ATTTHHIE L)

~ 10A(F) .

O&E_Monday, Fobruary 2, 1987

Neig
+- 8y Josnne Maliszowsk]
- staft writor

bors call day care

the in-home day care provided by
Darlenc Fcl:igx{m' on Minglewood in

** Everyone scerns to have an opin-
* ion about in-bome child day care,
Some oppoze It altogether. Others
oppose It under certaln condltions.
And then there are those who sup-
* port In-home day cere and are urg-
++ Ing Farmington Hills offlcinls to
_face the issue squarely and allow it
. .in single-family residentlal areas.
Opponents — many of whom have
~aigned a petltion targeted ngainst

“Opponents
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not 8 woman who is baby-sitting and

taking care of the next door nelgh-

bor's child and making a little extra

‘money.”

.. Other Glenbrook. nelghbors echo

. Hearrell's sentiments.

“This business is a business. I doo’t

.believe it's altrulstic or benevolent.
..It's for profit,” Summerwood resl-
. dent Bruce Polkinghorne sald.

_ Nelghbors maintaln that certain
'factors distinguish Feldman's ser-
.,vice a5 & business, compared 10 3
...woman who slmply baby sits her
;, nelghbot’s children.

Feldman bas admitiedly convert-

, ed her garage to a play room of

sorts, has put up a fence around her

back yard that has play equipment

- and kas an cmployee who helps her
with the children.

THESE FACTORS, neighbors
maintain, classify Feldman's child
care service as o buslness. As one

-nelghbor put [t: “There L3 no doubt

she is running a busliness. If you have

an employee, you have a business, So

» _itls deflnltely a business.”

-" Nelghbors are concerned that Y
Feldman — and others throughout
the city — are allowed to eontinue
providing In-home child day care,
there's no telling what type of busl-
nesses will move into thelr nelghbor-
hoods.

“There are many people in the
Hllls who wlll think this is an en-

. croachment of commerclal even
though this Is a socially worthwhile

' " thing,” said Jean Fox, a Board of

-« Zonlng Appeals member who voted
to deny Feldman's variance request.

Fox Is concerned that a precedent
= will be set if Feldman and others are

+ allowed to operate in-home day care

- even if Ucensed by the state. Fox

" jolns those who conslder in-home

** day care, such as Feldman's, a busi-
ness that does not beloog i a resl-
dential area.

- WHEN CITY offlcials long 2go es-
! tablished zoning ordinances, a list of
¢ occupations that are allowed in resi-
. dential areas was completed. The

( —~ Are Angry.
They maintain that Feldman's in-
home day care threatens the reslden-
tial atmosphere and purpose of their
pelghborhood, immediately west of
Middlebelt, south of 13 Mile,
Residents opposed to Feldman's
operation malntaln ber in-home day
care creates a tralflc hazard on their
narrow residential roads, {s an Inva-
sion of thelr privacy and will lead to
the rezoning of their residential

property. .

Opponents also belleve the medla
has given too much- coverage to
Feldman's gide of the issue, They
have demanded equal time.

FELDMAN ADMITS her oppo-
neats have a right to offer their opin-
tons. But she maintalns that their
criticlsms and concerns are not
based on factual information.

Glenbrook residents consistently
maintain that traffic — cars of par-
ents pieking up thelr children from

fear commercialization

clty has a list of 49 home occupa-
tions that do not include child day
care, Fox said, .

‘The reason the city’s founding fa-
thers did not include child day care
In the list of home occupations is be-
cause It was consldered diffevent
than a computer processlog occupa«
tion, for example, conducted out of
the home, Fox safd.

That's why the city's zoning ordl-
nances ad care ceoters
and allow them on main roads, set a
minimum space need of one acre
and allow outside employees to help
care for the children, Fox sald.

In fact, many of Feldman'a neigh-
bors also agree with the need for
child care. But they suggest that
Feldman should move her service to
o main road and open up a center.

