


Pe##on for variance applica#on supplemental informa#on 
 

1. Building plan designs, including truss plans, were approved by the City of Madison  
 

The a&ached building plans designs were approved by the City of Madison. Building 
plans specifically show the headspace into the lo= being measured from the center of 
the entrance and vaulted ceiling. The plans include the truss outline. It was assumed 
that because these plans were approved, meeAng the 76” headspace requirement at the 
center of the lo= entrance was sufficient to saAsfy the code.  



Truss plans were also requested, reviewed, approved by the City of Madison. The 
a&ached truss plans clearly show the scissor trust right next to the aHc truss at the 
entrance of the lo=. The combinaAon of plan designs being approved and truss plans 
being approved, gave the impression that the headspace code was met.   
 

 
 
AddiAonally, plan designs were submi&ed mulAple Ames. With every submission, the 
city required alteraAons or addiAonal informaAon and documentaAon. Given the 
extensiveness of plan review by the city, it was reasonably assumed that the building 
could be built per the specificaAons of the plan design.  
 
 

 
 
 



2. Building passed framing inspec>on 
 
The addiAonal dwelling unit (ADU) passed the framing inspecAon. The stairs and roof 
trusses were present during the inspecAon. The only finishes that were added between 
the framing inspecAon and final inspecAon in that area of the ADU was ½ inch of drywall 
on the ceiling and LVP flooring. If the framing of the roof truss and stairs was not to code 
during the framing inspecAon, it should have been addressed then, when changes would 
not have had as much of a Ame delay and financial burden. Passing the framing 
inspecAon led us to believe that the framing was up to code. 
 
 

3. The area that does not meet code is very small and does not carry into the loA 
 

The lo= itself has ample headspace. The 
enAre staircase has ample headspace unAl 
the very last step. There is a 1-2 inch 
overlap between the nose of the tread 
leading into the lo= and lower vaulted 
ceiling. The area not to code is a fracAon of 
the last step of the staircase. The ceiling 
headspace requirement is up to code as 
soon as you step into the lo=. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

4. Adjus>ng framing at this stage in build would cause undue delays and financial 
hardship on residen>al property owner 
 
I am not a commercial real estate developer building some massive apartment building 
with enough cash reserves to cover repeated delays and added costs of adjusAng the 
framing at this stage in the build. I’m a Madison resident who lives on the property. 
Every added cost this far into the build process is a significant financial burden to our 
family.  
 
 
 



5. Madison housing shortage 
 
It is no secret that Madison has a housing shortage. Laws around ADUs have conAnued 
to get more liberal to try to address the housing shortage.  
 
The arAcle, Common Council votes to approve more housing opAons for residents states, 
“The goal of the change is to allow for modest increases in housing density while 
creaAng more housing opAons to address the “missing middle” in Madison – the gap in 
housing opAons between single-family homes and large apartment buildings.”  
 
And “The number of Accessory Dwelling Units currently in the City of Madison is not 
high – a total of 32 have been built or are under construcAon since 2012 – but these 
changes are another piece of the puzzle in creaAng more housing opAons in the City of 
Madison.” 
 
If the City of Madison sets the precedent that they can approve plans at every stage of 
the process (plan design, framing, etc.) and then require significant changes to 
previously approved aspects of the build, building an ADU will be too much of a financial 
risk for most homeowners. This uncertainty will discourage Madison homeowners from 
pursuing an ADU, and there will be li&le to no marginal improvement to the housing 
shortage in Madison as a result. 
 

 
6. Proposed alterna>ve meets or exceeds code requirement  

 
The proposed alternaAve to add a corner guard of a contrasAng color provides an 
equivalent level of safety as intended by the code. AddiAonally, this is a specific example 
provided by the City of Madison on their Building Code Variance webpage (pictured 
below) on how you will provide an equivalency to the code.  

 
 
 
 

https://www.cityofmadison.com/news/2024-04-17/common-council-votes-to-approve-more-housing-options-for-residents
https://www.cityofmadison.com/development-services-center/land-development/private-property/building-code-variance


Finally, the building code secAon on final inspecAons and occupancy states the following: 
 
SPS 320.10(3)(h)(h) Final inspec+on. 
1. Except as provided under subd. 2., the dwelling may not be occupied unBl a final inspecBon 

has been made that finds no criBcal violaBons of this code that could reasonably be 
expected to affect the health or safety of a person using the dwelling. 

 
With the proposed alternaAve of adding contrasAng color corner guards to the entrance 
of the lo=, the lo= entrance headspace cannot be “reasonably expected to affect the 
health or safety of a person using the dwelling.” 
 
