
ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 
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1. ATTENDANCE 
 

2. APPROVAL OF PRIOR MINUTES OF MAY 17, 2012 
 
3. HEARINGS  

 
A. * Z 12-09 Robert F. Fisher (Owner: Anne E Revocable Trust), 49 Littleworth Road, Tax Map G, Lot 29, 

located in the Low Density Residential (R-20) District, requests a variance from Section 170-12.A of the 
Zoning Ordinance and the R-20 District Table of Use to permit a lunch cart on the property where lunch 
carts are not a permitted use in the R-20 District.  

 
B. * Z 12-10  Sherri Santo (Owners: Stephen & Marilynn Carter, Stephen YC Mau Revocable Trust, Jason & 

Sheri Santo), 1-5 Crown Point Drive, Tax Map 16, Lots 15-1, 15-2, and 15-3, located in the Medium 
Density Residential (R-12) District, requests a variance from Section 170-33.A of the Zoning Ordinance 
to permit the construction of a six (6) ft. fence in the front yard (located along Back River Road and 
Crown Point Drive) where a maximum height of three (3) ft. is permitted.  

 
C. * Z 12-11 Rensselaer Properties, Ltd., 142 Broadway, Tax Map 27, Lot 278, located in the Urban Density 

Multi-Residential (RM-U) District.  The property currently contains a single family dwelling and two large 
detached outbuildings which are nonconforming as to minimum required side and front yard setbacks.  
Applicant proposes to renovate the outbuildings and to construct connections between them and the 
single family dwelling thereby creating a single structure on the lot.  Applicant proposes to use the first 
floor of the existing structure for a beauty shop and the remainder of the proposed consolidated structure 
as two (2) dwelling units.  Applicant requests variances from Section 170-12.A of the Zoning Ordinance 
and the RM-U District Table of Use and Dimensional Requirements as follows: (a) to permit the first floor 
of the existing building to be used as a beauty shop where beauty shops are only permitted by special 
exception provided it qualifies as a customary home occupation, and (b) to permit the consolidated 
building to be located zero (0) feet from the side lot line shared with 69 Oak Street (Tax Map 27,  Lot 
279A) and nine (9) feet from the front lot line along Oak Street.  

 
D. * Z 12-12 Mikula Family Revocable Trust, 52 Upper Factory Road, Tax Map E, Lot 52-B, located in the 

Rural Residential (R-40) District, requests a variance from Section 170-12.A of the Zoning Ordinance and 
the R-20 District Table of Dimensional Regulations to construct an 8 ft. by 32 ft. front porch addition to 
be located 16 feet from the front property line where a minimum front yard setback of forty (40) feet is 
required in the R-40 District.  

 
4. APPROVAL OF REVISED ZBA APPLICATION FORM 
 
5. 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, Monday-Thursday from 8:30 
am to 5:30 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/pages/Dover-NH/City-of-Dover-NH-Planning/446789895351  

http://www.dover.nh.gov/
http://www.dover.nh.gov/planhome.html
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Dover-NH/City-of-Dover-NH-Planning/446789895351
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1. ATTENDANCE 
Members Present: Sam Reid (Chair), William Colbath (Vice Chair), Frank Landford, James Kelley, 
Otis Perry, Jennifer Stone (Alternate), Chris Prior (Alternate), Joshua Cote (Alternate) 
 
Staff Present:  Christopher Parker, (City Planner), Timothy Corwin (Assistant City Planner),  
Gail Pare (Recording Secretary) 
 
The Chair called the meeting to order at 7:06 p.m.  The Chair opened the meeting and introduced the 
Board and staff members to the audience, and described the process used to hear cases. 
 
Please note that the audio recording for this meeting failed. 
 

2. APPROVAL OF PRIOR MINUTES OF APRIL 19, 2012 
  
 Motion:  O.Perry motioned to accept the April 19, 2012 minutes as amended.  Seconded by J.Stone. 

 Vote:  U/A   
  
3. HEARING – CONTINUED FROM APRIL 19, 2012 
 

J.Kelly and F.Landford recused themselves from the case.  J.Stone and C.Prior are voting in their place. 
 

