
February 13, 2004
Ron & Ruth Ross
24500 Bloomington
Franklin, MI  48025

Dear Ron & Ruth:
Greetings from Saundra and Allan - we hope the New Year is going well for everyone!

You may recall that we’re in the process of constructing a shed on our property.  We’re in the process of finalizing permits and such, and are at a point where we would like to get your input on, and possibly support for, our project.

In choosing our desired location for the shed, we’ve tried to make the best use of available space, taking into consideration the limitations placed upon us by the unusual shape of our lot, unusual location and orientation of our house on our lot, sometimes steeply sloping ground, and existing wooded areas.  Unfortunately, making such a “best” choice places the shed with a slight overlap (approximately 10’) into our “side-yard.”  However, current Village ordinances require that all “accessory buildings,” such as a shed, be located entirely in the “rear-yard.”  

Viewed another way, our desired location places the shed approximately 200’ from the street, whereas a location in strict compliance with the ordinance requires the shed to be approximately 210’ from the street – a difference of 10’.  When viewed in context the two locations are, for all practical purposes, the same.

Here are some additional factors to consider:

1. Our unusually deep setback (distance from the street) reduces the size of our “rear-yard,” as a percentage of our lot, compared with a normal home setback.  This unusually deep setback places limitations on where we can place our shed.

2. Our unusually canted orientation further reduces the size of our “rear-yard,” as a percentage of our lot, compared with a normal home orientation with respect to our street.  This unusually canted orientation places further limitations on where we can place our shed.

3. The large and mature trees on our lot also limit the locations available to place a shed without their removal.  Our goal is to preserve as much of our neighborhood’s character and natural beauty as possible.

4. Several sheds already exist in our neighborhood, some of which are located much closer to the street than our desired location.
As you can see from the included diagrams, if our house’s setback or orientation were closer to “normal,” our desired shed location would be in full compliance with the letter of the village ordinance.  However, we believe that our desired shed location, given due consideration to the unique physical circumstances and conditions we’re facing, complies with the spirit and intent of the village ordinance. Additionally, our desired shed location does not alter the character of our neighborhood nor impair development of adjacent property.

So how does this affect you?

We have applied for a variance to allow our shed to be completed in our desired location.  As part of this variance review process, the Franklin Zoning Board of Appeals will be holding a public hearing on Thursday, March 18th to review our application and receive public comments – as our neighbor you will receive a notification of this hearing from the Village.

We will be appearing at this hearing and would appreciate any support you can provide for our variance application.  If you can appear at the hearing to provide support in person, that would be fabulous.  But we do understand how busy everyone’s schedules can be.  
In the absence of attending the hearing, if you are amenable to providing a written acknowledgement of, and support for, our project – that would be most welcome and appreciated!  We’ve included a simple letter that acknowledges our project and variance application, as well as expresses support for our variance being granted.  If you’re comfortable signing and returning this letter to us, we would really appreciate it.  If you’d like to support us, but would rather write your own letter – that would also be great!
We really appreciate your understanding and support.  If you have any questions, feel free to phone us at 248/538-8072.
Sincerely,
Allan & Saundra

February 13, 2004
Village of Franklin

Zoning Board of Appeals
Dear Sir/Madam:
This letter is in regards to a variance application submitted by Mr. Manning and Ms. Roomian of 32526 Haverford.
We understand their variance application is a request to construct an accessory building/shed with a slight overlap (approx. 10’) into their “side-yard,”  and that this location requires a variance to the following village ordinance:

1268.13 (d)
An accessory building shall be located in the rear yard except when structurally attached to the main building.

Given the unusual physical circumstances and conditions present on their property, we feel that Mr. Manning’s and Ms. Roomian’s variance request is reasonable and support the variance being granted. 
Sincerely,
Ron & Ruth Ross
24500 Bloomington
February 13, 2004
Doug & Jerilyn Lemberg
24531 Bloomington

Franklin, MI  48025

Dear Doug & Jerilyn:
Greetings from Saundra and Allan – your back-yard neighbors at 32526 Haverford.  We hope the New Year is going well for everyone!

You may recall that we’re in the process of constructing a shed on our property.  We’re in the process of finalizing permits and such, and are at a point where we would like to get your input on, and possibly support for, our project.

In choosing our desired location for the shed, we’ve tried to make the best use of available space, taking into consideration the limitations placed upon us by the unusual shape of our lot, unusual location and orientation of our house on our lot, sometimes steeply sloping ground, and existing wooded areas.  Unfortunately, making such a “best” choice places the shed with a slight overlap (approximately 10’) into our “side-yard.”  However, current Village ordinances require that all “accessory buildings,” such as a shed, be located entirely in the “rear-yard.”  

