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1. ATTENDANCE 
 
2. APPROVAL OF PRIOR MINUTES OF OCTOBER 21, 2010 AND NOVEMBER 18, 2010. 
 
3. OLD BUSINESS 

 
A. Request for motion for rehearing regarding case Z10-15 Michael & Maureen Ryan, 15 Arch St., 

Tax Map 10, Lot 162, zoned RM-U, requests an Area Variance from the terms of Article IV, 
Section 170-11 and Section 170-12, to subdivide a parcel into 2 lots, creating one with frontage of 
sixty (60) feet,  where a minimum of eighty (80) feet is required.  The Variance was originally 
granted by the ZBA at their regular meeting held on November 11, 2010. 

 
4. NEW BUSINESS 

 
A. * Z 10-17 Elie Khoury (Owner: North Haverhill Management), 171 Silver St., Tax Map 11, Lot 3A, 

zoned B-3, thoroughfare business, requests a Variance from the terms of Article II, Section 170-
6B, and Article IX, Section 170-32. C., 5. a., to install an electronic LED type gas price sign. 
 

B. * Z 10-18 Wentworth-Douglass Hospital (Owner: Wentworth-Douglass Hospital), 789 Central 
Avenue, Tax Map 37, Lot 1, zoned O Office, requests a Variance from the terms of Article IV, 
Section 170-12, A., Article IX, Section 170-32, H., and Sign Regulations contained in the Office 
(O) District Table of Use including applicable footnotes, to allow 2 signs where 1 is allowed, to 
allow 800 square foot area where 12 sq. ft. is allowed, to permit 2 temporary signs (banners) where 
none are allowed, and to permit said temporary signs to be erected 25 ft. above the ground where a 
maximum of 16 ft. is allowed.  
 

5. OTHER BOARD BUSINESS 
 
A. Review Zoning change recommendations from staff 
 

6. ADJOURN 
 

*If the application is accepted for discussion, the public hearing will be held that evening. 
 
Persons with questions or wishing to see the plans are invited to visit the Planning Office, weekdays from 
8:00 am to 4:00 pm. You may also view materials at www.dover.nh.gov, a map showing project locations can 
be found at www.dover.nh.gov/planhome.html. Follow us on Twitter @DoverNHPlanning and find us on 
Facebook at www.facebook.com/CityofDoverNHPLanning.  
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1. ATTENDANCE:  
Members Present: Sam Reid (Chair), William Colbath (Vice Chair), James Kelley, Otis Perry, Frank 
Landford 
Members Not Present: Chris Prior (Alternate member) 
Staff Present:  Bruce Woodruff (Zoning Administrator), Lisa Ertle (Recording Secretary) 

   
2. APPROVAL OF PRIOR MINUTES OF SEPTEMBER 16, 2010. 
 

Motion: O.Perry motioned to approve the September 16, 2010 minutes. J.Kelley seconded. Vote: 
Unanimous approval. 

 
3. OLD BUSINESS 

 
A. Z 10-11 Chad Weathers & Olga Mollin, 24 Westwood Cr., Tax Map F, Lot 17-N, zoned R-40, 

requests a Variance from the terms of Article IV, Section 170-12.B, to construct an addition 
(garage) within 11 feet from a side property line where a minimum of twenty-five (25) feet is 
required. 
 

 Note: This item was tabled from the meeting of August 19, 2010. 
 

 The Chair read a correspondence from an abutter who is in favor of this application. (Copy in file) 
 
Motion: O.Perry motioned to remove application from table for consideration. F.Landford 
seconded. Vote: Unanimous approval.  
  
Chad Weathers and Olga Mollin, of 24 Westwood Circle, stated they are looking to remove an 
existing garage and replace it with a two bay garage. C. Weathers discussed a letter of 
correspondence from an abutter who is in favor of the request. (Copy on file) 
 
Public Hearing Opened 
In favor of the request-No one spoke. 
Not in favor of the request-No one spoke. 
 
B.Woodruff discussed the mapping of the property and noted the change of the Zoning district 
from R-1 to R-40 after the houses had been constructed in 1979, which changed the side setback 
requirements.  The Planning Department recommends the application be approved with the 
following condition:  That the required building permits are acquired and a foundation plot plan is 
prepared by a surveyor prior to constructing the new garage.   
 
The Chair and B.Woodruff confirmed the requirement for the foundation plot plan due to the fact 
that certification of foundation would not be required. 
 
Public Hearing Closed  
  
The Board discussed a surveyed map of property. (Copy on file) 
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The Chair asked C. Weathers if there are any other garages this size in the neighborhood. C. 
Weathers noted possibly two other neighbors.  
 
Public Hearing Closed 
 
Motion: O.Perry motioned to grant the variance. F.Landford seconded. Vote: Unanimous 
approval. 
 
Motion: O.Perry moved to amend motion to add the condition that the foundation is surveyed to 
confirm that the foundation is 11 feet from property lines. F.Landford seconded. Vote: Unanimous 
Approval. 
 
Findings of Fact: 
1. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates the variance will not be contrary to the 
public interest? Yes. Per submission and presentation. 
2. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates how a variance observes the spirit of the 
ordinance? Yes. Per submission and presentation.  
3. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates how a variance will result in substantial 
   justice? Yes. Per submission and presentation. 
4. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates the variance will not diminish the values of 
surrounding properties? Yes. Per submission and presentation. 
5. 5A. The Applicant was to provide proof that literal enforcement of the provisions of the 
ordinance would result in an unnecessary hardship. (i) Did the Applicant demonstrate that special 
conditions of the property exist that distinguish it from other properties in the area? Yes. Per 
submission and presentation. (ii) Did the Applicant demonstrate that no fair and substantial 
relationship exists between the general public purposes of the ordinance provision and the specific 
application of that provision to the property? Yes. Per submission and presentation. (iii) Did the 
applicant demonstrate that the proposed use is a reasonable one? Yes. Per submission and 
presentation. 
 

4. NEW BUSINESS 
 

A. Z 10-14-A Suzanne French, Trustee, (Owner: Noel R. Goulet & Rachel R. Goulet Living Trust), 6 
Hall St., Tax Map 37, Lot 17A, zoned B-3, requests a Use Variance from the terms of Article IV, 
Section 170-11.A, B & D, to develop the land for either single family residence or a duplex 
residence. 
 
Note: The following item will be heard if the previous item is granted. 
 

