RECEIVED

February 22,2010 L
~ FEB L2 459
PLANNING DEPT
Mr. Keith Baker
Director of Planning & Community Development
Cityof Midland. ... ... ...

333 West Ellsworth Stree
Midland, MI 48640

RE: Request to the Planning Commission for changes that need to be made fo ﬂle
Midland Future Land Use Map in the transition area of Larkin Township and the City of
Midland - Commerce Drive/Jefferson Road areas :

Dear Mr. Baker:

We are writing to request a review of the Future Land Use map of the Jefferson Road/
Commerce Drive transition area between the City and Larkin Township. Specifically, the
sensitive areas discussed during the past three months as regards to the recently annexed
property in the Commerce Drive area. This issue was the focal point of the petition we .
presented to the Midland City Council on February 15, 2010.

We believe that this area has been “mislabeled” as medium density and should be
reviewed by the Planning Commission, with input from surrounding property owners, to
determine if the existing rural and low density character of the area north of Commerce
Drive should still identified as Medium Density or if other, more appropriate, future land
use designations should be considered.

“We look forward to working with the City of Midland to determine what is best for this
important area of our community. Please let us know what additional steps need to be
taken to begin immediate review of this request.

Respectively,

Ryan and Jennifer Gaston
3919 Pine Hollow Dr.
Midiand, MI 48642

CC: Midland City Conneil




Orig.: i
o Clesc
-P[a.h_n.‘m.g//

PETITION TO THE MIDLAND CITY COUNCIL
i H?LM&’B MHCHIGAN

1.} Wethe undermgned respectfully request that the Midland City Council deny Zoning Petition #563
because it is clearly incompatible with the surrounding single family land usesZNE! pall bhEextfamBly 3 )

detrimental to our property values.
2.} We also respectfully request the Midland City Council to ask the Ptann:ng@‘w’ﬁ%ﬁsmn an % {

Planning Department to reopen the Future Land Use process (Plan Review) for this area to correct an
ohvious oversight concerning “coordination of character” as io what exists.in Larkin Township. In
Chapter 9 of your Master Plan, introduction, it is stated: “this Plan is intended to be flexible and respond

to new information, trends, and opportunities, the Plonning Commission is responsible for recognizing an

impetus for Plan review prior to the legally mandated 5 year review stondard.” Based on data
presented, Larkin residents input, and discussions of the past three months, this apparent new
information should be acted upon. This need is further called out in your Performance Measures Matrix,

Table 9.1, and Conclusions on page 9.3 of your Master Plan.
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PETITION TO THE MIDLAND CITY COUNCIL

1.] We the undersigned respectfully request that the Midland City Council deny Zoning Petition #563
because it is clearly incompatible with the surrounding single family tand uses and will be extremely

detrimental to our property values.

2.) We also reSpec_tfully request the Midland City Council to ask the Planning Commission and the
Planning Departmetfit to reopen the Future Land Use process {Plan Review) for this area to correctan

obvious oversight concerning “coordination of character” as to what exists in Larkin Township. in
Chapter 9 of your Master Pian, introduction, it is stated: “this Plan is intended to be flexible and respond
to new information, trends, and opportunities, the Planning Commission is responsible for recognizing an-
impetus for Plan review prior to the legally mandated 5 year review standard.” Based on data '
presented, Larkin residents input, and discussions of the past three months, this apparent new
‘information should be acted upon. This need is further called out in your Performance Measures Matrix,

Table 9.1, and Conclusions on page 9.3 of your Master Plan.
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PETITION TO THE MIDLAND CITY COUNCIL

1.) We the undersigned respectfully request that the Midland City Council deny Zoning Petition #563
because it is clearly incompatible with the surrounding single family fand uses and will be extremely

detrimental to our property values.

2.) We also respectfully request the Midland City Council to ask the Planning Commission and the
Planning Department to reopen the Future Land Use process (Plan Review) for this area to correct an
obvious oversight concerning “coordination of character” as to what exists in Larkin Township. In
Chapter 9 of your Master Plan, introduction, it is stated: “this Plan is intended to be flexible and respond
to new information, trends, and opporrunitiés, the Planning Commission is responsible for recognizing an
impetus for Plan review prior to the legolly mandated 5 year review stondard.” Based on data '
presented, Larkin residents input, and discussions of the past three months, this apparent new
information should be acted upon. This need is further called out in your Performance Measures Matrix,

Table 9.1, and Conclusions on page 9.3 of your Master Plan.
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