A. * Z 11-11 Salmon Falls Holding, LLC, 45-48 Arch Street, Tax Map 11, Lot 16, located in the 
Medium Density Residential (R-12) District, proposes to demolish an existing three (3) family 
dwelling, which is a nonconforming use, and to construct a new three (3) family dwelling on a 
different portion of the lot.  Applicant requests a variance from Section 170-12.A of the Zoning 
Ordinance and the R-12 District Table of Use to (a) permit a three (3) family dwelling unit use of 
the property, where three (3) family dwelling units are not a permitted use, and (b) to permit the new 
three (3) family dwelling to be located approximately 18 ft. from the front lot line.  

 
The applicant, Salmon Falls Holding, LLC, was represented by Attorney Christopher Boldt.  
 
C.Parker spoke on the revised staff memo.  He read staff’s proposed conditions of approval.  The 
proposed conditions would allow the applicant to replace the home with a modern structure, but addresses 
the concerns of the abutters.  He stated the floor plan and footprint condition in the plan may need to be 
shifted as a new condition.  A Notice of Decision was presented from the Planning Department.  (copy in 
file) 
 
S.Reid requested clarification about the building and asked if the new building is placed in its current 
location, would another 3 family be allowed in the rear of the property in the future.   
 
C.Parker said they would have to come back to the Board.  Discussion continued. 
 
Motion:  O.Perry motioned to grant the variance per the conditions described in staff’s proposed Notice 
of Decision.  Seconded by C.Prior.   Motion failed. 
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W.Colbath asked the board if they are suggesting including the accessory structure as square footage (which 
is a barn).  The applicant submitted a plan that is a 10% increase in square footage, which includes the 
square footage of the barn and the structure.  He also asked about grandfathering on a specific use, and 
rebuilding it.   
 
O.Perry said they are redesigning the structure to fit in the space. 
 
C.Parker stated the existing structure is grandfathered; a new structure would not be, and they need a 
variance for a new structure. 
 
J.Stone asked about parking issues and driveways.  Discussion ensued. 
 
C.Parker stated the driveway does not require site plan approval. 
  
S.Reid asked if the planning department is concerned about the location of the driveway. 
 
C.Parker responded that they are changing the curb cut which makes it safer.  City Engineering will look 
into the driveway with the driveway permit. 
 
J.Stone asked if relocating the access would be considered. 
 
W.Colbath asked that the gross area not exceed 10%, and that the driveway and the screenings go to TRC 
prior to construction to review the backing out situation of the driveway.  
 
C.Parker stated this will be considered by engineering.  He also feels the application stated “not to exceed 
the 10%” and he didn’t feel that it was necessary to go to TRC. 
 
J.Stone asked about the intent of the driveway plan and parking. 
 
Motion:  W.Colbath motioned to limit the increase to 10% and add a TRC review as a required condition.  
J.Stone seconded.  Motion failed.  
 
J.Stone asked if there are any regulations requiring screening on the property.  C.Parker said there are not. 
 
Motion:  C.Prior motioned to approve the variance requested, with the following conditions: 
W.Colbath seconded.  Vote:   U/A. 
 

1. The placement of the new structure shall not be any closer to the north side lot line than the plane 
along the existing structure and no closer to the south lot line than the plane along the existing 
barn structure, recognizing that the footprints/floor plans previously presented may need to be 
adjusted to fit into the building area described herein. 

2. The new structure shall be no larger than what was presented in the application. 
 

4. NEW HEARINGS 
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A. * Z 12-07 Luke Murphy, 3 Nantucket Court, Tax Map 22, Lot 41, located in the Medium Density 
Residential (R-12) District, requests a variance from Section 170-12.A of the Zoning Ordinance and 
the R-12 District Table of Use to permit the construction of an attached deck to be located fifteen 
(15) ft. from the rear property line where a minimum thirty (30) ft. rear yard setback is required.   

 
C.Prior recused himself, as he is an abutter.  
 

Peter Anderson, who is a builder, represented the applicant Luke Murphy, who is out of town on business.   
Mr. Anderson presented a letter from the applicant allowing Mr. Anderson to speak on his behalf.   Mr. 
Anderson gave a brief overview of the applicant’s request.  He discussed the 15’ setbacks vs. the 30’ setback 
requirement and the reconfiguration of the deck.   
 
