structures adjacent are being demolished). 
 
Member Anderson stated that he understood the environmental concerns, and the ZBA shares the 
same concerns regarding air and environmental quality. He added environmental issues are out of the 
jurisdiction of the ZBA in relation to variance approval. 
 
The ZBA discussed the standards from Article 7, Section 37 of the ClearZoning Ordinance: 
 

A. Practical Difficulty 

• Member Seiber stated the lot is narrow in width.  
B. Unique Situation 
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• Member Dehart stated the topography is a unique situation. 

• Member Schillack said not all lots on the lake have the same topography 
C. Not Self-Created 

• The homeowner did not plat the lot. 
D. Substantial Justice 

• Member Seiber said other lots in the area enjoy a shorter setback.  

• Member Schillack stated many of the other homes on the street are close to the road. 
E. Minimum Variance Necessary 

• Member Dehart said non-conformity is being decreased. 

Member Seiber MOVED to approve the 4 variances requested by Alfa Construction Guys, LLC, for 
parcel number 12-27-226-012, identified as 10164 Elizabeth Lake Road, for the purpose of 
remodeling the existing structure. Specifically approving 3 variances from Section 3.1.6 and 1 from 
Section 7.23, to allow a 20.04-ft front yard setback where the ordinance requires a minimum of 35 ft; 
a 7.3 ft west side yard setback where the ordinance requires a minimum of 10 ft; a side yard setback 
of 8.87 ft where the ordinance requires a minimum of 10 ft; and the ability to increase the 
nonconforming setback. 
 
The variance is granted subject to the following conditions: 
 

1. The applicant has shown their ability to meet the standards of Section 7.37 A – E for 
each of the variance requests. 

2. The Applicant shall obtain all necessary permits from the White Lake Township 
Building Division. 

3. No mechanical units, including an HVAC system or generator, shall be placed in the 
front yards or closer than five (5) feet to any side yard lot line or rear lot line. 

4. A foundation certificate shall be required prior to vertical construction. 
5. An as-built survey shall be required to verify the approved setbacks. 
6. All necessary permits from RCOC and the Oakland County Health Division will be 

obtained prior to the issuance of building permits. 
 
Member Anderson supported, and the motion carried with a roll call vote: (5 yes votes). 
(Seiber/yes, Anderson/yes, Spencer/yes, Schillack/yes, Dehart/yes). 
 

NEW BUSINESS 
A. Applicant: Joseph Mannozzi, Owner 

145 Oxbow Lake Rd 
White Lake, MI 48386 
Location:145 Oxbow Lake Rd 
White Lake, MI 48386, identified as 12-27-227-008 
Request: Variance requests from: Sec. 3.1.5 for a side yard variance, and Sec 7.23 A, to 
enlarge a non-conforming structure. 

 
Senior Planner Waligora summarized his report with the ZBA. 
 
Joseph Mannozzi, homeowner, was present. He stated his lot and the configuration of the house on 
the lot are non-conforming and wanted to keep in compliance with the ordinance as much as possible. 
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Member Seiber asked if the addition could be moved south. Mr. Mannozzi said the septic, topography, 
and window access would conflict. Building Official Spencer added moving the addition further south 
would pose issues with the level of the current tri level house. 
 
Chairperson Spencer opened the public hearing at 7:39 P.M. Seeing none, she closed the public hearing 
at 7:39 P.M. 
 
The ZBA discussed the standards from Article 7, Section 37 of the ClearZoning Ordinance: 
 

A. Practical Difficulty 

• Member Dehart said the lot’s topography and current home configuration make a 
practical difficulty. 

B. Unique Situation 

• Member Seiber added the lot is a corner lot. 
C. Not Self-Created 

• The homeowner did not plat the lot and the topography exists. 
D. Substantial Justice 

• Member Schillack stated the proposed plan provided the applicant with substantial 
justice. 

E. Minimum Variance Necessary 

• Member Seiber said the addition was proposed in the best way possible. Member 
Schillack stated the addition is proposed for the flat area of the site. 

 
It was MOVED by Member Schillack approve the variance request from the R-1C District dimensional 
requirements to allow a reduction of the required north side yard setback from 10 feet to 5.4 feet (a 
variance of 4.6 feet) to permit construction of an addition to the existing single-family home, based 
on the findings that the request meets the standards of Section 7.37 (A through E), subject to the 
following conditions:  

1. The addition shall be constructed in substantial compliance with the plans submitted.  
2. No further encroachment into the required side yard setback shall occur without additional 

Zoning Board of Appeals approval.  
3. All necessary permits shall be obtained prior to construction. 

