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Board Meeting 
Strawberry Hill Estates Homeowners Association 

Date:  Saturday, August 29, 2015 noon 
 

 
A meeting was held of the Strawberry Hill Estates Homeowners Association at the 
above time, and at the location requested by the Board President.  The meeting was 
called by electronic mail, and all Board members received the meeting request and 
replied.  The meeting location was at 5156 Lisch Drive as requested by the Board 
President. 
 
The meeting was called to order by Motion at approximately noon. 
 
Those in attendance at the meeting were: 

Strawberry Hill Estates Board 

President: David Walmroth, 734-478-5175  david.walmroth@gmail.com 
Vice President and Secretary: Mary McLaughlin 734-646-5363 memc@ieee.org 
Treasurer: Craig Mestach 734.417.9224   tsstitanic@gmail.com 

Others in Attendance: 

James Roach, Estates 
Amanda Cole, Estates 
Casey Cole, Estates 
Dave Kelsey, relative of Amanda Cole 
 
The main topic of discussion was the Cole request to build a storage building on their 
property.  This request can be found on the 
link:    https://www.dropbox.com/sh/h6zypdo725gtfg8/AABASpD93t2Iwq1YsizCM1m9a?
dl=0   
 
There was heated discussion about the request.  Comments included: 
 

 McLaughlin:  In accordance with an email opinion from a building code expert, 
paragraph 2 of our Building and Use Restrictions allows a structure that is 
“incidental to residential use” which means a building related to the use of the 
main building.  
 

 Roach:  “Incidental” means something like a swingset, that the Coles were 
building a “pole barn,” and that it wasn’t allowed. 
 

 McLaughlin:  We might not want additional buildings, but they seem to be 
allowed the way the Rules are written now.  There’s no restriction on size of them 
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either, or the number allowed.  The code expert said we should probably make 
our Building and Use Restrictions much more specific.   

 

 The Coles clarified that their request was for a garage to store their antique cars, 
and that the structure would be consistent in quality and appearance of their 
home.  

 

 Mr. Roach said only one attached garage was allowed, but concern was voiced  
that this statement was not clearly evident in the Building and Use Restrictions. 

 
 
A vote was taken, and the Coles’ request was denied with a vote of : 

 
Walmroth:    No 

 Mestach:      No 
 McLaughlin:  Yes, with the comment that the Building and Use restrictions 
appear to allow it, but that they need to be amended immediately to ensure clarity and 
consistency with our understanding, e.g., size of additional buildings incidental to 
residential use, quantity of buildings, and other edits as recommended by building 
experts;  she further requested that the board get an outside legal opinion on whether 
the Building and Use restrictions allow this request, particularly the definition of 
“incidental to residential use.” 
 
Mr. Roach informed the Coles that they should not build their structure because 
Michigan Law would allow us to sue them and remove it.  Mr. Kelsey asked if he was 
being threatened and that if Mr. Roach’s comments were an attempt to intimidate him or 
his daughter (Amanda Cole) that it would not work.  The Coles and Mr. Kelsey left the 
meeting. 
 
After the departure of the Coles, Mr. Roach presented a letter and attachment he had 
previously drafted telling the Coles of the Board’s decision and citing Michigan law that 
in his view supported removing the building if constructed.  Note that Mr. Roach’s work 
is appreciated as a contribution from an interested neighbor, but was not a legal effort 
under contract by the Board or derived from any Board request or decision to hire him. 
 
Mr. Walmroth decided to sign the letter to the Coles and did so, confirming to them that 
the Board decision was “No,” and that they should not proceed with their construction 
effort. 
 
Ms. McLaughlin stated again that we needed an independent legal opinion, particularly 
on the definition of “incidental to residential use.  She was concerned that an expert in 
the building code industry had a conflicting definition to Mr. Roach’s upon which the 
other two Board members were relying, and that the Board should clarify its authority to 
independently initiate litigation without an Association Member vote.  She also said that 
she personally felt that Mr. Roach had a conflict of interest in this matter since he is both 
an Association member/homeowner, and is attempting to represent the Board and 
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Association.  She stated further, that should this matter go to litigation, we need to get 
the Association Members’ vote to expend what could be substantial resources, and that 
we as the Board cannot encumber the Association’s resources in that manner.  She 
stated that given the litigious history in this neighborhood, she would not agree to hiring 
Mr. Roach to represent us, and if litigation was approved by the Association, we needed 
to hire an individual who is acceptable to the neighborhood.   
 
Ms. McLaughlin asked that we get the independent legal opinion prior to sending the 
letter to the Coles.  Mr. Walmroth said there was no need to delay sending the letter, but 
to “go ahead and get the Opinion,” and if it should sway the decisions made today, that 
the Board could change its decision.  Mr. Mestach agreed. 
 
Ms. McLaughlin agreed to immediately get the legal Opinion. She agreed to having the 
letter sent to the Coles prior to receiving that legal Opinion, and she agreed to scan the 
letter and provide copies to the Board and the Coles.  (Note:  She subsequently did so, 
and mailed it certified mail to the Coles, as the pre-printed letter indicated, on Monday 
8/31when the post office opened. At that time, she also sent the scanned letter to the 
Board and to the Coles, attaching the information that the board decided to get a legal 
Opinion and confirming the Board’s request that the Coles not begin construction. She 
suggested there may be other means to resolve the problem, and hoped the legal 
Opinion would provide a recommendation on options.)    
 
There was a Motion and second to close the meeting at approximately 1:15 p.m. on 
August 29, 2015. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
Mary Eileen McLaughlin. 
Vice President and Secretary, 
Strawberry Hill Estates Homeowners Association 
 


