J.Kelley asked about the existing deck and asked if the homes on the street are similar.  He commented on 
the request to have a smaller setback and if other neighbors would wish to do similar changes in future. 
 
Mr. Anderson stated the property is unique.  The old deck would be removed.  He pointed out a 
misstatement in the application; the 14 ft deck is replacing the current deck.  The plan submitted shows the 
deck is 14’ closest to Henry Law Avenue and what they are requesting is a 15 ft rear setback. 
 
S.Reid asked for a clarification. 

 
Public Hearing open.  No one spoke.  Public hearing closed. 
 
T.Corwin stated the Planning staff supports the application and granting the variance.  The original plan 
included a larger deck, but the staff requested the applicant reduce the size.   
 
Motion:  J.Kelley motioned to grant the variance.  Seconded by O.Perry.  Vote:  U/A. 
 
J.Cote and C.Prior did not vote. 
 
B. * Z 12-08 Daniel and Lauren Fontaine, 544 Tolend Road, Tax Map C, Lot 28, located in the Rural 

Residential (R-40) District, requests a variance from Section 170-12.A of the Zoning Ordinance and 
the R-40 District Table of Use to permit the construction of a detached “in-law apartment” containing 
768 sq. ft. where “in-law apartments” are not a permitted use in the R-40 District.   

 
Public hearing open 
 
Daniel Fontaine represented himself.  He mentioned the Building Inspection Department reviewed the 
preliminary plans including plans for a bedroom, bathroom, living room in the proposed barn, but there 
would be no kitchen or microwave.  He was advised from Building Inspection that in-law apartments are 
allowed, but that cooking facilities are not. 
 
W.Colbath asked about the “proposed building” on the plans and questioned the “proposed barn”.   He 
wanted clarification that the new building is 60-70 feet away from the main house.  He also questioned 
why you would want to put an elderly person that far away from the main house with no kitchen access. 
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J.Kelley confirmed with T.Corwin that an “In-Law” apartment over a detached accessory building is not 
permitted. 
 
O.Perry asked about the new accessory dwelling unit and if it can be occupied by anyone?   He stated a 
detached structure should have an alternative use as a garage and the dwelling unit must be on the second 
floor.  
 
Sam Reid confirmed this is correct, and stated the Certificate of Occupancy will apply to the second floor 
only. 
 
O.Perry asked the applicant why he wants the “in-law apartment” in the barn and not attached to the 
primary structure. 
 
Daniel Fontaine stated the reason to have it in the barn is that he is a contractor and would need a 
woodshop and storage for his tools.   He stated that the R-40 zone includes “elderly care”.   He said he 
tore down a previous 1800 era dwelling and is trying to better the property with new structures. 
 
Lauren Fontaine stated that the apartment is for her elderly dad who needs a place to live. 
 
T.Corwin stated the staff memo states the staff does not take a position on the application and that the 
Planning Department is considering an accessory dwelling unit zoning amendment.  Discussions ensued 
regarding the property driveways, water and utilities. 
 
F.Landford asked about driveway and the proposed driveway and water line. 
 
Public hearing closed. 
 
Motion:  O.Perry motioned to grant the variance with conditions to build the accessory dwelling unit.  
Seconded by J.Kelley.  Vote:  Passed 4-1 (opposed W.Colbath)   
 

5. STAFF COMMENTS:  N/A 
 
6. ADJOURN 
 
Motion:  O.Perry motioned to adjourn at 8:10 pm.  Seconded by F.Landford.   Vote: U/A 



Application T11re :

Applicantr
Ou'ner:
Location:

Variance

Ilobe¡t li. Fisl¡er

Âune E Tucker llevocablc Trust
49 Littlcworth Road (Iax Map G,I.ot 29C)

INTENT: Âpplicant proposes to opcrate a

lunch cart on the subjcct property. Â variance
is requited to permit the lunch c¿rt which is
not a permitted use .in the zoning distict in
which the propetty is located (R.-20).