B. Z 10-14-B Suzanne French, Trustee, (Owner: Noel R. Goulet & Rachel R. Goulet Living Trust), 6 
Hall St., Tax Map 37, Lot 17A, zoned B-3, requests an Area Variance from the terms of Article 
IV, Section 170-12.A & B and Section 170-39, to construct a single-family residence or a duplex 
residence with a front setback requirement of twelve (12) feet, where fifty (50) feet is required. 
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Attorney James Schulte represented the applicant. He discussed the unique location of this 
property that is located on Hall Street and abuts Hannaford shopping plaza property. There is little 
use for commercial this lot and feels residential is the best use.  The applicant is asking for 
allowance of a single or multi family unit. The setbacks would be consistent with the 
neighborhood.  The structure built will be constructed further back to avoid an existing sewer line.  
 
Public Hearing Opened  
In favor of the request-No one Spoke.  
Not in favor of the request- No one Spoke.  
 
B.Woodruff discussed the B-3 district zone. He noted the street is residential in character, and can 
not handle commercial traffic. The Planning Department recommends approval of this application 
with the following condition: That the use on the property remains residential in keeping with the 
neighborhood, that any future owner that may wish to use the property or structure for a 
commercial use (usually allowed by right) shall come back to the ZBA to request a change in the 
terms of this variance.   
 
The Chair and B.Woodruff discussed the city regulations for this site and the concern from 
abutters. The Chair read a letter of concern from an abutter. (Copy on file) 
 
The Board discussed the following: the purview of the Zoning Board, the permitted uses for the 
homes in the B-3 zone, and amount of mixed-used dwellings.   
 
W.Colbath asked why the applicant is asking for a 12 ft. front setback. As stated previously from 
Attorney J. Schulte, the setback is consistent with other structures in the neighborhood.  It is the 
front setback directly across the street, which is in an Office zone. 
 
The board discussed the boundary lines that connect Dover into Rollinsford; Hall Street extends 
approximately 200 ft., which connects the City of Dover into the town of Rollinsford.  
 
Public Hearing Closed 
 
O.Perry and Attorney J. Schulte discussed the necessity of the condition for “multi-family” use.  
 
The Chair noted his concern with the size of the lot and the street.  J.Schulte discussed the average 
size lots in the City.  J.Kelley noted his concern with crowding on the small lot.  Discussion ensued 
on the size of the lot.  If a multi unit is built there will be crowding on the lot and in the 
neighborhood.   
 
Motion:  O.Perry motioned to grant the variance for residential, subject that it only be a single 
family use, without the Planning Department recommendation. He noted his concern with the 
Planning Department recommendation.  J.Kelley seconded. Vote: 4-1 (opposed F.Landford)  
 
Motion: O.Perry motioned to grant a variance to allow the front setback to be 12 ft. F.Landford 
seconded. Vote: Unanimous approval.  
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Findings of Fact: 
1. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates the variance will not be contrary to the 

public interest? Yes. Per submission and presentation by applicant’s attorney. 
2. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates how a variance observes the spirit of the 

ordinance?  Yes. Per submission and presentation by applicant’s attorney. 
3. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates how a variance will result in substantial  

   Justice? Yes. Per submission and presentation by applicant’s attorney. 
4. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates the variance will not diminish the values of 

surrounding properties? Yes. Per submission and presentation by applicant’s attorney. 
5. 5A. The Applicant was to provide proof that literal enforcement of the provisions of the 

ordinance would result in an unnecessary hardship. (i) Did the Applicant demonstrate that 
special conditions of the property exist that distinguish it from other properties in the area? 
Yes. Per submission and presentation by applicant’s attorney. (ii) Did the Applicant 
demonstrate that no fair and substantial relationship exists between the general public 
purposes of the ordinance provision and the specific application of that provision to the 
property? Yes. Per submission and presentation by applicant’s attorney. (iii) Did the applicant 
demonstrate that the proposed use is a reasonable one?  Yes. Per submission and presentation 
by applicant’s attorney. 

 
C. Z10-15 Michael & Maureen Ryan, 15 Arch St., Tax Map 10, Lot 162, zoned RM-U, requests an 

Area Variance from the terms of Article IV, Section 170.11 and Section 170-12, to subdivide a  
parcel into 2 lots, creating one with frontage of sixty (60) feet, where a minimum of eighty (80) 
feet is required. 

 
Attorney James Schulte represented the applicants. The Arch Street zone is currently designated 
RM-U, but there is a petition currently being brought before the Planning Board to vote on 
rezoning this to the R-12 zone.  The street is residential with a mix of residential uses, and is used 
as a through street.  The applicant will keep the existing house on one lot with a division line, and 
would prefer not to have a shared driveway.  They plan to live on the new lot and sell the old lot. 
The purpose of frontage is to allow spacing for the buildings and to meet the setback requirements.  
He discussed the abutting properties, which are mainly backyards facing this property. He cited a 
letter from a RE Max realtor that addresses the issue of diminution of value to the abutting 
properties. (Copy on file)   
 
Public Hearing Opened 
In favor of the request-No one Spoke 
Not in favor of the request- 
 
Carol Boc, of 8 Arch Street, noted her concern of this application in regards to the current petition 
to the City for rezoning Arch Street.  She stated her concerns with the 60ft. frontage request, the 
congestion of traffic the paving will incur, and the up keep of characteristic for this neighborhood. 
She submitted a plan that detailed the square footage of frontage for each home on Arch Street. 
(Copy on file) C.Bok suggested the following conditions for approval: applicant create a shared 
driveway, limit the house to single family residence.  
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Robert Doyle, 22 West Concord Street, noted his concern with the frontage of the lot, and the 
width of the driveway.  The abutting backyard neighbors will have to look into a parking lot.  He 
feels this will be best as a single family home.   
 
Attorney J.Schulte stated having separate driveways is important to the clients.  He discussed the 
concerns with having a shared driveway.  The applicants would be willing to accept the condition 
of building a single unit residence with the 60 ft. frontage. 
 
C.Boc stated she would stand by the approval of two lots with 70 ft. sq. frontage and two single 
units, with a shared driveway.   
 
B.Woodruff noted the Planning Department recommends the ZBA ask the applicant whether this 
use is for a single or   two family structure.  The Planning Department recommends screening and 
a shared driveway to be considered as conditions.  If the Board approves the variance, staff would 
suggest the following conditions: The plat shall go to the Planning Board for their review and 
approval; that the residential use be limited to a single family dwelling.  
 
