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Sands Township 
Zoning Board of Appeals 

August 6, 2013 
 

1. Call to Order at 6:30 p.m. by Chair Rick Nelson. 

2. Roll Call:  R. Nelson, R. Vietzke, J. Winkowski, D. Walch, R. Titter, P. Lajewski-Pearson 
(Alternate)   
Absent:  None 

a) Others in Attendance:  Randy Yelle, Carolyn Kerkela, LaVonne and David Grizzel and 
Family, Mark & Karol Pokley, Joseph Yakovich. 

3. Approval of Agenda:  Motion by R. Titter, Second by J. Winkowski to approve agenda as 
presented, but noted the date for the minutes to approve is February 5, 2013, not 2012 as 
written.  Ayes:  5  Nays:  0    Motion Carried. 

4. Approval of February 5, 2013 Minutes:  Motion by J. Winkowski, Second by R. Titter to 
approve the minutes as presented.  Ayes:  5  Nays:  0.  Motion Carried. 

5. Public Comment:  J. Yakovich asked if the minutes had been approved; he was not sure what 
had happened.  It was confirmed they were approved.  He has no other comment. 

6. Close Public Comment 

7. Unfinished Business:  None 

8. New Business 

a) Public Hearing 2013-01 Appeal.   

 R. Yelle reminded the Board that municipalities do not recognize restrictive 
covenants.  Therefore, they cannot be considered when making a decision, nor 
can any letters received or comments made referencing the covenants be a 
reason for making a decision. 

 Discussion occurred regarding whether a potbelly pig can be considered 
livestock or a pet and what the role of the ZBA is today when holding the public 
hearing for the appeal.   

 LaVonne Grizzel and her family shared information on potbelly pigs and how they 
are a domestic pet.  They answered questions from Board members about the 
pigs – how long they have had them, the size, how they are kept, etc. 

 J. Yakovich, 1 Sundance Lane.  As a neighbor, he does not want the pigs in the 
neighborhood.  They are not allowed, regardless of how cute they are.  

 K. Pokley, 57 Feather Ridge.  She questioned the interaction of the Grizzel’s dog 
with the pigs and was informed the animals do not interact; the dog is outside in 
a separate kennel.  She also asked what would happen if the family was allowed 
to have the pigs in a residential district.  Would there be a way to regulate in the 
future if someone else had pigs and chose to breed them or had more than two? 
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 M. Pokley, 57 Feather Ridge.  He is torn between knowing the family wants a pet 
and loves the pigs, and being concerned about what would happen if pigs are 
allowed.  He has not had a problem yet with the pigs, but has a concern if there 
is no way to put provisos for the future. 

 Five letters from neighbors were also received; 4 were against the pigs in a 
residential area. 

b) Close Public Hearing – R. Nelson closed public hearing at 7:00. 

 Lengthy discussion occurred regarding whether potbelly pigs should be 
considered pets or livestock, the wording in the Zoning Ordinance regarding 
livestock, and the intent of a Residential zoned district.  Board members 
discussed the consequences of either allowing the pigs or deciding they are not 
allowed.  It was also mentioned that chickens are allowed in a Residential district, 
with conditions.  Concerns regarding the inability to regulate the activity if the 
appeal was approved were discussed.   

 I, Ron Titter, motion that, after conducting the required public hearing, reviewing 
staff provided documentation, the Sands Township Zoning Ordinance and Master 
Plan, the Michigan Zoning Enabling Act, and receiving public input, it is the 
determination of the Zoning Board of appeals to deny Appeal 2013-01 stating 
that, whereas the Zoning Ordinance does not allow the keeping of pigs within the 
Residential zoned district and this property is located within the Feather Ridge 
subdivision, with relatively small lots.  For purposes of discussion, D. Walch 
supported the motion with 2 changes:  removal of “with relatively small lots”, and 
to begin the motion by stating “Although recognizing that potbelly pigs are 
gaining acceptance as pets,”.  R. Titter agreed with the amended motion.   

 Although recognizing that potbelly pigs are gaining acceptance as pets, I, 
Ron Titter, motion that, after conducting the required public hearing, 
reviewing staff provided documentation, the Sands Township Zoning 
Ordinance and Master Plan, the Michigan Zoning Enabling Act, and 
receiving public input, it is the determination of the Zoning Board of 
appeals to deny Appeal 2013-01 stating that, whereas the Zoning Ordinance 
does not allow the keeping of pigs within the Residential zoned district and 
this property is located within the Feather Ridge subdivision.  I, Darlene 
Walch, support the motion.  Further discussion regarding the consequences of 
this motion and what can be done next occurred.  R. Yelle explained the 
procedure if the Grizzels chose to appeal the decision made by the ZBA and 
what the procedure would be if the ZBA wants the Planning Commission to look 
into amending the Zoning Ordinance to possibly allow the keeping of potbelly 
pigs with an approved Special Approval permit and set regulations accordingly.  
Roll Call Vote – Titter (Yes), Winkowski (No), Walch (Yes), Vietzke (Yes), 
and Nelson (Yes).  Motion carried 4-1. 

 D. Walch will ask the Township Board to consider asking the Planning 
Commission to amend the Zoning Ordinance to allow the keeping of potbelly pigs 
with conditions and an approved Special Approval permit. 



Zoning Board of Appeals 
Draft Minutes August 6, 2013 

Page 3 of 3 

9. Public Comment:   

 J. Yakovich said he understands this was not an easy decision to make.  He asked J. 
Winkowski if he understood that she said if the pigs were kept inside the house they 
would be allowed; she did not say that.  J. Yakovich also said that having these pigs will 
draw coyotes and wolves to the area.  This situation would maybe be a little different if 
they had asked for permission first.  He also does not believe chickens are pets. 

 M. Pokley understands this is a tough situation and is glad he is not in their seats having 
to make this decision.  He agrees this may have been different if permission had been 
asked for ahead of time.  He does not think this is the last of this issue.  He asks that 
if/when potbelly pigs are considered pets and allowed, provisions be applied regarding 
the number, size, and any other conditions.  B. Vietzke shared information he found 
regarding restrictions on the keeping of potbelly pigs in a residential area; M. Pokley 
said those sounded reasonable.   

 Board members shared thoughts that potbelly pigs may be considered pets, but the 
wording of the Zoning Ordinance led them to make the decision they did, especially 
because there are no parameters currently in place for the keeping of them. 

10. Close Public Comment 

11. Adjournment:  Motion by R. Titter, Supported by R. Nelson, to adjourn at 8:00 pm.  