LOTS/UNITS PROPOSED: n/a

AGENDA ITEM #: 3A

ZONING DISTRICT: R-20

EXISTING I-AND USE: Residential

PROPOSED I-AND USE:
Residential and Commercial

SURROUNDING LAND USE: Single-
family tesidential, industial and commcrcial

PREVIOUS ZBA ACTION: Variancc
sought to permit an eating and drinking
establishment in a tesidential zoning disttict
(Case 200-9). Variance denied per Notice of
I)ecìsion dated Aprrl 20, 2000.

PLANNING BOARD APPROVAL
REQUIRED: No

ATT,q,CHMENTS: Application, Tax Map,
Case 200-9 Application, Case 200-9 Notice
of Decision

APPLICATION IS COMPLETE: No-
Plot Plan not submitted

NOTICES AS REQUIRED: Yes

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Thc Planning Department does not support
the varìance request.

Summary of Request ând Backgtound
'l'he subjcct property is located ât 49 Littleworth Road and is
improved with a multi-family dwelLing unit. "I'he appLicant has

requested a vatiance to operate a "lunch truck" on thc property
which is a non-pelrnitted commercial use of the propetty. -A similar
variance requcst fot a 'lnobile lunch truck" was made in 2000 (Case

200-9), at wliich time the property was loc¿ted in thc R-40 District.
The variance request was denied by theZß1'

Reason for Staff Recommendation
Staff bcLieves that tl.ìere are no special conditions of the property
that distinguishcs it ftom any other property similady zoned. The
propcrty is already being used fot a multi-family residence, and there
are severâl other uses permitted in the R-20 District that the
propcrty could be used for, if desired. -4 similat request was made to
the ZBA in 2000 and was denied v¡here the ZBA concluded that the
application failed to meet all Frve (5) of the variance criteda.

Recommefrdation
T'he Planning Department recommends the Boatd hold the public
heatìng, and deny the variance.

2 Z3Á\ó.21'12 2B^ M..tiig\Stolf À\.òô.\Zì 2.09 Srõll /tl.m.dæ¡
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City of Dover, New Hampshire
ZONING BOARD OFADJUSTMENT APPLICATION

[Adopted: , 2012]

Office Use Only Case #:

Amount Paid:

APPLICANT IPROPERTY OWNER INFORMATION

Date Received:

Time Received:

~\TI '~
~Ot2 W
By

APPLICANT: Robert E. Ej sher Phone # 603-742-6131

Phone # 603-742-2424

Address of Applicant: PO Box 70, .Dover, NH 03821-0070

E-Mail Address: _

PROPERTY OWNER (if different from applicant): __ A-'-n"_'n_T~u=c"_'k=er=__ _

-tf/(P
Address: The Garrison, Route 108, Dover, NH 03820

E-Mail Address: _

PROPERTYIPARCEL INFORMATION I
Address:' 4 L L" & lA/v r j!h. ((L.
Brief Directions: Littleworth Road beyond Dover Paint & Varnish on the same side

of the street •

. ~Oning District: 1( ;;to Assessor's Map # G
TYPE OF APPEAL: (Please check one)

Lot(S) # ~1__

-L Variance
...• -

_' _' Physical Disability Variance (RSA 674:33-V),

__ Special Exception

_, _ Appeal of Administrative Decision

_'_' _ Equitable Waiver

from Section of the Zoning Ordinance

from Section of the Zoning Ordinance

per Section of the Zoning Ordinance

regarding Section __ of the Zoning Ordinance

per Section of the Zoning Ordinance

, DESCRIBE BRIEFLY. YOUR PLANS FOR THE PROPERTY:
• .•. 1,: ~ ..., ',;,/ ~ _;. •

Lunch Cart
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YOYR-RECEIPT I

THANK YOU
G D

!

Variance

LlA
lLA

Archive Fee

.1
!

,
Ii'

APPLICATION CHECKLIST (Please check off)

~sof Completed Zoning Board of Adjustment Application

Ion signed by Property Owner (if different froni Applicant)
, .'

!s of plot plan drawn in accordance with a boundary line to scale
than 1" = 40', (12 copies). They need to include the lot
bns including area in square feet; and also,the size and location
rg and proposed buildings if applicable, including setbacks.

