
MEDINA TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

PUBLIC HEARING
MAY 20,2009

PUBLIC HEAIIING
Vice Chair West called the public hearing of the Medina Township Board of Zoning
Appeals to order at 7:30 p.nt. Board members West, Karson and DeMichael werc present.
Altemate mcmbers Sleve llusc a:rd Lrnda DeHoff sat in for a full Board. Vice ('hair West
introduced the lloard mcnrbers and explained the public hearing procedure to those
present.

Variance Rcquests

Madachik variance rcquest-3357 Granger lld,
Vice Chair Wcst revierved the application. 

-l 
he applicant rvas Paul N4adachik. The

property requiring the vuriance-3357lirangcr Rd. Present Zoning-RR I)istrict. Previous
Requests-Nonc. Var iat ion Requcslecl :  Sect ion 401.3D l . ' ront Yard Depth-100 f t .  exclusive
of lhe road rrght of r.val'. Front vard Depth needcd-80 ft. Variancc needed-20 ft. to
construct a porch and steps.
The reason for the variance rcquest:
When the home rvas built the setback rcquirenlcnt ras 80 ft. This has changed to 100 ft.
Undcr the original law, I *'oultl no1 ncc'ri this r,ariance. I nced the zoning board to
approve a variance to the origina) 80-Jl. for nrc to ad(l a front porch to my homc.

A letter rvas received thot *as in su1:rport of lhe variancc rcquest. (Scc t'r)c).

'l 
he applicant, Mr. Madachik was sworn in. N4r. Madachik stated currcnlll' on the front of

the house there is a 5-fl. concrelc porch. 'fhe 
curent sctback from the liont ofthe house

is 95 ft. Wilh the original sctback of 80 It. it nrct the requirernents. Now the front yard
sctback is 100 f t .  and the exist ing porch is nol  in conrpl iance. Mr.  Madachik statcd he
would like to rcmove the existing porch ard replace it with a porch and a 5-6 11. staircase.
l-andscaping rvould also bc incorport(ed.

l\,1r. Iluse asked if this u'ould bc l covcrccl polclr'? Mr. Madachik strtted 1'L's thcre rvould
be a roof ovcr the porch.

Mrs. Karsorr stated thc housc ncxl  to thc N' ludlchik 's i t lso sat c loscl  lo thr 's l recl .  lv l r .
Madachik stated I'cs and that $'irs thc individLral qlxr sent the lctter in supporl ol'thc
var iancc. I  Ie addcd the int l i r , ic lLral  scrr t  in a lct lc l  because thev werc in sunrrort  of ' the
irnprovement he rvantcd 10 r)rakc lo his ltonrc.

Mr.  Madachik askcd i f  the l loard approvcd thc lar i i ince and u'r th in thci l  d iscret ion; that
they consider lhat the need lbr this varjlnce rvas not sontcthing hc created antl therefbre
should be sornc recluct ion in t l rc $275.00 r 'ar iancc tee. Mr.  lv{adachik stated hc real izecl
there was a cosl involved in har lng 5 individuals in the decision process but his
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improvement would add value to the community and was not a result ofanv aclions on
his part but the lact that the setback was changed by the Torlnship.

Vice Chair West stated to waive lees you ntight not as well charge at all and to change
fees is a diftlcult process. Vice Chair \tr/est stated hc did not believe this BoarL{ had the
authority to rvaive fees and added he did no1 think jt would be appropriate for this
situation where a variance is involved hut anpreciated Mr. Madachik's comnlcnts.

The Board then revicned the Factors.

L Will the property vicld a reasonablc relurn or a bcneficial use rvithout the variance
request? The Board stated yes.

2.  Is the r .ar iance substant ial ' l ' fhe Board statcd i t  was a 209/o vaf iance.
3. Whether the essential chatracter o1'the ncighborhood rvould be substantiallr. altered or

aclloining propefl) or.vncrs sul]'er a substarrtial dctrintent if thc variancc is granted?
l'he Iloard statecl no. as lhc resiclencc next to this property is closer 10 the strecl.

4.  Wi l l  the grant ing ol ' the vurr iance adversel l 'a l ' fect  the dcl i lcry ol  gor,crnntental
services? The Iloard slaled ro.

5. Did the froperly orvncr purchasc thc prqrcrty rvith the knowledge o1'thc zoning
restrictions? Ihe Board stalerl rvhether tllc property owner was arvarc oflhem or so
they are deenrcd to be au'are of them.

6. Whether thc problcrn can be solved by sornc othcr manner othcr than the granting of'
the variance? 

'fhe 
lloard statcd it vvouid be reasonably dilllcult to put a porch rvith

steps on the htrme .
7. Does thc- granling of thc variance uphold the spirit antl intent olthe Zoning

Resolution? 
-l 

hc Board statc(l ycs givcn all ofthcse lactors to bc considered.

Mr. Euse made motion to grant a 20-1i. front vard sctback variance 1-or llre property
located at 3357 Ciranger lld. lor the purposc o1'thc construction ofa covercd porch and
steps. I t  was seconded i  1 N4rs.  Kirrson.
ROLL CALI--Eusc-yes. Karson-yeii. I)eN4ichael-1'es. I)e lJol'l'-1'es, \\lest-\,es.

'[he 
variance rcqucsl $ as grantcd.

Minutes
No minutes rvcre approvcd as therc u'as not a aluorunr pfcsent this cvcning of nrembt'rs
who r.vcre in attendance lt the Scptember and Novembcr rnectings.

Having no tirrther trusinc-ss bcfirre the Ikrard, thc hearing of l}xrrcl o1'Zoning Appeals
r.vas oflicialJ1'adjoLrntetJ at 7:,14 p.nr.
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Respectfully Submitted,

Kim Ferencz
Zoning Secretary

/ 'T
William West, Vice Chairman


