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SAUGATUCK TOWNSHIP ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 

Tuesday August 19, 2025 
 

Draft 
 

The Saugatuck Zoning Board of Appeals met in a special meeting on August 19, 2025 at 
3.00 PM, at the township hall on Blue Star Highway, Saugatuck, MI 49453. 
 

Present: Tammy Kerr, Cathrine Dritsas, Patrick Steward, Harry Adams 
Absent: Denise Webstrer, excused 
Also present: Township Attorney Nick Curcio, Lynee Wells Planner, Cindy 
Osman Clerk, Morgan Coulston, support staff 

 
Chairman Dritsas called the meeting to order at 3:00 P.M.  
 
Minutes of the July 27, 2024 were not available for review.   
 
There were no public comments.   
 
It was noted that the dimensional variance for 0320-022-024-14 has been withdrawn,   
 
Motion by Kerr, supported by Steward to approve the agenda as amended, carried 4-0 
 
New Business: 
 
An application for a use determination and appeal of decision for the property at 6528 
Blue Star Highway was reviewed. Zoning Administrator Wells had referred the decision 
to determine if this proposed use was permitted in this zone district to the Planning 
Commission.  The Planning Commission determined that it was not a permitted use.   
 
The applicant is requesting that the decision of the Planning Commission be overturned.   
 
Seth Arthur representing the applicant, made a presentation with four points that should 
be considered. 
 

1. The Planning Commission does not have the authority to make this determination. 
2. Planning Commission member Webster had at least the appearance of a conflict 

of interest. 
3. The use will be administrative offices; this use is permitted because case law has 

determined that uses allowed trump intent and  
4. The use of the attached garage is for accessory storage, and if you don’t trust the 

applicant, the ZBA could make it a condition that could be enforced.   
 
Nick Curcio, Township Attorney, responded to the four points and recommends as 
follows: 
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1. Planning Commission does have the authority to make the determination in the 
course of site plan review.   

2. Conflict of interest is not a basis to reverse, if there is an actual conflict, which he 
does not believe exists.   

3. He does not have an opinion on the issue of whether or not the intent section can 
be used to make the determination, but it could be overturned by circuit court. 

4. The ZBA could make the “no storage” a condition of approval.   
 
Dritsas opened the public hearing at 3:25.   
 
Nichole Lewis of 6515 Sanctuary Trail is glad they removed the detached accessory 
building from the plan, but the garage at 37% of the footprint of the main building seems 
unusually large.   
 
The public hearing was closed at 3:30. 
 
There was some discussion about the percentage of the garage as to floor area or 
footprint.   
 
The board determined to vote on each of the four points. 
 
A motion by Adams, supported by Kerr to determine that the Planning Commission did 
have the authority to rule on decide if it was an approved use.  The motion carried 4-0.   
 
A motion was made by Adams to reject the assertion that Webster had a conflict of 
interest, supported by Stewart, motion carried 4-0. 
 
A motion was made by Stewart, to reverse the Planning Commission decision that the 
proposed use was not a permitted use, supported by Adams, motion carried 4-0.   
 
A motion was made by Kerr to add the condition that the property is not to be used for 
storage and distribution supported by Adams.  Motion failed 0-4.   
 
A motion was made by Stewart to add the condition that the property is not to be used for 
commercial storage and distribution supported by Adams.  Motion carried 4-0. 
 
Meeting was adjourned at 3:55 pm.   
 
The next meeting will be September 16, Tuesday, September 16, 2025, at 3:00.   
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Cindy Osman, Clerk.   
 
 
 