Ibutters including addresses and map and lot number of parcels
oin or are located within two hundred (200) feet (including land across
bt or waterway) of the subject property. In the case of an abutting
r being under a condominium or other collective form of ownership,
, "abutter" means the officers of the collective or association, as defined
~S6-B:3, XXIII. Additionally, the individual owners of units within the
tion, which are located within two hundred (200) feet of the common
( line, shall be notified by first class mail only.

~Labels in triplicate with abutters names and addresses for notices

Planning and Com DevM-F 8A - 4P
603.516.6008
05/02/2012 3:29AM 07000000#2365 CLERK07

Copies
#176
#1058
#1209

*COPY*1 @ S100.00S100.006 @ S8.00Certified Mail S48.00
1 @ S100.00

S100.00-1 @ SlOO.OO
V-100.00

1 @ S8.00Certified Mail S8.00
7 @ S1. 00S7.001 @ S60.00Legal Notice S60.00
50 @ SO.50

S25.00

~~~~~ ~~48. 00 FEE paid by cash or check made payable to "City of Dover"
.'

1. Application fee of:

$100.00 VARIANCE(per Section requested)' '. \
, ..' ;. (" '" -',. _ ~. __ ' -'"1- .••.

$100.00 SPECIALEXCEPTION ., \.. - - , .' • ~

$100.00 APPEALFROMADMINISTRATIVE DECISION

$100.00 EQUITABLEWAIVER

\~_\ $ /00. (/2J
$---
$---
$---

2.

3.

Certified letters fee: # of abutters '_' ~_X $8.00 =
, /~ ~1

Applicant & Owner mailing fee: /_X $8.00 =
\
;,

$ llj.tN
$_~_'uV_

4. First Class Mail fee (for individual owner of units within a condominium n. cJV
or other collective form of ownership): # of abutters 1X. $1.00 = $ "_

TOTAL FEE $ o'l~3.au
S. Foster's newspaper public notice $ 60.00 /

.,
X. 5D :=- ~38,()rJ
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VARIANCE REQUIREMENTS

THIS SECTION TO BE COMPLETED BY VARIANCE APPLICANTS ONLY

A. Variance Requested

A variance is requested from Section(s) J 7() ...f2th~oning Ordinance to permit:
I <( Arrr~ ~~ _

B. "The Five Varianc~ Criteria (as set forth in NH RSA 674:33, I(b»

Pleasedemonstrate compliance with the following:

1. Waiving the terms of the Ordinance will not be contrary to the public interest because:

A lunch cart will enhance the property and neighborhood.

2. Deviation from the strict requirements of the Ordinance is consistent with the spirit of the
Ordinance because: -

See #1

3. Granting the variance wou~ddo substantial justice because:

s~~#1.

3. The value of surrounding property will not be diminished because:

The ] and j 5 J arge enollgh to 'aCXXJJJJIX1atethis use and the property is already
multi family,

Page 3 of9
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NOTE: please complete EITHER paragraph 5A OR paragraph 58. Staff recommends that
you complete paragraph 58 only if you feel you cannot meet the requirements set forth in
paragraph 5A.

SA. Literal enforcement of the provisions of the ordinance would result in an unnecessary hardship;

(i) The following special conditions of the property distinguish it from other properties in the area:

and
(ii) . No fair and substantial relationship exists between the general purposes of the ordinance
provision and the specific application of that provision to the property because:.. " - . '-j;711:. ~Ll~ A.. 4M=JC =? tk~.. f/ . > t~ ~

and '.

(iii) The proposed use is a reasonable one because: ~ '1

z' fl,Jile dL ad k #~

OR

5B. If the criteria in subparagraph SA above are not established, explain how, 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 necessary to
enable a reasonable use of it:

Page 4 of9
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SIGNATURE PAGE

THIS SEcnON OF THEAPPUCATION MUST BE COMPLETED BY ALL APPLICANTS

.

~ C1tufl ~T;,e1&A
Signature of Owner* ;;'

*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.

, I, the undersigned Applicant, hereby certify that the information contained within this Application is
complete and accurate, and I acknowledge that I have read and u rstand the Application