B.Woodruff discussed the rezoning of the district in 2009, and the replacement of frontage with 
build to lines to match the frontage in the neighborhood.  Discussion ensued with the Board on 
this subject.  W.Colbath suggested to make the two lots with 70 ft. sq. frontage, and to limit both 
lots to single family residence. Attorney Schulte noted the applicants are limited on the size of 
development and are willing to accommodate.   
 
The Board and Attorney Schulte discussed the setbacks in regards to the neighborhood, and the 
position of the driveway in concern to abutters.  Attorney Schulte suggested making both lots 70 
ft. setback, and place the driveway on the right, and new house be centered on the lot.  
 
J.Kelley and Attorney Schulte discussed the dimension of the lots and the dimensions of the 
existing garage.  O.Perry noted the driveway access may be best placed on the southern side of the 
lot, and the residential use be a single family use.  Discussion ensued on the garage located at the 
rear of the parcel. 
 
Public Hearing Closed 
 
C.Boc asked for clarification on the procedure in regards to changing the particulars in variance 
requests.  B. Woodruff clarified that this was allowed. 
 
Motion: O.Perry motioned to grant a variance subdividing the lot into 2 lots, one lot with 70 ft. of 
frontage and the new lot having 69.6 ft. of frontage (more or less); and on the new lot the driveway 
be on the southern side and no closer than 5 feet to the abutting lot. Finally, that the new lot be 
allowed only a single family residence use. J.Kelley seconded. Vote: Unanimous Approval. 
 
Findings of Fact: 
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1. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates the variance will not be contrary to the 
public interest? Yes. 

2. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates how a variance observes the spirit of the 
ordinance?  Yes. 

3. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates how a variance will result in substantial  
Justice? Yes. 

4. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates the variance will not diminish the values of 
surrounding properties? Yes. 

5. 5A. The Applicant was to provide proof that literal enforcement of the provisions of the 
ordinance would result in an unnecessary hardship. (i) Did the Applicant demonstrate that 
special conditions of the property exist that distinguish it from other properties in the area? 
Yes. (ii) Did the Applicant demonstrate that no fair and substantial relationship exists between 
the general public purposes of the ordinance provision and the specific application of that 
provision to the property? Yes. (iii) Did the applicant demonstrate that the proposed use is a 
reasonable one? Yes. 

 
5. OTHER BOARD BUSINESS 
 

The Chair noted the receipt of a letter from Ann Wilkins, who had come before the ZBA Board 
for a variance to the side setback.  B.Woodruff discussed the variance that was approved with a 
plan, which was submitted from the applicants, by the Zoning Board.  The Wilkins are looking for 
clarification on the specifics of the variance.  Discussion ensued on the variance that was granted, 
whether the variance was decided on the plans and documents submitted, and the concerns of the 
Wilkins.  B.Woodruff noted he will not sign off on a building permit for the building official to 
grant a permit to build a foundation up to line the ZBA granted because the submitted plans 
indicated that the planned overhang of 2’-6” was at the approved setback.  It has to be the plans 
that the ZBA approved. Any variances from this line will need to be brought before the ZBA 
Board.  
 
B.Woodruff noted he has booklets of resource that may be helpful to Board Members.  These are 
available for ordering to any of the Board members. 
 
The Chair noted that B.Woodruff submitted a handout of policies and procedures for Findings of 
Fact that are used in other municipalities.  B.Woodruff spoke about the handout. The Board 
discussed the terms necessary for the Finding of Facts.  The facts have to come from the individual 
ZBA member and not as group, but all facts need to come together as a consensus from the group.   
 

6. ADJOURN 
O.Perry motioned to adjourn the meeting at 8:49 pm. W.Colbath seconded. Vote: Unanimous. 
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1. ATTENDANCE 
Members Present: Sam Reid (Chair), William Colbath (Vice Chair), Otis Perry, Chris Prior (Alternate 
member) 
Members Not Present: Jim Kelley, Frank Landford 
Staff Present:  Bruce Woodruff (Zoning Administrator), Lisa Ertle (Recording Secretary) 

  
2. APPROVAL OF PRIOR MINUTES OF OCTOBER 21, 2010. 

 
Motion: O.Perry motioned to defer the approval of the minutes to the meeting. Vote: Unanimous 
approval. 

 
3. OLD BUSINESS 
 

There was no Old Business. 
 
4. NEW BUSINESS 

 
A. Z 10-16 Chris & Rebecca Anderson, 83 Spruce Ln., Tax Map I, Lot 81-R, zoned R-40, requests a 

setback and an Area Variance from the terms of Article IV, Section 170-12.B and Article X, 
Section 170-40.A and 170-41.D, to allow construction of an addition to an existing non-
conforming dwelling within approximately 11.5 & 29 feet of the front property boundaries, where 
a minimum of forty (40) feet is required, and relief from the requirement that the maximum area of 
the addition shall not exceed 20% of the gross habitable floor space of the existing dwelling. 
 

W.Colbath recused himself from the Board. 
 
The Chair noted that the Board has three voting members; approval of this application will have to 
be a unanimous vote. He offered the applicants the choice to have this application be heard at the 
next ZBA meeting, in case they would like the opportunity for a better total vote. The applicant 
chose to be heard this evening.   
 
Chris Anderson noted his family has increased to include eight family members, and have currently 
outgrown their home.  He discussed the additional rooms that they would like to build. The home is 
located on a dual frontage/corner lot in the R-40 zone, and is located in a neighborhood with a mix 
of R-12 and R-40 lots.  They are looking into a variance on the side and frontage for the addition.  
 
O.Perry confirmed, with C.Anderson, that the addition would be on the Tanglewood Drive side of 
the home. 
 
Public Hearing Opened – In Favor of the Request 
 
Clifford Summers, resident of Gonic, NH, spoke in favor of the request. He discussed the work and 
involvement that will take place for the addition to the house. He noted that due to the economy 
moving would be a hardship to the family.   
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Mathew Colbath, of 82 Spruce Lane, noted his house is located across the street of the applicants.  
Their yards are similar despite the Zoning District difference.  He feels there will be no negative 
effects to the neighborhood.  
 

