
Charleston Township Zoning Board of Appeals 
November 5, 2020 

 
 
Call To Order:   
 
The meeting was called to order at 7 p.m. by the Vice-Chair Don Balkema who led those present in the 
pledge of allegiance to the flag. 
 
Roll Call of Officers: 
 
Roll was called and members present were:  Linda Locey, Don Kramer, Jim Whitehead and Don Balkema.  
Absent: Mark Appelgren.  Also in attendance were Jerry Vander Roest, Randy and April Davidson, Jim 
Doster, Timothy Hagenbuch, the Bowmans, Bert Gale and Kelly Largent from AGS. 
 
Adoption of Proposed Agenda: 
 
Kramer/Locey moved to approve the agenda as presented. 
 
Approval of Minutes: 
 
Locey/Whitehead moved to approve the minutes of February 6, 2020 as presented.  CARRIED. 
 
Public Hearing:  The Chairman opened the public meeting.    
 
Variance Request: 
 
Randy and April Davidson 
14581 Lonchar Dr  
Climax, MI  49034   
3908-27-451-070  
R-2 zoning classification 
 
The Vice-Chairman, Don Balkema, asked Mr. Davidson to explain his revised request for a variance.  Mr. 
Jim Doster, speaking for Mr. Davidson, explained that he wanted to make the lot less non-conforming 
and livable.  The Davidsons wanted to remove the garage and gable end termites).  In the front of the 
house, they wanted to pour a 9-foot basement slab, remodel the existing septic system, level the house, 
make a walk out basement, and remove the fireplace. 
 
The Summary Review, provided by the Zoning Administrator, stated that the applicant is requesting 
variances for the front yard setback and side setback (Article XX), the expansion of a nonconforming 
building (Article XXVII Section 27.3), and the repair, maintenance and restoration of a nonconforming 
building (Article XXVIIII Section 27.4).  
 
The Vice-Chairman explained that to grant the variances, the request had to meet certain standards (as 
specified in Section 28.8 of the Charleston Township Zoning Ordinance).  He also explained that the 
project had to be started within six months and, if the variance request was not approved, the 
Davidsons had to wait a year before they could apply again. 



 
Mr. Balkema noted the difficulties with the shape of the property. He also noted neighbors of the 
Davidsons were supportive of the request. 
The Board started to review the requirements of Section 28.8 
1a.  The Board agreed that it was not the fault of the Davidsons that they have a septic system that                         

limits them. 
1b. Yes, the variance will not affect adjoining property or be a substantial detriment to such 

property. 
1c Yes, the spirit of the ordinance will be observed, and public safety secured. 
1d Yes, the variance will ensure that the property may be used similar to other properties in the 

same zone. 
2 Not an issue 
3 Not an issue as they didn’t create termite or septic system issues. 
 
Whitehead/Locey moved/seconded to approve variances for the front yard and side setbacks and for 

the repair, maintenance and restoration of a nonconforming building.  Roll Call Vote:  
Whitehead – Y; Locey – Y; Balkema – Y; Kramer – Y.  CARRIED 

 
Variance Request: 
 
Timothy Hagenbuch 
12778 Fort Custer Dr 
Galesburg, MI  49053 
3908-17-276-020 
R-3 zoning classification  
 
The Chairman asked Mr. Hagenbuch to explain his request for a variance.  Mr. Hagenbuch said that he 
needed a 10’ x 16’ shed to store outdoor items and wanted to put it in the rear yard, but he had an odd 
pie-shaped lot that didn’t allow him to meet the zoning ordinance rear yard setback of 20 feet.  He 
asked for a 6-foot setback.  The west side yard would interfere with an egress window and generator 
and the east side yard has his septic system.  His neighbor sent a letter of support. 
 
The Board inspected the Summary Review furnished by the Zoning Administrator and then began the 
review of the variance standards based on Section 28.8.  They made the following findings by consensus: 
 
Accessory Building: 
 
1a. Board agreed applicant met standards, due to the unusual size and shape of the property, and 

the implications of the river frontage. 
1b. Board agreed applicant met standards, as there was no evidence of view blockage from other 

property or any other apparent substantial detriment. 
1c. Board agreed applicant met standards, because the variance will allow the spirit (purpose) of 

the ordinance to be observed and public safety observed 
1d. Board agreed applicant met standards, because granting the variance ensures that the property 

may be used in a manner specified by the zoning classification and similar to other properties in  
the same zone. 

2. Not an issue. 
3. Not an issue 



 
Locey/Whitehead moved/seconded to approve the request for a variance of 6 feet from the rear yard 
setback for an accessory building (shed)as presented by applicant.  Roll Call Vote:  Balkema- Y; Locey – 
Y; Kramer – Y; Whitehead – Y.   CARRIED 
 
Whitehead/Balkema moved/seconded to adjourn meeting.  CARRIED.  Meeting adjourned at 7:43 p.m. 
 