Instructions, which a~eset forth on the first two pages of t . Iication form.

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER SUBJECT PROPERTY

Date:Signature of Property Owner:

I, and my successors, hereby authorize members of the Dover Zoning Board, Planning Department
and other pertinent City Departments and boards to enter my property for the purpose of
evaluating this application, including performing inspections during the application phase, post-
approval phase, construction phase and occupancy phase. It is understood that these individuals
must use all reasonable care, courtesy, and .. nce when on the property.

. '\
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ABUTTER LIST

THIS SECTION OF THE APPLICATION MUST BE COMPLETED BY ALL APPLICANTS

Pursuant to RSA 676, 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. The cost of required
publication or posting of notice, and the cost of mailing said notices, shall be paid by the
applicant.

"Abutter" is defined in Chapter 170, Dover Zoning Ordinance, as:

The owner of record of a parcel of land located in New Hampshire and adjoins or is
directly within two hundred (200) feet (including land across the street or waterway) of
the proposed site under consideration by the Board.

,

In the case of an abutting property being under a condominium or other collective
form of ownership, the term "abutter" means the officers of the collective or
association, as defined in RSA 356-B:3, XXIII. Additionally, the individual owners of
units within the association, which are located within tow hundred (200) feet of the
common property line shall be notified only by first class mail.

PLEASE NOTE: abutter ownership information for lots located in Dover, shall be
obtained through the City's Tax Assessment Office.

rax Mao Lot No. Owner(s) of Record Mailina Address

30029 AOOOOO Linda Small 59 Auausta Wav Dover NH 03820-5013
30029 BOOOOO Kav Trust 45 Littleworth Rd. Dover NH 03820
30004 DOOOOOGloballnventorv 120 Industrial Park Road Dover NH 03820

Manaaement LLC
30003 DOOO01 David Goodwin 52 Littleworth Road. Dover NH 03820
30004 FOOOOOHolaate Limited 130 Central Avenue Dover NH 03820

Partnershio
80004 FOOO01 I=dwardRoundv. Jr. 14 Lakeshore Drive Barrinaton. NH 03825

-
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AN¡ouNr PAID s i t/,rr. *t"

DArE REcETvED 4/,1/t o-------7---*- -
IME REc ErvED ___3_=2A/e_

CITY OF DOVER
ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT

APPLICATION

APPLICANT
ADDRESS
PROPERTY OWNER Ì)ouq h s A,(ñ ú\^^e -T,t(e.¿

PHoNE *: 741 1("q 
^

ADDRESS
PROPERTY LOCATION
BRIEF DIRECTIONS
zoNE P-zo ¡ss@ #(s) 2q c
TYPE OF APPEAL: (ptease check orr one)

X vnnrnruce
_ SPEC|AL EXCEPTTON

- 

ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION
EQUITABLE WAIVER

ARTICLE uV SECTIoN I7Õ.IIARTICLE SECTION
ARTICLE SECTION
ARTICLE SECTION

g /Oô. oo
$_--
$--
$_
$ 14 9ct
$ 5. qL,
$ 25.00_

$ l45.su

B.

c.

É\. lince ìliS rn a
REQUIREMENTS SUBMITTED: (prease check off)

Plot plan drawn in accordance with a boundary line survey to scale not less
than 1" = 40', (12 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.

List of abutters including addresses and map and lot number of parcels who
adjoin or are directly across the street or stream from property.
Application fee of:
$1OO.OO VARIANCE
$1 OO.OO SPECIAL EXCEPTION
$25.00 APPEAL FROM ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION
$1OO.OO EQUITABLE WAIVER

D. Certified letters fee:
# of abutters 5 X $2.98 =
Applicant&Owner Z X$2.98=
Foster's ad

TOTAL



III. NARR A.TIVE: Complete the section pertaining to your request. Keep your answers brief and be
prepared to explain them in detail at the meeting. If you need more space use an additional sheet of
paper.

VARJANCE RXQUIREMENTS: (PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT IN INK)

1 . Describe the unnecessary hardship created for the applicant's propedy based on the existing zoning
ordinance.