B.Woodruff discussed the lots in the neighborhood surrounding the location of this variance 
request.  He noted the residential lot at 83 Spruce Lane contains approximately 9,800 sq. ft. area 
which is not quite one-third of the required lot size for a lot with City sewer and water in the R-40 
zone.  It must be noted that the subdivision was approved and the dwelling constructed under the 
old R-1 regulations that were put in place in 1948.  The R-40 area regulations were instituted in 1979 
and the parcels in this subdivision really don’t fit/comply with those area and setback requirements.  
The parcel and the dwelling structure are grandfathered non-conforming.  The parcel is a corner lot 
which therefore has two frontages, one side and one rear setback which leaves a very small building 
envelope (refer to plan) that if adhered to would preclude a common-sense addition given the 
internal layout of the house. This older subdivision on the south side of Spruce Lane abuts the less 
restrictive R-12 district which is directly across the street.  When the major zoning amendments 
were codified in 1979, it may have made more sense to have included this neighborhood in the R-
12, rather than drawing the boundary along the Spruce centerline.  Since this was not done, granting 
relief from dimensional requirements appears to make sense. Staff concur with the variance 
requirement narrative contained in the application, however, would recommend placing substantial 
weight on any abutter comments during the public hearing before making a decision.  The Planning 
Department recommends the Zoning Board accept the application, hold the public hearing. 
Additionally, staff recommends the Board ask questions and deliberate on the proposed bulk of the 
addition and how it may affect other aspects of the lot, such as driveway location and capacity.  If 
the Board approves the variance, staffs offer no conditions for this application.   

 
Public Hearing Opened- In opposition of Request-Nobody Spoke 
 
Public Hearing Closed 
 
The Chair asked C.Anderson for clarification on the projected plans for the existing driveway.  
C.Anderson noted the proposed addition will take up the area of one parking space, so they plan to 
take down a tree to allow for the width of driveway to make up for the loss of parking space.   
 
The Chair asked if the intent is to keep the same architectural design.  C.Anderson noted this is a 
one story addition, and they plan to keep with the look of the existing house. 
 
O.Perry and B.Woodruff discussed the driveway width increasing, in regards to driveway permit 
requirements and streetscape. O.Perry noted he feels that the streetscape will not be affected on 
this side of Spruce Lane. 
 
Motion: O.Perry motioned to grant variance. Discussion ensued. O.Perry amended to motion to 
grant the variance from the front setback off Tanglewood Drive and Spruce Lane, and to grant 
relief from the 20% maximum expansion area to be no greater than as proposed of the gross 
habitable floor area of the original dwelling. Additional discussion ensued regarding calculating the 
actual percentage of the addition. Although 45% maximum was used, the exact percentage was not 
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calculated correctly and the original motion to approve the size of the addition as proposed 
prevails.  C.Prior seconded. Vote: Unanimous approval.  
 
Findings of Fact: 
1. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates the variance will not be contrary to the 

public interest? Yes. Per applicant’s submission and testimony. 
2. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates how a variance observes the spirit of the 

ordinance? Yes. Per applicant’s submission and testimony. 
3. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates how a variance will result in substantial 
4. justice? Yes. Per applicant’s submission and testimony. 
5. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates the variance will not diminish the values of 

surrounding properties? Yes. Per applicant’s submission and testimony. 
5A. The Applicant was to provide proof that literal enforcement of the provisions of the 

ordinance would result in an unnecessary hardship. (i) Did the Applicant demonstrate that 
special conditions of the property exist that distinguish it from other properties in the area? Yes. 
Per applicant’s submission, testimony, and tax map of the area. (ii) Did the Applicant 
demonstrate that no fair and substantial relationship exists between the general public purposes 
of the ordinance provision and the specific application of that provision to the property? Yes. 
Per the applicant’s submission and testimony. (iii) Did the applicant demonstrate that the 
proposed use is a reasonable one? Yes. Per submission and testimony. 

 
5. OTHER BOARD BUSINESS 
 

The Chair noted a memo that was received from the Planning Director, in regards to zoning districts.   
He suggested periodically going around to make sure the zoning lines still makes sense. Discussion 
ensued on the zoning lines that need recommendation to bring to the Planning Department. 
B.Woodruff discussed the B3 zone by Hannaford, Tanglewood Drive, and the UMUD Zone, which was 
done away with in 2009.  
 

6. ADJOURN 
 
Motion: O.Perry motioned to adjourn the meeting at 7:31 pm. W.Colbath seconded. Vote: Unanimous 
approval. 
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Dover loning Board of Adjustment
ATTN: Christopher Parker, Planning Director
Dover City Hall
288 Central Avenue
Dover, NH 03820

RE: Michael and Maureen Ryan / 15 Arch Street (Tax Map 10, Lot 162)
Case II 0-15/ Motion for Rehearing

Dear Chris:

'Christopher AWyskiel
William E. Boc

"d. lance Tillinghast
'Michael J. Bolduc
Thomas G. Ferrini
'Williom R. Phipps
Stephan P. Porks
'''Boin D. Testa

, also admitted in Moine
"also admitted in MA, ME 8. VT

•• , also admitted in MA

Thank you for your e-mai Is following the Ryan October 21, 2010 lBA hearing. Carol Boc has decided
to formalize the objection we discussed, as outlined in the enclosed Motion for Rehearing which our office files
as her counsel. -

I have appended to my Motion your October 28 e-mail to me and others, summarizing your review of the
lBA hearing tape. Attorney Schulte's suggestion to the Board that it did not have jurisdiction to impose a single
family residential use limitation on the Ryans' existing house is clearly in error. The Ryans' application submits
.ill of their land to the lBA jurisdiction, which gives the lBA the right to impose reasonable conditions to any
part of it.

The Ryans presently have a single family residence on a lot with insufficient frontage to build a second
dwelling unit. Under current zoning, they could convert their single family to a duplex. Legally, then, the
maximum number of units they could develop is two.

The variance granted, with the current condition, could allow them to have a maximum of three dwelling
units. Such a density invites unreasonable congestion, density, traffic, etc. The Board should at least have an
opportunity to reconsider the condition suggested by member Colbath, placing single family residential use
limitations on both newly created lots, without the mistaken advice that the lBA does not have the legal right to
consider doing so.

Please let me know when the Motion for Rehearing will be considered by the lBA.

CAW/nl
Enclosure
cc: Carol Boc

James Schulte, Esquire
nl c:document/Boc-rehearing.ltr

Sincere.....,ly, 'tJ..(;('.,(... I
f.//llV\) Y I) .'