 













Andrew Crone
Building Plan Designs Approved by City of Madison







**FOR REFERENCE ONLY**

ROOF AREA = 913.58 ft² SQ FT
HORIZONTAL SUBFASCIA = 78.2 ft LF

RAKED SUBFASCIA = 107.48 ft LF
RIDGELINES = 34 LF
HIP LINES = 0 ft LF

VALLEY LINES = 0 ft LF

ROOF TRUSS DESIGN CRITERIA
Building code = IRC 2009
TCLL = 30.0 lb/ft² Roof snow
TCDL = 10.0 lb/ft²
BCLL = 0.0 lb/ft²
BCDL = 10.0 lb/ft²
Deflection criteria = L/240 LL, L/180 TL
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GENERAL NOTICE:

THIS PLAN IS DESIGNED TO ASSIST
IN THE LOCATIONS AND ERECTION
OF DREXEL SYSTEMS COMPONENTS
ONLY. IT IS IN NO WAY TO BE
REGARDED AS A COMPLETE
CONSTRUCTION DRAWING. THE
BUILDER IS RESPONSIBLE FOR
ERECTION AND COMPLETION OF
THE BUILDING, USING
SATISFACTORY CONSTRUCTION
METHODS AND TECHNIQUES, AND
FOR COMPLIANCE WITH ALL LOCAL,
STATE, AND FEDERAL CODES,
ORDINANCES, AND STATUTES IN
THAT REGARD.

TRUSSES REQUIRE EXTREME CARE
IN FABRICATING, HANDLING,
SHIPPING, INSTALLATION, AND
BRACING. REFER TO AND FOLLOW
THE LATEST EDITION OF THE BCSI
(BUILDING COMPONENT SAFETY
INFORMATION, BY TPI AND WTCA)
FOR SAFETY PRACTICES PRIOR TO
PERFORMING THESE FUNCTIONS.
INSTALLERS SHALL PROVIDE
TEMPORARY BRACING PER BCSI.
UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE, TOP
CHORDS SHALL HAVE PROPERLY
ATTACHED STRUCTURAL
SHEATHING AND BOTTOM CHORDS
SHALL HAVE A PROPERLY
ATTACHED RIGID CEILING.
LOCATIONS SHOWN FOR
PERMANENT BRACING OF WEB
MEMBERS SHALL HAVE BRACING
INSTALLED PER BCSI SECTIONS B1,
B3, OR B11 AS APPLICABLE.

HANGER GENERAL
NOTICE:
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SET CREW SHALL BE SOLEY
RESPONSIBLE FOR CORRECT
INSTALLATION OF ALL HANGERS.
THIS SHALL INCLUDE, BUT NOT
LIMITED TO, CORRECT NAIL SIZE,
CORRECT NAIL DIAMETER,
CORRECT HANGER LOCATION, AND
CORRECT HANGER SIZE AS NOTED
ON THIS LAYOUT. ALL NAIL HOLES
ARE TO BE FILLED PER HANGER
SPECIFICATIONS. ANY
DISCREPANCY BETWEEN HANGERS
NOTED ON THE PLAN AND HANGERS
DELIVERED TO THE JOBSITE SHALL
BE REPORTED PRIOR TO THE
INSTALLATION OF THE HANGERS.
PLEASE REFER TO THE
"INSTALLATION GUIDE FOR PLATED
TRUSS CONNECTORS" FOR MORE
INFORMATION.

**TRIANGLE INDICATES TAGGED END OF TRUSS**

ALL DIMENSIONS ARE OR
HAVE BEEN ADJUSTED TO
BE FACE OF STUD UNLESS

OTHERWISE NOTED

C
R

O
N

E

,W
I

REVIEW PLANS COMPLETELY BEFORE INSTALLATION
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NOTES:

1. DRIVE FASTENER
THROUGH UNDERSIDE
OF TOP PLATE AT A 22.5
DEG. ANGLE AND INTO
THE CENTER OF THE
TRUSS.

2. FASTENER MUST BE
DRIVEN INTO THE
CENTER OF THE TRUSS
CHORD EDGE WITH THE
THREADS FULLY
ENGAGED IN THE TRUSS
CHORDS.

3. BRING THE FASTENER
HEAD FLUSH WITH THE
WOOD SURFACE.

FOR MORE COMPLETE INSTRUCTIONS
SEE GUIDE IT SITE PACK

FRAMEFAST FMFF006 SCREW DETAIL
(DOUBLE TOP PLATE)

Andrew Crone
Roof Truss Layout Approved by City of Madison
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