lh¿ sob-\€ç+ Pcô?€r+1 \s iæc+e.ì ô/a L; ++\<u¡r{^ Roê ì>. f+ i: ¿ìdJâ(¿n+.tò
1ln I c\àùS+r iÀ\ Par. \< ul^i¿ !^,. .ô^\24;^g V)À+h V\åù<\ri. \ " ær.^¡r.€,. ¿r.^\ Fácl\ ìl"ie<.,

++\<LJ¡r rd^ Roê r) .

te¿
.(.

+/

\,.s¿ .

3. Explain how a variance would be consistent with the spirit and intent of the ordinance.
L

Nobr\t
Explain

U,rckr trt¡cE is-øgrlabtq nc* co$crrol
how the variance will not resrilt in a diminution

b9 Jti"f fohib'l-rtl .

in ialue of surrounding properties.
.ZC)

- ?l ìot,. ÎÊt.slaà,rn/ørnrer\,{^ce sì{¿. 'Gi't?A "fhc con¿nF 0¿ighbori^ol (ô¡¡¡h eJci<¡
5. Discuss how the variance would not be contrary to the public interest.
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SPECIAL DXCEPTION 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 imrnediate
area or in any other area ofthe City will be unduly subjected to hazards affecting health, safety or the
general welfare.

APPEAL FROM AN ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION

l. Explain why you feel that the Administrative Official made an error in applying or interpreting the zoning
ordinance in a particular case.

IV. As applicanf
accurate.

IMPORTANT

PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION SIGN MUST BE
POSTED ON THE PROPERTY IO DAYS PRIOR
TO HEARING. FAILURE TO POST MAY RESULT
IN APPLICÄTION NOT BEING ACCEPTED

of standing of this request, I certiff that the information

{ú/'r-'-
herein is complete and

ø¿r.A
Sisnature of Annlicant+"&<¿'.o qÚ-clÐL

*Both Signatures Required



case# 7^ 0[! -4
ORDER GRANTING OR DENT'ING A VARIANCE BY

THE ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
CITY OF DOVER, NEW HAMPSHIRE

The Zonìng Board of Adjustment for the City of Dover, New Hampshire, having held a public

, to consider an application for a variance submitted by

lor the property located at

and having heard all the a¡guments

presented at the hearing, makes the following FINDINGS OF FACT and draws the following

CONCLUSIONS:

1. It is the Board's CONçLIJSION that, if the applicant complies with the strict ietter of
lnu'3b P C"tbf l:='--->

the ordinance. heTshe ( does i(1oes not) face an unnecessary hardship.

This CONCLUSION is based on the following FINDINGS OF FACT:

This CONCLUSION i on the followìng FINDINGS OF FACT:

t,

Túut-çên, 'ZZz--¿ ¿c nn ha'24ú//r' r)'
'Vn r, ,/o ^ J, /

D.h*^z X. rhua/", _----------ìñ2. It is the Board's CONCLUSION that, if granted, the variairce"( wifl7 will not ) fleliver

subsrantial j ustice.

ße ra^<.e-- ? a,-e ¿øm..¿øs ¡,4^zt /z¿a þars

J /'rti' f 1""
3. It is the Board's CONCLUSION that, if granted, the varí anáe (

harmony with the spirit and intent of the zoning ordinance.



The CONCLUSION is based on the following FINDINGS OF FACT:

Þ-/ reê71,"4 -.,----\\-
It is the Boa¡d's CONCLUSION that, if granted, the variance ( will lñill nor ) rlutt in a

diminution in value of surrounding properties. \---"'"'

This CONCLUSION is based on the following FINDINGS OF' FACT:

rr is rhe Board's coNcLUSroN that. irgrantfi [nffi"Arg@
contrary to the public interest.

2 .P â

THEREFORE, based upon the foregoþg, IT IS ORDERED that the application for the

variance be ( cRANTEq,ÆÉÑ;D-rIf granted, it is subject to the lollowing conditions:

This CONCLUSIQN is based on the following FINDINGS OF FACT:

oraereatnis ÃÒ% auvor hori I ,zooo



ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT – STAFF MEMO (Z12-10) 
Application Type: Variance 
Applicant: Sherri Santo 
Owner: Stephen & Marilynn Carter, Stephen YC Mau Revocable Trust, Jason 

& Sheri Santo 
CITY OF DOVER Location:   1-5 Crown Point Drive (Tax Map 16, Lots 15-1, 15-2, and 15-3) 

 

S:\Department\Planning\Planning_Share\Zoning Administration\ZBA\2012 ZBA\6-21-12 ZBA Meeting\Staff Memos\Z12-10 Staff Memo.docx 

INTENT: Applicant proposes to construct a 
six (6) foot fence around the perimeter of the 
shared front yard abutting Back River Road 
and Crown Point Drive.  Because the Zoning 