Christopher A. Wyskiel '

561 Central Avenue • Dover, New Hampshire 03820-3480 • Phone: 603-742-5222 • Fax: 603-742-7212 • info@wbtblow.com

mailto:info@wbtblow.com


STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

City of Dover Zoning Board of Adjustment

RE: Case ZlO-15

Michael and Maureen Ryan
15 Arch Street

Tax Map 10, Lot 162

\D)~@~O'J1~~
llill NOV 1 9 2010 ~

By

MOTION FOR REHEARING PURSUANT TO N.H. RSA 677:2
BY ABUTTER CAROL BOC

NOW COMES Carol Boc, individually and as Co-Trustee of the William E. Boc and

Carol D. Boc Revocable Living Trust ult/a dated March 22,2000, by and through her attorneys,

Wyskiel, Boc, Tillinghast & Bolduc, P.A., and files this Motion for Rehearing Pursuant to N.H.

RSA 677:2, stating as follows:

1. On October 21, 2010, the Dover Zoning Board of Adjustment ("ZBA") granted

Michael and Maureen Ryan ("the'Ryans"), owners of 15 Arch Street (Dover Tax Map 10, Lot

162) a variance from the minimum frontage requirements of the Dover Code (80 feet minimum

for the RM-U Zone) to allow their lot to be subdivided into two lots, one lot (with the existing

house) having 70 feet of frontage, and a second ("new") lot having 69.6 feet of frontage.

2. As a condition of the Ryans' variance, the ZBA required the "new lot" to be limited to

only a single family residence use.

3. Carol Boc, as a Co-Trustee of her and her husband's estate planning trust, is an owner

of the 8 Arch Street (Dover Tax Map 11, Lot 10) property located across the street from the

Ryans.
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4. As an "abutter" and a "person directly affected" by the ZBA's conditional variance

grant to the Ryans, Carol Boc has standing to file this Motion for Rehearing Pursuant to N.H.

RSA677:2.

5. This Motion for Rehearing is timely filed within 30 days of the ZBA's October 21,

2010 Decision.

6. At the ZBA's October 21,2010 public hearing, Carol Boc presented evidence in

opposition to the variance request, but offered as a possible compromise (to the Ryans' request

for one lot having 80 feet of frontage and one having 60 feet of frontage), the creation of two

lots, each with approximately 70 feet of frontage, and both being limited to single family

residence use.

7. Other citizens speaking at the public hearing expressed support for a condition

limiting both lots to single family dwelling use.

8. The October 21, 2010 ZBA meeting minutes reflect that ZBA member William

Colbath suggested making both lots approximately 70 feet in frontage, and limiting both lots to

single family residences.

9. Attorney James Schulte, representing the Ryans, indicated that his clients "are willing

to accommodate" the Colbath suggestion.

10. A review of the official tape of the October 21,2010 ZBA meeting on this point is

summarized by Dover Planning Director, Christopher Parker's, October 28,2010 e-mail (copy

attached) to the undersigned (Attorney Wyskiel). About the single family residence restriction,

Mr. Parker's summary states, in part:

I listened to the audio and it is discussed and Attorney Schulte speaks to his client
not being limited to a SF (single family) on the existing house. Colbath agrees
that they should be 2 single family lots, but the Board does not seem to favor this
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requirement. Otis and Jim Kelly speak against making the existing house stay SF
(single family). Schulte speaks that the Board does not have the existing house in
front of it, and the Board seemed to buy that.

Emphasis supplied.

11. Attorney Schulte's advice to the ZBA as paraphrased by Planning Director Parker

(summarizing the official recording of the October 21 public hearing), is in error.

12. The ZBA did, in fact, have the Ryans' existing house in front of it.

13. In presenting their variance application to the ZBA, the Ryans submit all of their land

to the jurisdiction of the ZBA. Thus, the ZBA had every right to impose a single family

limitation on both, and not just one, of the new lots created by virtue of the granting of the

JvarIance.

14. To suggest otherwise, as Attorney Schulte apparently did, could have unreasonably

and illegally impacted the ZBA's consideration of ZBA Board member Colbath's ,and abutter

Carol Boc's reasonable suggested condition to limit both newly created lots to single family

residential use.

15. Attorney Schulte's suggestion that the ZBA did not have the existing house in front

of it is essentially the same as suggesting that a variance application requesting setback relief on

one side of a structure submits only that side of a lot to ZBA jurisdiction and not the conforming

side. That makes no sense.

16. ZBA Board member Colbath's suggested variance condition to limit both newly

created lots to single family residential use was supported by the public hearing testimony in

addition to abutter Carol Boc' s.

17. Under current zoning, the Ryans have no right to subdivide and build a second

dwelling on their lot without a variance. Legally, then, the maximum amount of dwelling units
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their lot could ever sustain would be two (if their existing home was converted to a duplex, as

allowed under current Dover zoning).

18. By not imposing a condition that both new lots, coming into being by virtue of the

granted variance, be limited to single family residential use, the Ryans can still convert their

existing house to a duplex, and thus enable themselves to develop three residential units on their

existing land.

19. The evidence and rationale abutter Carol Boc and others presented at public hearing

against the granting of a variance support a compromising condition which would limit both

newly created lots resulting from a variance to be limited to single family use.

20. The current condition imposed by the ZBA, limiting only the "new" lot to be

developed to single family use invites more density, more traffic, more congestion, and more

potential problems to the existing neighborhood.

21. The map presented by abutter Carol Boc to the ZBA provided evidence of an historic

development pattern on Arch Street, creating lots with 70 feet of frontage. Of the 22 developed

lots having frontage on Arch Street, nine of them have 70 feet (or slightly less) frontage, and of

those nine, seven are single family residences:

Tax Map 10 - Lot 164
Tax Map 10 - Lot 155
Tax Map 10 - Lot 154
Tax Map 10 - Lot 153
Tax Map 11 - Lot 15
Tax Map 11 - Lot 14B-l
Tax Map 11 - Lot 9

,
(see supporting documentation attached)
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24. In deciding upon its condition that the new (undeveloped) lot created by virtue of the

variance alone be limited to single family use, the ZBA was misinformed and biased by Attorney

Schulte's incorrect advice.

25. A rehearing is appropriate and just for Board members to reconsider the variance

granted, and specifically to reconsider the condition imposed. By submitting their application to

the ZBA, the Ryans submit all of their land to the ZBA jurisdiction, and thus the ZBA has every

legal right to consider imposing a single family residential use on both lots coming into existence

by virtue of the granted variance.

