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CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF BLOOMFIELD

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

Notice is hereby given that the Zoning Board of Appeals will hold a public hearing at the
Bloomfield Township Hall, 4200 Telegraph Road, on TUESDAY, May 15, 2012 at 7:00
P.M. to consider the following appeal:

Seeking approval for proposed 4 ft. high black viny! fencing and proposed 6 ft. high
wooden fencing to enclose a portion of the rear yard for dog containment, set back 16 ft.
from the easterly rear property line, 16 ft. from the southerly side property line, and 3 ft.
from the northerly side property, Section 29, Wingcroft Subdivision, Lot 1. The Code of
the Charter Township of Bloomfield, Section 8, Article II, Section 8-26 states that dog
enclosures must be located in a rear yard and set back a minimum of sixteen (16) ft. from
a side lot line and twenty-five (25) ft. from a rear lot line, and shall require the review and
approval of the Zoning Board of Appeals. The Code of the Charter Township of
Bloomfield, Section 42-5.7 states that fences in a residential district must be located in a
side or rear yard and shall not exceed four (4) ft. in height.

(J. & S. Tardella, 5865 Wingcroft Court, 19-29-252-008)

Described As: Section 29, Wingcroft Subdivision, Lot 1
Sidwell No: 19-29-252-008

Comments regarding this proposal may be provided at the public hearing or by contacting
the Planning Division in writing,

Patricia Voelker, Director
Planning, Building and Ordinance

Dated: April 26, 2012

NOTE: The Charter Township of Bloomfield will provide necessary, reasonable
auxiliary aids and services at all meetings to individuals with disabilities. All such
requests must be made at least five days prior to said meeting. Individuals with
disabilities requiring auxiliary aids or services should contact the Bloomfield Township
Planning Division by writing or calling the following: Planning Division, P.O. Box 489,
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48303-0489 - Telephone: (248) 433-7795 - Fax: (248) 433-
7729.
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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS APPLICATION -3

NON-USE OR DIHVENSIONAL VARIANCE STANDARDS QUESTIONNAIRE

A Non-Use or dimensional Variance is a variance from any standard requirement of the ordinance such as deviation
from setbacks, parking, landscaping, density, height or bulk regulations. A non-use or dimensional variance requires
you to prove practical difficulty. The standards the Zoning Board of Appeals will use in determining whether a
practical difficulty exists require you to provide responses to the following questions. Additional information may be
attached.

1. Why would strict compliance with the zoning ordinance prevent you from using your proper‘cy for a permitted
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4. Describe the circumstances unique to your property (that are not generally applicable in the immediate area or to
other properties in the same zoning district), which create the need for the variance.
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5. Explam why the need for the requested variance is not self created (due to the actions of the applicant, owner, or

their predecessors).
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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS APPLICATION -4

PERMISSION REQUEST FOR ACCESSORY STRUCTURES/USES QUESTIONNAIRE

Section 42-5.1 of the Bloomfield Township Zoning Ordinance provides that all accessory structurzs proposed to be
added to a lot containing an already existing principal building or use shall be subject to review and approval of the
Zoning Board of Appeals. Specifically, the Board of Zoning Appeals when considering whether to approve an
accessory structure that is proposed shall apply the standards that are set forth in Section 42-7.6. All uses as listed in
any district requiring Board approval for a permit shall be of such location, size, and charact:r that, in general, it will
be in harmony with the appropriate and orderly development of adjacent properties. The standards the Zoning Board
of Appeals will use in determining whether an accessory structure should be approved require you to provide
responses to the following questions. Additional information may be attached.

1. What is the nature and intensity of the use and how will it affect adjoining properties?

7! black chain link feace as deg enclsure, Propesa ( plates fence
wiThin wesdline on 3 sides

2. How will the size, layout, and its relation to pedestrian and vehicular traffic to and from the use, cause disruption
to adjacent properties?

There will be o ois replhion to ad jacent pre e fie s

3. How will the location and height of buildings; the location, nature and height of walls, fences; and the nature and
extent of landscaping of the site be such that it will not negatively impact adjacent land and buildings?
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4. How will the nature, location, size, and site layout be harmonious to the neighborhood?
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5. How \;vm the location, size, intensity, and site layout be objectionable to nearby dwellings, by reasons of noise,
fumes or flash of lights to a greater degree than is normal, or interfere with adequate supply of light or air, or
increase the danger of fire or otherwise endanger the public safety? :
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April 2, 2012

Zoning Board of Appeals, Bloomfield Township Planning Division
P.O. Box 489, 4200 Telegraph Road
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48303-0489

Dear Members of the Board of Appeals;

We would like to build a fence around our backyard for privacy and to contain our pets. We bought our house, in part, for
the large lot, and the privacy, and have enjoyed living at 5865 Wingcroft Court for over eight years. Two years ago, we
spent more than $20,000 to replace our septic tank, which involved removing 25 trees and re-landscaping our lot. We now
have rolling hills and woods, and in the summer, could not see any houses. In October 2011, construction began on the lot
immediately to our north, 4247 Carey Lane. The house is two stories and sits on a shallow lot. The house seems quite
close to our property line, 35’ at one point. We share the entire back line of their property with our side property line--we
have been spoiled with the previously empty lot. We began to think about how we might attain some privacy while being
considerate of our new neighbors and maintaining as much of the natural landscape as possible. We consulted a fencing
contractor to discuss our options. As our son and daughter, still living at home, have two dogs, we wanted also to contain
our pets.

We asked Rob Ford, of Complete Fencing, to draw up a plan for a black chain link fence. We chose black chain link as we
thought it would interfere least with the view of the woods in our natural setting. We planned to plant evergreens for privacy
along our north property line, (although are now proposing a 6' wood privacy fence as it is a cheaper option than
evergreens). Mr. Ford submitted a proposal for the 4’ chain link fence in January 2012, which was declined because we
have dogs and did not include a 16’ set back. If we install a fence which cuts into our property 16’ around, we lose an
enormous amount of yard. This is a real deterrent; when we sell our home, the fence will indicate a much smaller lot than
the title. While | do not understand the 16’ setback rule, | know this is not the forum to change that rule. | can say, however,
that the fencing decisions we are considering today should not affect the resale value of our home when our dogs may well
move on with our son and daughter.

We are asking you to consider a new proposal, one that includes two specific variance requests; a 6’ high wood privacy
fence running approximately 100’ of our 201’ north property line, and a waiver of the 16’ set-back rule for the privacy fence
and chain link fence running on this same line, on the north side of our property. On the east side of our property—the back
side—we want to install the black chain link fence 16’ from our property line, not 25’ feet as mandated by the Township
ordinance. Our proposal complies with 16’ from the south property line. Our house sits closest to the north property line,
approximately 34', and is quite close to the new house. This is the area where we would like to install a privacy fence. If we
install this fence 16’ from our north property line, and 25’ from our east property line, for all practical purposes, we lose a
significant portion of our property.

Thank you for your consideration,
Sally Tardella
RECEIVED APR 02 2012
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PROPOSED FENCE TYPE
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