Member Anderson supported and the motion carried with a roll call vote: (5 yes votes). 
(Seiber/yes, Schillack/yes, Spencer/yes, Dehart/yes, Anderson/yes). 

 
B. Applicant: Jeremy Dinverno of Cedar Island Land, LLC, Owner 

6075 Strawberry Circle 
Commerce Twp, MI 48382 
Location:  9945 Cedar Island Rd White Lake, MI 48386, identified as 12-35-151-018 
Request: Variance request from Sec. 7.26.A Nonconforming uses of structures. 

 
Senior Planner Waligora summarized his report with the ZBA. 
 

5

Item A.



 

 

Joseph Samona, representative of the applicant, was present. He stated it was not a request to expand 
the use, and the intention is to only repair the roof. The current roof structure is failing. He explained 
the reasoning for the variance request. 
 
Chairperson Spencer opened the public hearing at 8:01 P.M. She read three letters in favor of the 
applicant’s request into the record.  
 
Member Schillack asked Mr. Samona what will be stored in the structure. Mr. Samona stated there will 
be personal items stored. He stated that commercial related items may be stored in the structure, but 
that won’t be the primary use of storage.  
 
Member Seiber stated the structure needs a roof, and there won’t be a change in the footprint of the 
building. 
 
The ZBA discussed the standards from Article 7, Section 37 of the ClearZoning Ordinance: 
 

A. Practical Difficulty 

• Member Seiber stated the need to repair a dangerous failing roof provides a practical 
difficulty. 

B. Unique Situation 

• Member Dehart stated the roof’s condition is a unique situation 
C. Not Self-Created 

• The applicant did not create damage to the roof. 
D. Substantial Justice 

• Member Dehart said the neighbors will enjoy the improvement to the roof. 
E. Minimum Variance Necessary 

• It is the minimum variance necessary. 

Member Anderson MOVED to approve the variance request from Section 7.26 – Nonconforming 
Uses of Structures to allow a modification to the existing structure that increases the building height 
and overall volume, based on the findings that the request meets the standards of Section 7.37 (A 
through E), subject to the following conditions:  

1. The modification shall be constructed in substantial compliance with the plans submitted.  
2. No further expansion, enlargement, or intensification of the nonconforming use or structure 

shall occur without additional Zoning Board of Appeals approval.  
3. All necessary permits shall be obtained prior to construction.  
4. The applicant is hereby advised that outdoor storage (such as personal construction type 

vehicles and trailers, building materials without an active onsite building permit, long term 
parking of vehicles, etc.) is not permitted on the property unless and until a conforming 
principal use is established in accordance with the Zoning Ordinance. 

Member Seiber supported, and the motion carried with a roll call vote: (5 yes votes). 
(Anderson/yes, Dehart/yes, Spencer/yes, Schillack/yes. Seiber/yes). 
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OTHER BUSINESS 
One meeting is scheduled for next month’s agenda. 
 
NEXT MEETING DATE: April 23, 2026 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
It was MOVED by Member Anderson, seconded by Member Spencer to adjourn at 8:12 P.M. The 
motion carried with a voice vote: (5 yes votes). 

7

Item A.



8

Item A.



9

Item A.



10

Item A.



11

Item A.



5 | P a g e  

 

Section 7.37 – Standards (of Review) 
General variances: The Zoning Board of Appeals may authorize a variance from the strict application of 
the area or dimensional standard of this Ordinance when the applicant demonstrates all of the following 
conditions "A – E". 
 

A. Practical difficulty: A practical difficulty exists on the subject site (such as exceptional narrowness, 
shallowness, shape or area; presence of floodplain; exceptional topographic conditions) and strict 
compliance with the zoning ordinance standards would unreasonably prevent the owner from 
using of the subject site for a permitted use or would render conformity unnecessarily burdensome. 
Demonstration of a practical difficulty shall have a bearing on the subject site or use of the subject 
site, and not to the applicant personally. Economic hardship or optimum profit potential are not  
considerations for practical difficulty. 

B. Unique situation: The demonstrated practical difficult results from exceptional or extraordinary  
circumstances or conditions applying to the subject site at the time the Ordinance was adopted or 
amended which are different than typical properties in the same zoning district or the vicinity. 