Viewed another way, our desired location places the shed approximately 200’ from the street, whereas a location in strict compliance with the ordinance requires the shed to be approximately 210’ from the street – a difference of 10’.  When viewed in context the two locations are, for all practical purposes, the same.

Here are some additional factors to consider:

1. Our unusually deep setback (distance from the street) reduces the size of our “rear-yard,” as a percentage of our lot, compared with a normal home setback.  This unusually deep setback places limitations on where we can place our shed.

2. Our unusually canted orientation further reduces the size of our “rear-yard,” as a percentage of our lot, compared with a normal home orientation with respect to our street.  This unusually canted orientation places further limitations on where we can place our shed.

3. The large and mature trees on our lot also limit the locations available to place a shed without their removal.  Our goal is to preserve as much of our neighborhood’s character and natural beauty as possible.

4. Several sheds already exist in our neighborhood, some of which are located much closer to the street than our desired location.

As you can see from the included diagrams, if our house’s setback or orientation were closer to “normal,” our desired shed location would be in full compliance with the letter of the village ordinance.  However, we believe that our desired shed location, given due consideration to the unique physical circumstances and conditions we’re facing, complies with the spirit and intent of the village ordinance. Additionally, our desired shed location does not alter the character of our neighborhood nor impair development of adjacent property.

So how does this affect you?

We have applied for a variance to allow our shed to be completed in our desired location.  As part of this variance review process, the Franklin Zoning Board of Appeals will be holding a public hearing on Thursday, March 18th to review our application and receive public comments – as our neighbor you will receive a notification of this hearing from the Village.

We will be appearing at this hearing and would appreciate any support you can provide for our variance application.  If you can appear at the hearing to provide support in person, that would be fabulous.  But we do understand how busy everyone’s schedules can be.  

In the absence of attending the hearing, if you are amenable to providing a written acknowledgement of, and support for, our project – that would be most welcome and appreciated!  We’ve included a simple letter that acknowledges our project and variance application, as well as expresses support for our variance being granted.  If you’re comfortable signing and returning this letter to us, we would really appreciate it.  If you’d like to support us, but would rather write your own letter – that would also be great!

We really appreciate your understanding and support.  If you have any questions, feel free to phone us at 248/538-8072.

Sincerely,
Allan & Saundra

February 13, 2004
Village of Franklin

Zoning Board of Appeals
Dear Sir/Madam:
This letter is in regards to a variance application submitted by Mr. Manning and Ms. Roomian of 32526 Haverford.
We understand their variance application is a request to construct an accessory building/shed with a slight overlap (approx. 10’) into their “side-yard,”  and that this location requires a variance to the following village ordinance:

1268.13 (d)
An accessory building shall be located in the rear yard except when structurally attached to the main building.

Given the unusual physical circumstances and conditions present on their property, we feel that Mr. Manning’s and Ms. Roomian’s variance request is reasonable and support the variance being granted. 
Sincerely,
Doug & Jerilyn Lemberg
24531 Bloomington
February 13, 2004
Jim & Marguerite Lampertius

32529 Haverford

Franklin, MI  48025

Dear Jim & Marguerite:
Greetings from Saundra and Allan - we hope the New Year is going well for everyone!

You may recall that we’re in the process of constructing a shed on our property.  We’re in the process of finalizing permits and such, and are at a point where we would like to get your input on, and possibly support for, our project.

In choosing our desired location for the shed, we’ve tried to make the best use of available space, taking into consideration the limitations placed upon us by the unusual shape of our lot, unusual location and orientation of our house on our lot, sometimes steeply sloping ground, and existing wooded areas.  Unfortunately, making such a “best” choice places the shed with a slight overlap (approximately 10’) into our “side-yard.”  However, current Village ordinances require that all “accessory buildings,” such as a shed, be located entirely in the “rear-yard.”  

Viewed another way, our desired location places the shed approximately 200’ from the street, whereas a location in strict compliance with the ordinance requires the shed to be approximately 210’ from the street – a difference of 10’.  When viewed in context the two locations are, for all practical purposes, the same.

Here are some additional factors to consider:

1. Our unusually deep setback (distance from the street) reduces the size of our “rear-yard,” as a percentage of our lot, compared with a normal home setback.  This unusually deep setback places limitations on where we can place our shed.

2. Our unusually canted orientation further reduces the size of our “rear-yard,” as a percentage of our lot, compared with a normal home orientation with respect to our street.  This unusually canted orientation places further limitations on where we can place our shed.

3. The large and mature trees on our lot also limit the locations available to place a shed without their removal.  Our goal is to preserve as much of our neighborhood’s character and natural beauty as possible.

4. Several sheds already exist in our neighborhood, some of which are located much closer to the street than our desired location.