“'Why cao'’t she go get a buslness
where she Is allowed?” Minglewood
resident Emma Hahn asked, “This
area Is strictly residential. How they
can put a buslness In a residential

clse

The Issue, according to Feldman,
Is that in-home child day care is a
necessary service growing in de-
mand. A nelghborhood is where par-
ents ralse thelr children. And fn-
home child day care, it follows, Is an
appropriate use of a single-family
bouse, she said. :

“It’s not a business ke most bus!-
nesses. It's an appropriate use of a
home,” she said. “No. I am not bring.
ing business onto thelr street. 1 am
kecping the normal use of the nelgh-
borhood going.” .

YEARS AGO, when mothers
stayed home to care for children,
chlld care was free. Today, when
both parents work, because more of-
ten than not two incomes ars needed,
child care is no longer free, Feldman
sald,
“It (both parents working) has ere-
ated a different atmosphere. People
now have to pay for the services that

area is beyond me."” used to be free. And a residence is an
Feldman dlsagrees and pprop: place to raise children,”
that most of her opponents are tnin- | Feldman said,

formed about state law and what she
is asking Farmington Hllls offlclals
to do.

FELDMAN IS statelicensed to
care for a mazimum 12 children, in-
cludlng her own children, in her Min.
glewood home, immedlately west of
Middlebelt, south of 13 Mile, Her Ii-
cense 1s for in-home child care and
prohiblts her from providing care
elsewhere, such as In a center along
2 main road.

The former Oak Park commis-
sloner malntalns that neighbors and
other in-home child care opponents
are muddylng the waters when they
call her service a business, particu-
larly highlighting the fact that she
makes a profit from chlld care,

“Obviously, you have to make
money to pay the overhead arnd to
llve,” Feldman sald. “But you're not
in this to get rich. Obvionaly, I am
making some money. That’s not the
issue, though. Obviously, I could
make more money doing something

“We are {liling a need. We are the
only ones at home caring for the
children. I prefer to stay home with
the children. Yes, there Is a business

aspect here, But it i3 not the primary |

interest,” she continued.

One of the pareats whose child is
cared for by Feldman during the
day, agrees. “1 consider what she is
doing a8 a vital service, A bualness?
No. It Isn't operating like o business
in any way. It's home n every sense
of the word,” sald Dr, Steve Nugent
of West Bteomfield Township.

Feldman and her supporters clte a

1982 Michlgan Court of Appeals
case, (Beverly Island Assoclation va.
Zlnger) to buttress their arguments
that whether in-home child care is a
business or not is basically irrele-
vant.
“The court said it doesn’t matter if
she's accepting money for this ser-
vice,” sald attorney Richard Small, a
member of Parents to Legalize In-
Home Care,
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Feldman’s house — creates a haz-
ard, -

“The main problem is traffle,”
seld Carol Herreall, a Mlnglewood
resident, “Minglewood is just big
enough for two cars. The cars are
parked along the read and take up
one lane of trafflc.”

Traffic becomes more of a prob-
lem when it snows because the plows
use o part of. the road to pile up the
snow, while Feldman's parents take
up the other portlon of the road with

by the average family In the subdlvi-
sion, She also argues that many of
those who have signed the petition
and llve on other streets, such as
Summerwood and Rollcrest, don't
even drive by her house.

' Nonetheless, Féldman and In-
home child care supporters maintain
that trafflc is not and should not be
the ssue, In-homa chlld care in a
resldential area is the sole issue.
posing residents’ petition,
titled, “Reasons for stopping zoning

their parked cars. change request by Darlene Feldman
"“The parking Is very dang » of Mingl d Lane,” add ‘the

sald resident Verlel Wilson, adding residential issue. .

cars are lined up on Minglewood. “We, the undersigned, represent-

glewood residents, -such as
Herreall, say they feel vulnerable

ing a majorlity of property owners on
Minglewood Lane and other streets

because they are d about
hitting & small child as they puil
their car into Minglewood,

“‘What is golng to happen to me?
1"l spend the next year flghting a
lawsuit. And I'll have to live with
myself if, God forbid, somecne s
burt, I don't think that is right,” Her-
reall said.

A PETITION in Feld-

in G see no
bardship or unique circumstances
applylng to this property.

“One property owner should mot
Jbe permitted to obtaln a zoning
change against the will of the major
Ity," according to the petition.

