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NOTE: Any person unsatisfied by the final decision of the City
Council may obtain judicial review by timely filing an action as

provided by law in District Court or Court of Appeals
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1564 McAfee — Page 2 - continued

This request for appeal is overdue, but circumstances that are explained in the following information have been
the reason for this delay. Because I was unable to meet Mr. Thomas at the time of the first inspection due to being out
of town for work, the tenants let Mr. Thomas into the home to complete his inspection. Upon receipt of the first letter
following the inspection I called Mr. Thomas and left a voicemail identifying myself and explaining that I had
questions regarding several “deficiencies” he had listed in the letter. I left my name and phone number and requested
that he call me back. After a week passed without hearing from him I again called and left another voicemail for Mr.
Thomas requesting that he return my call. Another week passed without hearing from Mr. Thomas. I made a third
phone call to Mr. Thomas and left a third voicemail that requested that he call me back to answer my questions. A few
days after the third voicemail I received a call from Mr. Thomas. When we spoke I began asking him some of the
questions I had. He seemed unable to answer my questions, however, and just told me he would reinspect the property
and said I could file an appeal. 1 tried to explain to him that the windows were original to the house and were a
standard size and placement, and also that the home had previously been inspected by Section 8 inspectors for a
number of years and had passed everything on their list without exception. He was unwilling to discuss anything with
me, however, and just repeated that I could file an appeal. I then contacted the office and requested an Appeal form.

Less than a week after receiving the appeal in the mail my wife, who had just become physically disabled and
taken off work by her doctors, received the news that her mother had died unpexpectedly. Because of her being only
one of two siblings, our family had to help take care of the funeral details and then immediately turn to getting her
elderly father moved from one place to another, who subsequently has become ill himself and required extra assistance
now that his wife has died. With my wife's physical disability it required that I spend a substantial amount of my time
assisting in this, as she is unable to do the physical labor involved. Then three weeks after my mother-in-law passed,
there was a death in my immediate family, and within two weeks of that my own mother fell and was in Intensive Care
at Methodist Hospital for almost a week. All these things contributed to the delay in getting this appeal filed, and are
the reason our Appeal is so overdue. This has been a very difficult time for my wife and I on several levels, and were
our priorities for the past three months.

I am enclosing a copy of a letter from Mr. Thomas dated September 7, 2010, notifying us of an upcoming
inspection on September 17®. But the letter was not postmarked or mailed until October 4, 2010 (see attached copy of
envelope). Therefore, we were unaware of any subsequent inspection of the home on McAfee. Also, by that time I
had managed to complete several of the “deficiencies™ listed on the original letter from Mr. Thomas, yet none of those
“deficiencies” were taken off this letter and/or listed as having been completed. I again contacted Mr. Thonas to have
a conversation regarding this, but when we spoke he again was unwilling to discuss anything with me and repeated to
file the appeal before he hung up.

We have owned this home since 2005. When we purchased the home it was Section 8 approved and had
tenants occupying it, and we continued to have Section 8 tenants occupying the home for over 2 /2 years. At each
inspection by their inspectors the home passed with no problems whatsoever. One inspector even told me as he left
that all Section 8 tenants would be 'fortunate' to live in a home that was as 'well maintained and clean' as this house
was. We have consistently kept this house in good condition and made sure tenants had a well maintained and safe
home to live in. Therefore, upon receiving Mr. Thomas first letter of deficiency, we were extremely surprised that
there were two pages of “deficiencies”, especially the listing of the repair to be made to the privacy fence that
surrounds the back yard. We did not understand what this had to do with fire safety in the home.

As of this date we have seen that all other “deficiencies” pointed out by Mr. Thomas have been completed. 1
am also attaching a list of the exact dimensions of each window along with a diagram of the window glass sizes, and
request that we be granted a variance with regard to these windows. We believe the sizes of the windows in the four
bedrooms is so close to the size required by the new state code that for a variance to be granted in this case would not
present a safety hazard for the residents living there, especially as the house is a one-story rambler.

Also, to deny this variance only means that this home will have to sit empty, as we are financially unable to
bear the large expense of replacing windows in four bedrooms. We believe to have the home sit empty would place us
in the dangerous position of owning an empty house that would be ripe for vandals, squatters, or someone looking for
a place to conduct illegal activities. Due to the location of this home (in the Lake Phalen neighborhood) in relation to
where our residence is (Burnsville), we would not be able to properly monitor the house as an empty house should be
monitored by its owners. We are very concerned about the potential problems this home being empty will place on our
family. With my wife's recent disability and being taken off work by her doctors, as well as the financial issues this
has presented to our family, we respectfully ask that our request for a variance be granted and we be issued a

P DUV 5. JFGURP ISR ol . \SRGHNDUPIUUPN § 3 SRR FOI U S5 NAORUNPU R i FRQU GOS0 S [V N U AR