C. Not self created: The applicants problem is not self-created. 
D. Substantial justice: The variance would provide substantial justice by granting the property rights 

similar to those enjoyed by the majority of other properties in the vicinity, and other properties in 
the same zoning district.  The decision shall not bestow  upon  the  property  special development 
rights not enjoyed by other properties in the same district, or which might result in substantial 
adverse impacts on properties in the vicinity (such as the supply of light and air, significant 
increases in traffic, increased odors, an increase in the danger of fire, or other activities which may 
endanger the public safety, comfort, morals or welfare). 

E. Minimum variance necessary: The variance shall be the minimum necessary to grant relief created 
by the practical difficulty. 

 
Under no circumstances shall the Board of Appeals grant a variance to allow a use not permissible under 
the terms of this Ordinance in the district involved, or any use expressly or by implication prohibited by the 
terms of this Ordinance in said district. 
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Zoning Board of Appeals Options:  
 
Motion for Approval 
I move to approve the variance request for the property located at 4160 Navarra Ct, Parcel No. 12-07-
177-015, from the R1-D District dimensional requirements to allow a reduction of the required rear yard 
setback from 30 feet to approximately 2.7 feet (a variance of 27.3 feet) and to allow a reduction of the 
required side yard setback by approximately 1.28 feet to accommodate the proposed roof line as shown 
on the submitted plans, in order to permit construction of a covered rear deck attached to the principal 
structure, based on the findings that the request meets the standards of Section 7.37 (A through E), 
subject to the following conditions: 
 

1. The covered at grade deck shall be constructed in substantial compliance with the plans 
submitted.  

2. No further encroachment into the required rear or side yard setbacks shall occur without 
additional Zoning Board of Appeals approval.  

3. The structure shall remain unenclosed (for example, no 3-season room conversion), and any future 
enclosure of the covered at grade deck will require additional review and approval from the ZBA.  

4. All necessary permits shall be obtained prior to construction. 
 
Motion for Denial 
I move to deny the variance request for the property located at 4160 Navarra Ct, Parcel No. 12-07-177-
015, from the R1-D District dimensional requirements to allow a reduction of the required rear yard 
setback from 30 feet to approximately 2.7 feet (a variance of 27.3 feet) and to allow a reduction of the 
required side yard setback by approximately 1.28 feet to accommodate the proposed roof line, in order to 
permit construction of a covered rear deck attached to the principal structure, based on the findings that 
the request does not meet the standards of Section 7.37 (A through E), specifically: 
 

1. The request does not demonstrate a practical difficulty that prevents reasonable use of the 
property, as an at-grade deck is permitted by right to extend into the rear yard.  

2. The circumstances are not unique to the property, as other canal-front properties are subject to 
the same zoning requirements.  

3. The need for the variance is based on the applicant’s preference to construct a roofed structure 
rather than a limitation inherent to the land.  

4. Granting the variance would allow a significant encroachment into the required rear and side yard 
setbacks and may confer a special privilege not enjoyed by other properties.  

5. The request has not demonstrated that the variances are the minimum necessary, given that a 
conforming or less intensive alternative exists. 
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TO:   Zoning Board of Appeals 
 
FROM:   David J. Waligora, AICP, Senior Planner 
 
DATE:   April 10, 2026 
 
RE:   Variance Request – Building Height (Section 3.1.20.E), 8265 White Lake Rd, Parcel 
   No. 12-01-176-004 
 

 
Agenda item:  8B 
 
Appeal Date:  April 23, 2026  
  
Applicant:  Howard Mack, Mack Industries 
   8275 White Lake Rd 
   White Lake, MI 48328 
 
Owners:  Mack Industries of Michigan 
   8265 White Lake Rd 
   White Lake, MI 48383 
  
Address:  8275 White Lake Rd 
   White Lake, MI 48383 
 
Parcel #:  12-01-176-004 
 
Location: South Side of 

White Lake Rd, 
just south of  

 
Zoning:  LM – Light 
Manufacturing 
 
 
Attachments 
1. Application and Letters 
2. Site Plan Sheets 
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Property Description 
The subject property is a 93.245-acre parcel (Parcel No. 12-
01-176-004) with frontage along White Lake Road. The parcel 
is currently, and has historically been, utilized as a concrete 
manufacturing facility. 
 