As you can see from the included diagrams, if our house’s setback or orientation were closer to “normal,” our desired shed location would be in full compliance with the letter of the village ordinance.  However, we believe that our desired shed location, given due consideration to the unique physical circumstances and conditions we’re facing, complies with the spirit and intent of the village ordinance. Additionally, our desired shed location does not alter the character of our neighborhood nor impair development of adjacent property.

So how does this affect you?

We have applied for a variance to allow our shed to be completed in our desired location.  As part of this variance review process, the Franklin Zoning Board of Appeals will be holding a public hearing on Thursday, March 18th to review our application and receive public comments – as our neighbor you will receive a notification of this hearing from the Village.

We will be appearing at this hearing and would appreciate any support you can provide for our variance application.  If you can appear at the hearing to provide support in person, that would be fabulous.  But we do understand how busy everyone’s schedules can be.  

In the absence of attending the hearing, if you are amenable to providing a written acknowledgement of, and support for, our project – that would be most welcome and appreciated!  We’ve included a simple letter that acknowledges our project and variance application, as well as expresses support for our variance being granted.  If you’re comfortable signing and returning this letter to us, we would really appreciate it.  If you’d like to support us, but would rather write your own letter – that would also be great!

We really appreciate your understanding and support.  If you have any questions, feel free to phone us at 248/538-8072.

Sincerely,
Allan & Saundra

February 13, 2004
Village of Franklin

Zoning Board of Appeals
Dear Sir/Madam:
This letter is in regards to a variance application submitted by Mr. Manning and Ms. Roomian of 32526 Haverford.
We understand their variance application is a request to construct an accessory building/shed with a slight overlap (approx. 10’) into their “side-yard,”  and that this location requires a variance to the following village ordinance:

1268.13 (d)
An accessory building shall be located in the rear yard except when structurally attached to the main building.

Given the unusual physical circumstances and conditions present on their property, we feel that Mr. Manning’s and Ms. Roomian’s variance request is reasonable and support the variance being granted. 
Sincerely,
Jim & Marguerite Lampertius
32529 Haverford
February 13, 2004
Mike Brassfield

32901 Haverford

Franklin, MI  48025
Dear Mike:
Greetings from Saundra and Allan – your neighbors at 32526 Haverford.  We hope the New Year is going well for everyone!

You may recall that we’re in the process of constructing a shed on our property.  We’re in the process of finalizing permits and such, and are at a point where we would like to get your input on, and possibly support for, our project.

In choosing our desired location for the shed, we’ve tried to make the best use of available space, taking into consideration the limitations placed upon us by the unusual shape of our lot, unusual location and orientation of our house on our lot, sometimes steeply sloping ground, and existing wooded areas.  Unfortunately, making such a “best” choice places the shed with a slight overlap (approximately 10’) into our “side-yard.”  However, current Village ordinances require that all “accessory buildings,” such as a shed, be located entirely in the “rear-yard.”  

Viewed another way, our desired location places the shed approximately 200’ from the street, whereas a location in strict compliance with the ordinance requires the shed to be approximately 210’ from the street – a difference of 10’.  When viewed in context the two locations are, for all practical purposes, the same.

Here are some additional factors to consider:

1. Our unusually deep setback (distance from the street) reduces the size of our “rear-yard,” as a percentage of our lot, compared with a normal home setback.  This unusually deep setback places limitations on where we can place our shed.

2. Our unusually canted orientation further reduces the size of our “rear-yard,” as a percentage of our lot, compared with a normal home orientation with respect to our street.  This unusually canted orientation places further limitations on where we can place our shed.

3. The large and mature trees on our lot also limit the locations available to place a shed without their removal.  Our goal is to preserve as much of our neighborhood’s character and natural beauty as possible.

As you can see from the included diagrams, if our house’s setback or orientation were closer to “normal,” our desired shed location would be in full compliance with the letter of the village ordinance.  However, we believe that our desired shed location, given due consideration to the unique physical circumstances and conditions we’re facing, complies with the spirit and intent of the village ordinance. Additionally, our desired shed location does not alter the character of our neighborhood nor impair development of adjacent property.

So how does this affect you?

We have applied for a variance to allow our shed to be completed in our desired location.  As part of this variance review process, the Franklin Zoning Board of Appeals will be holding a public hearing on Thursday, March 18th to review our application and receive public comments – as our neighbor you will receive a notification of this hearing from the Village.

We will be appearing at this hearing and would appreciate any support you can provide for our variance application.  If you can appear at the hearing to provide support in person, that would be fabulous.  But we do understand how busy everyone’s schedules can be.  

In the absence of attending the hearing, if you are amenable to providing a written acknowledgement of, and support for, our project – that would be most welcome and appreciated!  We’ve included a simple letter that acknowledges our project and variance application, as well as expresses support for our variance being granted.  If you’re comfortable signing and returning this letter to us, we would really appreciate it.  If you’d like to support us, but would rather write your own letter – that would also be great!