WHEREFORE, for all the above reasons, Carol Boc requests:

A. The ZBA grant her Motion for Rehearing;

B. The ZBA reschedule a reopened public hearing to reconsider the issues explained

above;

C. The ZBA deny the variance or, at a minimum, revise its conditions, imposing a single

family residential use limitation on both the 70 foot frontage lot and 69.6 foot frontage lot, which

come into existence by virtue of the variance; and

D. Such other relief as may be deemed just.

Respectfully submitted,

Carol Boc

By her attorneys,
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
County of Strafford November!.J-,201O

I hereby certify that a copy of the within Motion for Rehearing has been hand-delivered
this date to the Planning Department, Dover City Hall, and a copy has been forwarded to James
Schulte, Esquire, by first-class, United States mail and via e-m .

nl c:document/Boc Motion for Rehearing
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10079-100000
10074-WOOOOO
10079-FOOOOO

-"'" 11009-000000
---» 10164-000000

11010-000000
10163-000000
11011-000000
10162-000000
11012-000000
10161-001000
11013-000000
10157-000000

__ -b 11014-BOOOOl

10156-000000
11014-BOOOOO

...---'- 'b 10155-000000
--0 10154-000000
- b 11015-000000
-h 10153-000000

10152-000000
11016-000000
10151-000000
11014-000000
33115-000000
33108-000000
33114-000000
33100-000000
33113-000000
F0018-FOOOOl
F0018-F00002
10022-000151
10022-000150
10022-000140
10022-000149
10022-000141
10022-000148
10022-000142
10022-000147
10022-000146
10022-000145
10022-000144
10022-000134
10022-000143
10022-000113
10022-000099
10022-000098
10022-.000097
10022-000111
10022-000096
10022-000095
10022-000094
10022-000092
10022-000093
30141-800000
30155-000002
30156-000000
30153-000000
29086-000000
30157-000000

17 ARBOR DR Single Family Res
19 ARBOR DR Single Family Res

21 ARBOR DR Single Family Res

2 ARCH ST Single Family Res

7 ARCH ST Single Family Res

~8 ARCH,Sr.,,'" . .' "...... Thr,~~~.atn.ilv:Irjp.l~x..o
"",,9, ARGH05l"c,':,c,,"' .. '::,,; ..: ". ,. . '., ".. : IW.Q. Fami,ly .'pI,lRIJlK ..o.

" .:A..Q, ARGH:ST ::.::;,.;;.;.",,:.; .:: :,.,' :OC' .•. ;,.,........ 'Co:. ApH':fiHlY!'tr?.1.Qr~.4;1-
15 ARCH ST Single Family Res

16 ARCH ST Single Family Res
17 ARCH ST Single Family Res

20 ARCH 5T Single Family Res
33 ARCH ST Single Family Res
34 ARCH ST Single Family Res

35 ARCH ST Single Family Res

36 ARCH ST Single Famlly Res

37 ARCH ST Single Family Res

39 ARCH ST Single Family Res

40 ARCH ST Single Family Res
41 ARCH ST Single Family Res

,,,..,,,'1'3:ARGl"i".ST~:.c".:.":':'-:'.':',;' ... ,r ce.;.....:. :,;':,c '",,~' JYI'q:EarnlI¥:P.\!p.l~~'"7.
"'",.,4.6. ARGHI ,S'1''='.'''''''''''''':' ;..;; .,,,..::.':,, . ".; ". ,-::".,.,.""" ,:r~roe.!l.••Eam lIyJrJ pJeK'",."

"'=49. AReH:ST7::.::.::._,~;~.,"" ..".-.""H,O'.-:::;""'"C~''' Two,F.amILy"DupleX"',
ARCH ST ResDevelopable Land

1 ARCOLA ST Single Family Res

2 ARCOLA ST Single Family Res

3 ARCOlA ST Single Family Res
ARCOLA ST Res Unbuildable Land
ARCOLA ST Res Un buildable Land

11 ARLINGTON OR Single Family Res
15 ARLINGTON DR Single Family Res

1 ARROWBROOK RD Mobile Home

3 ARROWBROOK RD Mobile Home
4 ARROWBROOK RD Mobile Home

5 ARROWBROOK RD Mobile Home

6 ARROWBROOK HD Mobile Home
7 ARROWBROOK RD Mobile Home

8 ARROWBROOK RD Mobile Home
9 ARROWBROOK RD Mobile Home

11 ARROWBROOK RO Mobile Home

15 ARROWBROOI< RO Mobile Home

17 ARROWBROOKHD Moblle Home

18 ARROWBROOK RD Moblle Home

19 ARROWBROOK RD Mobile Home

20 ARROWBROOKRD Mobile Home

21 ARROW BROOK RD Mobile Home
23 ARROW BROOK RD Mobile Home
25 ARROWBROOK RD Mobile Home
26 ARROWBROOK RD Mobile Home
27 ARROWBROOK RO Mobile Home
29 ARROWBROOK RO Moblle Home
31 ARROWBROOK RD Mobile Home
32 ARROWBROOK RD Mobile Home

33 ARROWBROOK RD Mobile Home
2 ASH ST Single Family Res

10lASH ST Condo
12 ASH ST Two Family Duplex

20 ASH ST Apt Conversions 4+
23 ASH 5T Single Family Res
24 ASH ST Two Family Duplex

157,000
167,400
171,500
262,800
301,600
451,000
272,900
387,400
262,900
289,900
275,200
553,200
184,600
307,900
196,100
260,800
261,700
232,800
192,800
278,000
311,400
334,900
301,000
197,500
140,300
173,400
153,300

600
600

387,200
399,600
54,400
45,800
46,000
44,900
50,600
50,800,
47,700
46,200
46,000
48,100
44,700
46,300
50,000
51,700
55,700
46,900
46,600
70,700
47,200
45,600
47,500
49,200
69,600
168,300
184,000
170,500
275,600
193,400
182,300

84,800
84,800
85,000
94,000
95,700
110,300
92,100
132,600
105,900
93,600
93,200
118,800
94,200
121,800
96,300
106,800
94,100
95,800
93,700
96,200
98,100
144,300
105,300
248,800
83,200
87,200
91,200

600
600

78,100
80,800

66,300
84,400
61,000
112,400
67,600
61,000

72,200
B2,600
86,500
168,800
205,900
340,700
180,800
476,600
157,000
196,300
182,000
464,300
90,400
186,100
99,800
154,000
170,800
137,000
99,100
181,800
213,300
190,600
195,700

59,900
86,200
62,100

304,700
318,800
54,400
45,800
46,000
44,900
50,600
50,800
47,700
46,200
46,000
48,100
44,700
46,300

50,000
51,700
55,700
46,900
46,600
70,700
47,200
45,600
47,500
49,200
69,200
98,200
99,600
103,800
163,200
141,800
125,400