Aerial imagery from Oakland County indicates that activity 
consistent with a concrete operation existed on the site as 
early as the 1940 aerial. By 1963, the general layout and 
operational footprint of the facility was largely established. 
 
Historically, the area to the north and northeast of the site 
was utilized for gravel mining operations. Since that time, 
those properties have transitioned to single-family 
residential uses. Properties to the north, within Springfield 
Township, are zoned similarly with industrial next to an extension of the single-family neighborhood. To 
the south is State Land, to east is a farm field and rural single-family homes. The property also holds a cell 
tower. 
 
Proposed Variance 
The applicant is currently undergoing site plan review for the construction of a new building associated 
with the existing concrete manufacturing operation. As part of that review, the applicant has identified 
the need for a height variance. 
 
Section 3.1.20.E – Building 
Height establishes a maximum 
permitted building height of 
40 feet. The applicant is 
requesting a variance of 3.83 
feet, resulting in a proposed 
average building height of 
approximately 43.83 feet. 
 
However staff has identified a 
point of further discussion 
with their determination on 
the following page. 
 
 
 
 
 

Lake

AG LM 
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Issue – Building Height Measurement  
The applicant has noted that a similar variance request was 
approved by the Zoning Board of Appeals in 2020, which allowed 
an average building height of approximately 43 feet 3 inches for a 
smaller expansion. The building approved in 2020 utilized a roof 
slope of approximately ¼ inch per foot (12’/0.25”), which is the 
same roof pitch proposed with the current application. 
 
Staff has reviewed the Ordinance provisions related to building 
height and roof types and notes that the Zoning Ordinance does 
not define “flat roof.” However, the Ordinance includes 
a graphic illustrating that building height for flat roofs is 
measured as the vertical distance from grade to the 
highest point of the roof, without averaging. 
 
Based on this review, staff finds that a roof pitch of 
approximately ¼ inch per foot (12’/0.25”) is 
functionally equivalent to a flat roof for purposes of 
evaluating building height. Therefore, the Ordinance requires that building height be measured using the 
maximum height of the structure for this request. 
As shown on the submitted plans, the proposed building has a maximum height of approximately 50 feet 
4 inches, although the applicant has described the building using an average height of approximately 
43.83 feet. 
 
Staff finds that the maximum building height is the appropriate measurement for this structure and that 
the variance request should be evaluated based on that height. The Board may consider this 
interpretation in determining the extent of the variance and in applying the standards of Section 7.37. 
 
Ordinance Analysis  
Section 3.1.20.E of the Zoning Ordinance establishes a maximum permitted building height of 40 feet. The 
applicant has proposed a building with an average height of approximately 43.83 feet, which exceeds this 
standard and requires variance approval from the Zoning Board of Appeals. 
 
The applicant has indicated that the additional height is necessary to accommodate specialized 
equipment associated with the existing industrial use. The Board may consider whether this need is 
inherent to the operation or reflects a design preference. 
 
Staff has also reviewed the method used to determine building height for the proposed structure. The 
applicant has identified the building height based on an average measurement. However, as discussed in 
the Issue section, staff has determined that the maximum building height of approximately 50 feet 4 
inches may be the appropriate measurement under the Ordinance. The Board may consider this 
interpretation in determining the extent of the variance request and in applying the standards of Section 
7.37. 
 
The applicant has also indicated that exterior building lighting will be mounted at a height of 
approximately 25 feet, which is below the maximum height otherwise permitted by the Ordinance. In 

Ch. 2 – Definitions 
 
HEIGHT OF BUILDING 
The vertical distance from the average grade at 
the front of the building to the highest point of 
the roof surface of a flat roof, to the deck line 
for a mansard roof, to the mean height level 
between the eaves and ridge for hip, gabled 
and gambrel roofs. The height of a walk-out 
basement shall not be included in the height of 
the building. 
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addition, the proposed building is setback approximately 175 feet from White Lake Road and includes 
additional evergreen screening along the roadway. The Board may consider these factors in evaluating 
whether the proposed building height would result in adverse visual or lighting impacts. 
 
The Board may also consider that a similar variance request was approved for the subject property in 
2020, allowing an average building height of approximately 43.25 feet (maximum height of 
approximately 44 feet). The current request relies on the same roof pitch and measurement approach, 
which may be relevant in evaluating the relationship between the two approvals. 
 