We really appreciate your understanding and support.  If you have any questions, feel free to phone us at 248/538-8072.

Sincerely,
Allan & Saundra

February 13, 2004
Village of Franklin

Zoning Board of Appeals
Dear Sir/Madam:
This letter is in regards to a variance application submitted by Mr. Manning and Ms. Roomian of 32526 Haverford.
We understand their variance application is a request to construct an accessory building/shed with a slight overlap (approx. 10’) into their “side-yard,”  and that this location requires a variance to the following village ordinance:

1268.13 (d)
An accessory building shall be located in the rear yard except when structurally attached to the main building.

Given the unusual physical circumstances and conditions present on their property, we feel that Mr. Manning’s and Ms. Roomian’s variance request is reasonable and support the variance being granted. 
Sincerely,
Mike Brassfield
32901 Haverford
February 13, 2004
Tim & Rose O’Neill 
32538 West Haverford

Franklin, MI  48025

Dear Tim & Rose:
Greetings from Saundra and Allan – your neighbors at 32526 Haverford.  We hope the New Year is going well for everyone!

You may recall that we’re in the process of constructing a shed on our property.  We’re in the process of finalizing permits and such, and are at a point where we would like to get your input on, and possibly support for, our project.

In choosing our desired location for the shed, we’ve tried to make the best use of available space, taking into consideration the limitations placed upon us by the unusual shape of our lot, unusual location and orientation of our house on our lot, sometimes steeply sloping ground, and existing wooded areas.  Unfortunately, making such a “best” choice places the shed with a slight overlap (approximately 10’) into our “side-yard.”  However, current Village ordinances require that all “accessory buildings,” such as a shed, be located entirely in the “rear-yard.”  

Viewed another way, our desired location places the shed approximately 200’ from the street, whereas a location in strict compliance with the ordinance requires the shed to be approximately 210’ from the street – a difference of 10’.  When viewed in context the two locations are, for all practical purposes, the same.

Here are some additional factors to consider:

1. Our unusually deep setback (distance from the street) reduces the size of our “rear-yard,” as a percentage of our lot, compared with a normal home setback.  This unusually deep setback places limitations on where we can place our shed.

2. Our unusually canted orientation further reduces the size of our “rear-yard,” as a percentage of our lot, compared with a normal home orientation with respect to our street.  This unusually canted orientation places further limitations on where we can place our shed.

3. The large and mature trees on our lot also limit the locations available to place a shed without their removal.  Our goal is to preserve as much of our neighborhood’s character and natural beauty as possible.

4. Several sheds already exist in our neighborhood, some of which are located much closer to the street than our desired location.

As you can see from the included diagrams, if our house’s setback or orientation were closer to “normal,” our desired shed location would be in full compliance with the letter of the village ordinance.  However, we believe that our desired shed location, given due consideration to the unique physical circumstances and conditions we’re facing, complies with the spirit and intent of the village ordinance. Additionally, our desired shed location does not alter the character of our neighborhood nor impair development of adjacent property.

So how does this affect you?

We have applied for a variance to allow our shed to be completed in our desired location.  As part of this variance review process, the Franklin Zoning Board of Appeals will be holding a public hearing on Thursday, March 18th to review our application and receive public comments – as our neighbor you will receive a notification of this hearing from the Village.

We will be appearing at this hearing and would appreciate any support you can provide for our variance application.  If you can appear at the hearing to provide support in person, that would be fabulous.  But we do understand how busy everyone’s schedules can be.  

In the absence of attending the hearing, if you are amenable to providing a written acknowledgement of, and support for, our project – that would be most welcome and appreciated!  We’ve included a simple letter that acknowledges our project and variance application, as well as expresses support for our variance being granted.  If you’re comfortable signing and returning this letter to us, we would really appreciate it.  If you’d like to support us, but would rather write your own letter – that would also be great!

We really appreciate your understanding and support.  If you have any questions, feel free to phone us at 248/538-8072.

Sincerely,
Allan & Saundra

February 13, 2004
Village of Franklin

Zoning Board of Appeals
Dear Sir/Madam:
This letter is in regards to a variance application submitted by Mr. Manning and Ms. Roomian of 32526 Haverford.
We understand their variance application is a request to construct an accessory building/shed with a slight overlap (approx. 10’) into their “side-yard,”  and that this location requires a variance to the following village ordinance:

1268.13 (d)
An accessory building shall be located in the rear yard except when structurally attached to the main building.

Given the unusual physical circumstances and conditions present on their property, we feel that Mr. Manning’s and Ms. Roomian’s variance request is reasonable and support the variance being granted. 
Sincerely,
Tim & Rose O’Neill
32538 West Haverford