157,000
167,400
171,500
262,800
301,600
451,000
272,900
609,200
262,900
289,900
275,200
583,100
184,600
307,900
196,100
260,800
264,900
232,800
192,800
278,000
311,400
334,900
301,000
248,800
143,100
173,400
153,300

600
600

382,800
399,600
54,400
45,800
46,000
44,900
50,600
50,800
47,700
46,200
46,000
48,100
44,700
46,300
50,000
51,700
55,700
46,900
46,600
70,700
47,200
45,600
47,500
49,200
69,200
164,500
184,000
164,800
275,600
209,400
186,400



Christopher A. Wyskiel

From: Parker, Christopher G. [C.Parker@dover.nh.gov]

Sent: Thursday, October 28, 2010 4:48 PM

To: Christopher A. Wyskiel; carol.boc@comcast.net; Jack Buckley; William E. Boc

Subject: RE: October 21,2010 ZBA Minutes

I spoke with Bruce and he said that he recalled the discussion about SF on both the new lot and existing
home, and that the Board did not go along with that line of thinking. I listened to the audio and it is
discussed and Attny Schulte speaks to his client not be limited to a SFon the existing house. Colbath
agrees that they should be 2 single family fots, but the Board does not seem in favor of this requirement.
Otis and Jim' Kelly speak against making the existing house stay SF.Schulte speaks that the Board does
not have the existing house in front of it and the Board seemed to buy that. Most of the Board
discussion was on the frontage (60' vs 70').

Listening to the audio, I think the motion is clear that it is just restricting only the new lot be restricted
to SF.

Chris

Christopher G. Parker, AICP
Director oj Planning and Community Development
City of Dover, NH
288 Central Avenue
Dover, NH 03820-4169
e: c.parker@dover.nh.gov
p: 603.516.6008 f: 603.516.6007

Dover: First in New Hampshire, First with you!
www.dover.nh.gov
http://dovemhplanning.blogspot .comI
Facebook: www.facebook.com/pages/Dover-NH ICity-of-Dover-NH-Planning 1446789895351
Twitter: @DoverNHPlanning

mailto:carol.boc@comcast.net;
mailto:c.parker@dover.nh.gov
http://www.dover.nh.gov
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Dover-NH


C ITY OF DOVER  

ZONING BOARD - STAFF MEMO FILE #Z10-17 
 

Application Type: Sign Variance 

Applicant(s): Elie Khoury 

Owner(s): North Haverhill Management 

Location:   171 Silver Street (Assessor’s Map 11, Lot 3A) (Irving station, 
formerly Gulf station) 
 

 

\\cityfiles01\data\Department\Planning\Planning_Share\Zoning Administration\ZBA\memos\Variance z10-17.docx 

INTENT: To obtain a Use Variance to allow 
the installation of an electronic LED type 
gasoline price sign on the existing freestanding 
sign.  
 
LOTS/UNITS PROPOSED: 0 Lots 
 
AGENDA ITEM #: 4-A 
 
ZONING DISTRICT: Thoroughfare 
Business (B-3) 
  
EXISTING LAND USE: Gasoline and 
convenience store  
 
PROPOSED LAND USE: Same 
 
SURROUNDING LAND USE: Single 
family, multi-family houses, elementary school 
and vacant education institution 
 
PREVIOUS ZBA ACTION: None 
 
PB APPROVAL REQUIRED: No 
 
ATTACHMENT: sign detail, application  
 
APPLICATION IS COMPLETE:  Yes  
 
NOTICES AS REQUIRED:  Yes 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  
The Planning Department is neutral on this 
application and therefore has no up or down 
recommendation, however, if the Board 
approves the variance, staff strongly 
recommend that specific conditions stating 
that the pricing on the sign will change no 
more than once every 24 hours, that it shall 
not flash, be animated, change colors or have 
moving borders or characters, that it will not 
change to show any other pricing other than 
the singular unleaded component., and that 
the intensity of the sign not exceed the 
maximum nits called out in the 2010 posted 
Zoning Amendments (just ratified Wednesday 
night by City Council). 

 

 

 
 

 
Summary of Request and Background  
The applicant has asked for a sign permit that would allow him to 
install an electronic (with remote control), LED type Unleaded 
Gasoline price sign.  He has stated that the pricing on the sign will 
change, possibly once daily, but no more often than that.  
Additionally, he states this sign shall not flash, change colors or have 
moving borders or characters.  He indicates it will not change to 
show any other pricing other than the requested unleaded 
component.  The portion of the sign permit that included the LED 



C ITY OF DOVER  

ZONING BOARD - STAFF MEMO FILE #Z10-17 
 

Application Type: Sign Variance 

Applicant(s): Elie Khoury 

Owner(s): North Haverhill Management 

Location:   171 Silver Street (Assessor’s Map 11, Lot 3A) (Irving station, 
formerly Gulf station) 
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gasoline pricing was not approved because the 
definition in the Zoning Ordinance on 
“Flashing Sign” is clear in that it specifically 
includes “electronic changeable message 
boards or SIGNS of similar technologies, 
excluding those deemed necessary for the 
public safety and welfare by Federal, State or 
municipal authorities. [Added 03-21-07 by Ord. 

No. 01-2007]”.  The applicant was informed 
that he could either ask for relief from this 
section or appeal an administrative decision.  
The applicant feels that even thought the sign 
is changeable, he won’t be using it as a 
gimmick to get attention, he will only use it to 
change the pricing employing newer 
technology rather than the older number 
plates changed by hand. 
 
Reason for Staff Recommendation 
There are instances of LED and/or electronic 
signs throughout the City, but none of them 
(with the exception of grandfathered or court 
case examples with strict rules) change legally at 
all.  There are two central issues: 1. the sign 
WILL change, albeit only once a day at most; 
and 2. Sign technology has changed, and 
although it is a community character mandate 
that signs not be obtrusive and overbearing 
(flashing, intensity, attention-getting, etc.), LED 
and/or new technology signs should be able to 
be used with strict controls if possible. 
 
Recommendation 

1. Refer to Staff Recommendation 
above. 
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DATE RECEIVED ~
L,. .: () '. Z Ui 0

TIME RECEIVED _
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CITY OF DOVER
ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT

APPLICATION

APPLICANT E ~ ~ YtOu ~ y PHONE #: 603 %6(, 2{;2 z..
ADDRESS 17/ $,eUt/L {\- 1\:>e>V-<'l\ 'W\-\ 0382.-D
PROPERTY OWNER N Ci-tt \-~ BJ...veA~:tiL Y\ Q\I\ o..~ W\ UA, \---

ADDRESS 3'2. ~Q\ ItO~ V\-ve. Qe..O-M 0 \JI Cl 8 f, C
PROPERTY LOCATION /71 st' IDo u0, , "-J B 0 3 $? 'LO
BRIEF DIRECTIONS 0

CASE#2 I0- l1
AMOUNTPAID~?~~ .aD

~\C L{y \S

1.