As such, the proposal does not meet the requirements of Section 3.1.20.E and requires variance approval 
from the Zoning Board of Appeals. The Zoning Board of Appeals must determine whether a variance from 
this section is warranted based on the standards outlined in Section 7.37. 
 
Section 7.37 – Standards (of Review) 
General variances: The Zoning Board of Appeals may authorize a variance from the strict application of 
the area or dimensional standard of this Ordinance when the applicant demonstrates all of the following 
conditions "A – E". 
 

A. Practical difficulty: A practical difficulty exists on the subject site (such as exceptional narrowness, 
shallowness, shape or area; presence of floodplain; exceptional topographic conditions) and strict 
compliance with the zoning ordinance standards would unreasonably prevent the owner from 
using of the subject site for a permitted use or would render conformity unnecessarily burdensome. 
Demonstration of a practical difficulty shall have a bearing on the subject site or use of the subject 
site, and not to the applicant personally. Economic hardship or optimum profit potential are not  
considerations for practical difficulty. 

B. Unique situation: The demonstrated practical difficult results from exceptional or extraordinary  
circumstances or conditions applying to the subject site at the time the Ordinance was adopted or 
amended which are different than typical properties in the same zoning district or the vicinity. 

C. Not self created: The applicants problem is not self-created. 
D. Substantial justice: The variance would provide substantial justice by granting the property rights 

similar to those enjoyed by the majority of other properties in the vicinity, and other properties in 
the same zoning district.  The decision shall not bestow  upon  the  property  special development 
rights not enjoyed by other properties in the same district, or which might result in substantial 
adverse impacts on properties in the vicinity (such as the supply of light and air, significant 
increases in traffic, increased odors, an increase in the danger of fire, or other activities which may 
endanger the public safety, comfort, morals or welfare). 

E. Minimum variance necessary: The variance shall be the minimum necessary to grant relief created 
by the practical difficulty. 

 
Under no circumstances shall the Board of Appeals grant a variance to allow a use not permissible under 
the terms of this Ordinance in the district involved, or any use expressly or by implication prohibited by the 
terms of this Ordinance in said district. 
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Zoning Board of Appeals Options:  
 
Motion for Approval 
I move to approve the variance request for the property located at 8265 White Lake Rd, Parcel No. 12-01-
176-004, to allow a building height of up to approximately 50 feet 4 inches, where 40 feet is permitted 
under Section 3.1.20.E of the Zoning Ordinance. 
 
This approval is based on the following findings: 
 

1. A practical difficulty exists related to the established industrial use of the property and the need to 
accommodate specialized equipment within the proposed structure.  

2. The conditions are unique to the subject property due to its size, long-standing industrial use, and 
development history.  

3. The situation was not self-created.  
4. Granting the variance will provide substantial justice by allowing continued use of the property in 

a manner consistent with similar industrial properties and prior approvals, and is not expected to 
result in significant adverse impacts due to the building’s setback, lighting design, and proposed 
screening.  

5. The request represents the minimum necessary to provide relief.  
 

This approval is subject to the following conditions: 
 

• The building shall not exceed a maximum height of 50 feet 4 inches as shown on the submitted 
plans.  

• Exterior lighting shall be installed in accordance with the application, with mounting heights not to 
exceed approximately 25 feet.  

• Proposed landscaping and screening, including evergreen plantings along White Lake Road, shall 
be installed and maintained. 

 
Motion for Denial 
I move to deny the variance request for the property located at 8265 White Lake Rd, Parcel No. 12-01-
176-004, to allow a building height of up to approximately 50 feet 4 inches, where 40 feet is permitted 
under Section 3.1.20.E of the Zoning Ordinance. 
 
This denial is based on the following findings: 
 

1. A practical difficulty has not been sufficiently demonstrated, as the need for additional building 
height appears to be related to operational preferences rather than conditions inherent to the 
property.  

2. The circumstances are not unique to the subject property, as other properties in the district are 
subject to the same height limitations.  

3. The situation is considered self-created, as the applicant is proposing a new structure that exceeds 
the requirements of the Zoning Ordinance.  

4. Granting the variance could result in special privileges not enjoyed by other properties in the 
district and may alter established dimensional standards.  

