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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
OCTOBER 6, 2015 

REGULAR MEETING 
MINUTES 

 
 

The regular meeting of the Zoning Board of Appeals was called to order by Chair Berthold 
at 6:30 p.m. in the City Chambers at 159 East Maumee Street. 
 
Present:  Mike Berthold Chair  
   Cindy Bily  Vice Chair 
   John Dudas  City Commissioner 
   Mike Jacobitz 
   Maralee Koleski 
   Gerry Burg(Alternate)  
 
 

 
 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE 
JUNE 2, 2015, REGULAR MEETING 

 
There were no corrections to the minutes.  Board Member Jacobitz moved that the 
Minutes of the June 2, 2015 regular meeting be approved.  Board Member Bily supported.  
Motion supported and carried unanimously. 
 

 
 

 
 

CASE NO. 15-021 
REQUEST FOR VARIANCE AT 

634 OAKWOOD AVE. 
 

 
Sean Cook, the applicant, was present to speak and answer questions. The applicant is 
proposing to build an addition to his garage and an attached accessory structure on the 
east side of his property located at 634 Oakwood Ave.  Applicant recently purchased 
from the City a small amount of contiguous land on the eastern side of his property.   
 
The Applicant’s property is zoned R-4, which allows two accessory buildings.  Applicant 
explained that because of the unusual shape of the parcel, there is very little room in the 
rear yard for any accessory building.  The applicant’s intent when purchasing the 
additional land from the City was to enlarge the side yard for a new large attached 
accessory building.  Applicant intends to store business and personal related vehicles 
and tools in the accessory building. 
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Chairman Berthold read through the Zoning Ordinance Criteria for Review; 
 
The standards for review of variance requests are found in the Adrian Zoning/Development Regulations, 
Section 27.05 (3).   

 
SECTION 27.05 AUTHORIZED APPEALS:   The Board of Zoning Appeals shall hear the following specified 
categories of appeals in accordance with the following standards: 

3.  Variance:  The Board of Zoning Appeals shall have the power to authorize specific variance from 
site development requirements such as lot area and width regulations, building height and bulk 
regulations, yard width and depth regulations, off‐street parking and loading space requirements, 
of this ordinance, provided that all the required findings listed below are met: 

a. That there are practical difficulties or unnecessary hardships which prevent carrying out 
the strict  letter of this Ordinance.   These hardships or difficulties shall not be deemed 
economic, but shall be evaluated in terms of the use of a particular parcel of land. 

    

b. That a genuine hardship exists because of unique circumstances or physical condition 
such as narrowness, shallowness, shape, or topography of the property  involved, or to 
the intended use of the property, that do not generally apply to other property uses in 
the same zoning district, and shall not be recurrent in nature. 

c. That the hardship or special conditions or circumstances do not result from actions of the 
applicant.     

d.  That  the  variance  will  be  in  harmony  with  the  general  purpose  and  intent  of  this 
Ordinance and will not cause a  substantial adverse effect upon  surrounding property, 
property values, and the use and enjoyment of property in the neighborhood or district. 

 

e.  That granting the variance will not confer on the applicant any special privilege that  is 
denied by this Ordinance to other lands, structures or buildings in the same district. 
    

f.  That  the  variance  requested  is  the  minimum  amount  necessary  to  overcome  the 
inequality inherent in the particular property or mitigate the hardship. 

g.  That the variance shall not permit the establishment, within a district, of any use which is 
not permitted by right within the zoning district, or any use for which a special use permit 
or a temporary use permit is required. 

   
   

 
 
 
Finding that all the criteria had been meet, Board Member Jacobitz moved that the 
Zoning Board of Appeals approve the Request for a variance.  Board Member Dudas 
supported.  A roll call vote was made. 
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In Favor of Motion: Koleski, Jacobitz, Bily, Dudas, Berthold 
 
Against Motion: none 
 
Motion carried:  unanimously 

 
 

 
 

There being no further business the meeting adjourned at 6:41 p.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
David Rohr, Planning & Zoning Administrator 
 