ZONE f2> - '3 ASSESSOR'S MAP I{ LOT #(S) 3A
TYPE OF APPEAL: (Please check off one) \=Qo..~\rt\"'~ -:.\~'" .Ji~M.l \.1&

~ VARIANCE ARTICLE~~~JL~-__ SECTION \/0 -b ~
VARIANCE (Physical Disability - RSA 674:33- V) ARTICLE __ SECTION \10 _ :''2.C .5'0-
SPECIAL EXCEPTION ARTICLE SECTION _
ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION ARTICLE SECTION _
EQUITABLE WAIVER ARTICLE SECTION _

Describe briefly your plans for this property:

ned ~.Q.~

c9~ \.-""~
(}M.~ D.M
pt1 0 feA. t-{j

\}J~ to s;:"",,~/\oue.. 'd;-e O\J~ ~(9 (.L

S\-CI\C « wId e-l, (~f/) /)il) ~ 1 fA.. ~CA (e. ~'t\-
L ~ D f/l..t C<, 21'6\1\;, \--0 heJ r ~"C,1f 9{nc \-"'L
UCt.tuL.

II. REQUIREMENTS SUBMITTED: (Please check off)

5b.OO
\G:,.oo
60.00

2. 32 ~

$
$
$
$

$ \ 00. D <>

$---
$---
$---

TOTAL

A. Plot plan drawn in accordance with a boundary line survey to scale not less
than I" = 40', (9 copies). They need to include the lot dimensions including
area in square feet, and also the size and location of existing and proposed
buildings if applicable, including setbacks.

B. List of abutters including addresses and map and lot number of parcels who
adjoin or are directly across the street or stream from property.

C. Application fee of:
$100.00 VARIANCE
$100.00 SPECIAL EXCEPTION
$25.00 APPEAL FROM ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION
$100.00 EQUITABLE WAIVER

D. Certified letters fee:
# of abutters -"7 X $8.00 =

Applicant & Owner '2- X $8.00 =
Foster's newspaper public notice

Pagelof5 Adopted 3/18/1 0



III. NARRATIVE: Complete the section pertaining to your request for a variance. Keep your answers brief and be
prepared to explain them in detail at the meeting. The burden of proof is on the applicant. If you need more
space use an additional sheet of paper

VARIANCE REQUIREMENTS: (PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT IN INK)

3. Provide proof that demonstrates how a variance will result in substantial justice. . II IJ
Ch~()t'/Yld ~~ C~'cr UJief h(' /.>tLt'~ See 4~.5

\1) \ M~~ v.> eM 1:".. I ):' c.y ~d... sQ..\ Vf lAJ I
. .-/

4. Provide proof that demonstrates the variance will not diminish the values of surrounding properties.
\-...)0 \- CL.6-Q.O \-'-'<-? ''01 \II" 1:~ \"I ~()\J.. ON\. ~ J..\-l ? Qc> uJ :1.n \-e.....~ \ (....J
!IIP'- Jt"~tbo,,,-.j ~~ W~lr- ~ 0t'e \--\....t ~('.o.- ctr'O {lo.../1ifA

\-0 I)f t?. c! b:J pC\: '75 (~~~G~an~O_~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~_

SA. Provide proof that literal enforcement of the provisions of the ordinance would result in an unnecessary
hardship. Unnecessary hardship standards are:

(i) Special conditions of the property that distinguish it from other properties in the area; and

(ii)

(iii) the proposed use is a reasonable one.
U.t=:2 I\, ) 0 U,) I--~"? e J "::J " .

be CO>M.LM d sboe.. ~ ev...~ \11\

OR

LG-b f?J'8/1')

S-N cltnt <'J' .
;.- ,"

=-_.-tJ

SB. If the criteria in subparagraph SA above are not established, provide proof that an unnecessary hardship exists
if, and only if, owing to special conditions of the property that distinguish it from other properties in the area, the
property cannot be reasonably used in strict conformance with the ordinance, and a variance is therefore necessl:!ry
to enable a reasonable use of it.

Page 2 of5 Adopted 3/18/1 0



SPECIAL EXCEPTION REQUIREMENTS

1. Explain how the requested use would be essential or desirable to the public convenience or welfare.

2. Detail how the requested use would not create undue traffic congestion or unduly impair pedestrian safety.

3. Describe how the requested use would not overload any public water, drainage or sewerage system or any other.
municipal system to such an extent that the requested use or any developed use in the immediate area or in any
other area of the City will be unduly subjected to hazards affecting health, safety or the general welfare.

******************************************************************************************
THIS SECTION OF THE APPLICATION MUST BE COMPLETED BY ALL APPLICANTS

*Both Signatures Required

IMPORTANT
PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION SIGN
MUST BE POSTED ON THE PROPERTY
FOR THE 5 DAYS PRIOR TO HEARING.

FAILURE TO POST MAY RESULT IN
APPLICATION NOT BEING ACCEPTED

IV. As applicant of standing of this request, I certify that the.
accurate.

If /~O I/t?
I 7Date

The applicant wai the requirement of holding a hearing within thirty (30) days of receipt of the
application, p 'Suan toRSA 676: 7, II:

Page 4 of5 Adopted 3/18/10



CITY OF DOVER

Pursuant to RSA 676:7, the State Law of New Hampshire, the City of Dover is required to notify the
applicant and every abutter of the public hearing by certified mail, return receipt requested. The cost of
required publication or posting of notice, and the cost of mailing said notices, shall be paid by the applicant.

THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE APPLICANT

"Abutter" is defined in Chapter 170, Dover Zoning Ordinance, as "Any person whose property is located in
New Hampshire and adjoins or is directly across the street or stream from the land under consideration by the
Board. For purposes of receiving testimony only, and not for purposes of notification, the tenn abutter shall
include any person who is able to demonstrate that his or her land will be directly affected by the proposal
under consideration. For purpose of receipt of notification for a public hearing by the Board, the term of
abutting property owner for a condominium or other collective form of ownership means the officers of the
collective or association as defined in RSA 356-B :3, XXIII."
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