5. The request does not represent the minimum necessary to provide relief. 
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White Lake Township Zoning Ordinance 

clearzoning
® i 

HEIGHT OF BUILDING (BUILDING HEIGHT). The 

vertical distance from the average grade at the 

front of the building to the highest point of the roof 

surface of a flat roof, to the deck line for a mansard 

roof, to the mean height level between the eaves 

and ridge for hip, gabled and gambrel roofs. The 

height of a walk-out basement shall not be included 

in the height of the building.  

 

HOME OCCUPATION. Any occupation, business, 

personal or professional service customarily 

engaged in by residents in their dwelling, (not 

including breezeway or garage, attached or 

detached), which use is clearly incidental and 

secondary to the use of the dwelling for dwelling 

purposes, is not offensive and does not change the 

residential character thereof. A home occupation 

includes the use of a single-family residence by its 

occupant for the purpose of providing instruction in 

a craft or fine art, per Section 204 of P.A. 110 of 

2006, as may be amended from time to time, 

known as the Michigan Zoning Enabling Act (M.C.L. 

125.3101 et seq.).  

 

HOTEL.  A building occupied or used as a more or 

less temporary abiding place of individuals or 

groups of individuals with or without meals, and in 

which there are more than five (5) sleeping rooms, 

and in which no provisions are made for cooking in 

any individual room. 

 

IMPROVEMENTS.  Features and actions associated 

with a project that are considered necessary by the 

body or official granting zoning approval to protect 

natural resources or the health, safety, and welfare of 

the residents of a local unit of government and future 

users or inhabitants of the proposed project or project 

area, including roadways, lighting, utilities, sidewalks, 

screening, and drainage. Improvements do not 

include the entire project that is the subject of zoning 

approval.  

 

JUNK.  Any motor vehicles, machinery, appliances, 

product or merchandise with parts missing or scrap 

metals, or other refuse, or parts of any of the above 

named or enumerated items, such as fenders, 

motors, electric motors and like materials. 

 

JUNK YARD.  Any establishment or premises where 

worn-out or discarded material is bought, kept, sold 

and/or stored; also any premises upon which two 

(2) or more unlicensed used motor vehicles which 

cannot be operated under their own power are kept 

or stored for, a period of fifteen (15) days or more. 
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APPROXIMATE.  NO GUARANTEE IS EITHER EXPRESSED OR
IMPLIED AS TO THE COMPLETENESS OR ACCURACY THEREOF.
THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE EXCLUSIVELY RESPONSIBLE FOR
DETERMINING THE EXACT UTILITY LOCATIONS AND ELEVATIONS
PRIOR TO THE START OF CONSTRUCTION.
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EX. U.G. ELEC,MANHOLE & METER
EX. GAS LINE
EX. GAS VALVE & GAS LINE MARKER
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EX. UNIDENTIFIED STRUCTURE
EX. MAILBOX, SIGN  & GUARD POST
EX. LIGHT POLE & YARD LIGHT
EX. PUBLIC LIGHTING MANHOLE
EX. FENCE
EX. GUARD RAIL
EX. DEC. TREE, CONIFEROUS TREE & SHRUB
EX. TREE TAG, & TREE LINE
EX. SPOT ELEVATION
EX. CONTOUR
EX. WETLAND
IRON FOUND / SET
NAIL FOUND / NAIL & CAP SET
BRASS PLUG SET
MONUMENT FOUND / SET
SECTION CORNER FOUND
RECORDED / MEASURED / CALCULATED

LEGEND:

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:
(Per Oakland County)

PARCEL ID 12-01-176-004
Land in the Township of White Lake, Oakland County, Michigan, described as
follows:

T3N, R8E, SEC 1 PART OF E 1/2 OF NW FRAC 1/4 LYING SLY OF RELOC
WHITE LAKE RD EXC THAT PART IN PCL BEG AT PT DIST N 87-19-55 W
6.73 FT & N 88-34-10 W 195.66 FT FROM N 1/4 COR, TH S 03-22-50 W
238.05 FT, TH N 88-34-10 W 133.07 FT, TH N 03-22-50 E 238.05 FT, TH S
88-34-10 E 133.07 FT TO BEG, ALSO PART OF W 1/2 OF NE FRAC 1/4
BEG AT N 1/4 COR, TH S 87-39-00 E 306.43 FT, TH S 01-15-20 W 1386.22
FT, TH N 89-05-00 W 308.50 FT, TH N 01-20-34 E 1393.90 FT TO BEG,
ALSO PART OF W 1/2 OF NE FRAC 1/4 & PART OF E 1/2 OF NW FRAC 1/4
BEG AT PT DIST S 87-39-00 E 306.43 FT FROM N 1/4 COR, TH S 87-39-00
E 510.08 FT, TH S 01-15-20 W 1373.46 FT, TH N 89-05-00 W 510 FT, TH N
01-15-20 E 1386.22 FT TO BEG EXC BEG AT PT DIST S 87-39-00 E 306.31
FT FROM N 1/4 COR, TH S 87-39-00 E 460.44 FT, TH ALG CURVE
CONCAVE NWLY, RAD 910 FT, CHORD BEARS S 81-54-36 W 329.95 FT,
DIST OF 331.79 FT, TH N 87-38-42 W 134.81 FT, TH N 01-15-20 E 59.79 FT
TO BEG 90.95 A 11-2-20 FR 003 & 201-005