BUT FELDMAN s not secking re-
zoning of her- property or of her
d, And planning com-

man's nelghborhood refers to trafiic
in front of her house — the second
from Mlddlebelt. .

“A particular serious traffic haz-
ard is caused by the cars parked In
front of the business. There has been
as many as flve-to-seven at one
time, which interferes with inflow
and outflow of traffic to and from
Middlebelt," according to the peti-

tion,

Feldman disagrecs and calls much
of the information in her nelghbors'
petition *'a pack of lles.””

Most of the children she cares for
in her home are dropped off and
picked up one at a time. :

“The petition says that five to sev-
en cars are there at a time. That's
not true, There are no cars parked in
front of my house 90 percent of the
time,” she sald.

Cars that are parked on the road,
she sald, belong to neighbors. Par-
ents park in the driveway when they
pick up thelr children. In the sum-
mer, & volunteer who came to play
with the kids would park her car In
the road.

“She was there 70-80 percent of
the time,” Feldman said.

FELDMAN MAINTAINS that the
traffic generated from her in-home
child care scrvice Is no greater, and
in fact, less than what is generated

Come to our February
clearance sale. -
You're going to love the savings.

missloners and city council mem-
bers are not discussing zoning
changes to accommodate In-home

day care.

“I don't want to change RA-1 (sin-
gle-family resldential). I don't want
buls;nessa on my street,” Feldman
said.
Feldman is urging city officlals to
change the zoning ordinance — not &
specific land use zone — that prohl-
bits her and others from offering in-
home child care.

She has suggested a proposed ordi-
nance change calling for “state-cers
tifled quality home day care” as a
“permitt
an RA-1, or single-family residential
zone” and that such use is oot sub-
ject to speclal conditions,

City zoning ordinances provide for
<child care centers on main roads but
do not address in-home famlly or
group day care. .

Planning commissloners Jan. 22

outap
that would allow child home care In

single-family residential areas. The
proposed ordinance — with few re-
strictlons — covers both family day
care homes and group- day care
homes.

UNDER THE commisslon's pro-
posal, famlly day care homes would
be permitted for o maxlmum six

ed accessory use-of land in

‘a business

children and the provider must be a
resident of the home and licensed by
the state.” The same restrictichs
would apply to group doy care
homes except the provider could
care for seven to 12 children. A pub-
lc hearing is scheduled for 7:30 p.m.
Thursday, Feb. 19, to recelve publle
comments.
Though some are alloaalhcrr'gr
posed to In-home day care in resl-
dential areas, others maintaln they
can llve with family day care homes.
Glenbrook resident Ronda Ward:is
one who says she wouldn’t mind al-
lowing in-home day cave for Bix or
less children. “With six and: under,

you can let a woman take In a féw
kads” . .

Feldman and in-home care advo-
cates refer to the state licenses hold
by many and maintain that the state
sanctions such child care. If the state
didn't approve of It, there would,be
no licensing procedures, .

But Jean Fox, Board of Zonlpg
Appeals member, disagrees. “They
make a big point that they are li-
censed by the state and that should
supersede local ordinances. But the
state also licenses auto repalr shops
and lquor stores. We don’t have to
haye those lp the arcas except for

‘where they are zoned.”

'
FELDMAN AND other in-home
chlld care advocates refer to a 1882
Michigan Court of Appeals case that
they belleve upholds In-home care a5
part of what takes place in a resl-
dential area, a
“They (appellate judges) decid
that In-home child care was residen-
tlal in nature,” sald attorney Rich-
ard 8mall, a member of Parents to
Legalize In-Home Care. s
Small admitted that the appellate
case, Beverly Island Assoclation ys.
Zlnger, “did not directly deal with
zoning speclfically. But the nature of
that use — caring for children — Is
what's slmilar,” he sald. .1
“You're caring for children and
that's the cruclal thing of a residen-
tial aren,” adding that traffic apd
profit — two issues rafsed in the
Zinger case — were found to be ir-
relevant, .,
Small sald he would like city offl-
clals to adopt the state statute as an
ordinance. The clty could apply the
state regulatlons and require provid-
ers to register with the city, Any
trouble with In-home care could
handled under the city’s nulsance or-
dinances, he sald. P
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