BENCHMARKS:
(GPS DERIVED - NAVD88)

BM #300
SET BENCH TIE IN THE SOUTHWEST FACE OF A POWER POLE
LOCATED APPROX. 172' EAST FROM THE NORTHEAST BUILDING
CORNER.
ELEV -1031.31

BM #301
SCRIBED '+' ONT HE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF A CONCRETE FROST
SLAB LOCATED ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF THE BUILDING, APPROX. 80'
SOUTHEAST FROM THE SOUTHWEST BUILDING CORNER.
ELEV - 1030.26

BM #302
DIMPLE ON THE NORTH RIM OF A STORM MANHOLE LOCATED APPROX.
193' NORTHWEST FROM THE NORTHWEST BUILDING CORNER.
ELEV - 1029.96

OVERALL SITE
PLAN

C-3.0

0 15 30 60

SCALE: 1" = 30'

SITE DATA TABLE:

SITE AREA: 93.20 ACRES (4,059,923 SF.) NET AND GROSS

ZONING: LM - LIGHT MANUFACTURING

PROPOSED USE: MANUFACTURING
(EXISTING 14,000 SF. + PROPOSED ADDITIONAL 134,580

SF.)
OFFICE
(PROPOSED 3,440 SF.)

BUILDING INFORMATION:
· MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE BUILDING HEIGHT = 40 FT.(2 STORIES)
· PROPOSED BUILDING HEIGHT = 1 STORY

HIGH POINT = 45'-4"
LOW POINT = 37'-4"
AVERAGE HEIGHT = 41'-4"

**DOES NOT COMPLY - VARIANCE REQUESTED

· BUILDING FOOTPRINT AREA

= PR. + EX. MANUFACTURING = 14,000 SF. + 134,580 SF. = 148,580  SF.
= PROPOSED OFFICE = 3,440 SF.
= EXISTING EAST SITE BUILDINGS = 46,197 SF.

TOTAL = 148,580 + 3,440 + 46,197 = 198,217 SF.

· BUILDING LOT COVERAGE = 198217 / 4,059,923 = 4.88%

SETBACK REQUIREMENTS: REQUIRED: PROPOSED:
· FRONT (NORTH) 175.24' 70'
· SIDE (EAST) 192.97' 50'
· SIDE (WEST) 1026.38' (EXISTING) 50'
· REAR (SOUTH) 564.38' 100'

PARKING CALCULATIONS:

REQUIRED
· PER OWNER NEEDS, PARKING IS CURRENTLY MET AND WILL CONTINUE

TO BE MET WITHIN THE EXISTING NORTHERN PARKING LOT.

SITE SOILS INFORMATION:
ACCORDING TO THE USDA NATURAL RESOURCES CONSERVATION SERVICE
WEB SOIL SURVEY FOR OAKLAND COUNTY, THE SITE CONSISTS OF THE
FOLLOWING SOIL TYPES:

REFER TO MAP AND LEGEND ON THIS SHEET
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CODE QTY BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME SIZE CONTAINER SPACING DESIGNATION REMARKS

EVERGREEN TREES
AB8 10 ABIES BALSAMEA BALSAM FIR 8` HT. B&B PER PLAN NATIVE
PG8 16 PICEA GLAUCA WHITE SPRUCE 8` HT. B&B PER PLAN NATIVE
PS8 5 PINUS STROBUS EASTERN WHITE PINE 8` HT. B&B PER PLAN NATIVE

31 SUBTOTAL:

PLANT SCHEDULE

EAST END (A, B)

WEST END (A, B)
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