Ordinance only permits fences in the front 
yard having a height of no greater than three 
(3) feet, a variance is required to permit the 
fence to be a height of six (6) feet.   
 
LOTS/UNITS PROPOSED: n/a 
 
AGENDA ITEM #: 3-B 
 
ZONING DISTRICT: R-12 
 
EXISTING LAND USE: Multi-Family 
Residential 
 
PROPOSED LAND USE:   
Multi-Family Residential 
 
SURROUNDING LAND USE: Multi-
Family Residential, Single Family Residential, 
and Commercial   
 
PREVIOUS ZBA ACTION:  
(a) Variance sought to move a non-
conforming three-family dwelling use to 
another portion of the lot (Case Z03-4).  
Variance denied per Notice of Decision dated 
July 24, 2003. 
(b) Variance sought to construct a three-family 
dwelling where zoning only permitted a multi-
family structure of 5 or more units (Case 04-
22). Variance granted per Notice of Decision 
dated July 15, 2004. 
 
PLANNING BOARD APPROVAL 
REQUIRED:  No  
 
ATTACHMENTS:  Application, Plot Plan 
 
APPLICATION IS COMPLETE:  Yes 
 
NOTICES AS REQUIRED:  Yes 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  
The Planning Department supports the 
variance request as depicted on the plot plan. 

Summary of Request and Background  
The subject property is Tax Map 16, Lot 3 located at the corner of 
Back River Road and Crown Point Drive.  The condo units are 
identified as 1, 3, and 5 Crown Point Drive (Tax Map 16, Lots 15-1, 
15-2, and 15-3 respectively).  The building is located on a very small 
lot.  The only green space on the lot is a small area located in the 
“front yard” along Back River Road, a very busy main road. 
Although this area is the “front yard” as that term is defined in the 
Zoning Ordinance, functionally it is what the owners consider their 
rear yard in that the rear of the house faces Back River Road and the 
front of the building where the main entrances are located faces 
inward to the Crown Point development.  The small yard offers no 
privacy: it is completely exposed to Back River Road traffic coming 
in both directions in addition to pedestrians using the sidewalk.  
Moreover, applicants have small children who are unable to safely 
use the yard due to its small size and close proximity to the busy 
traffic of Back River Road. Because this yard is considered the front 
yard under the Zoning Ordinance, the owners are restricted from 
erecting a fence with a height greater than three (3) feet. Therefore, 
a variance is required from 170-33.A of the Zoning Ordinance to 
permit the construction of a six (6) ft. fence in the front yard where 
a maximum height of three (3) ft. is permitted. 
 
Reason for Staff Recommendation 
Staff believes that the property has special conditions (corner lot 
with small rear yard abutting busy main road) which warrant the 
granting of the variance both to (a) ensure a reasonable use of the 
property and (b) ensure the safety of the occupants.  Staff does 
however recommend that the ZBA approve the application with a 
condition that the construction of the fence meet the site line 
requirements of Section 170-33.B.2, by limiting the height of the 
fence to 4 feet within this area. Note that this is what is depicted on 
the plot plan submitted by applicants.  Staff recognizes that this will 
not afford complete privacy. But the proposed condition is an 
attempt to balance the safety and privacy concerns of the applicants 
with the safety concerns of drivers pulling onto Back River Road 
from Crown Point Drive.  Staff also recommends that the variance 
is approved on condition that the fence is located 6 feet from the 
sidewalk.  This proposed condition is at the request of the 
Community Services Department and is in fact reflected on the plot 
plan submitted by the applicants. 
 
Recommendation 
The Planning Department recommends the Board hold the public 
hearing, and approve the variance per the plot plan submitted, 
which depicts the fence at a height of 4 ft. within the site line 
described in Section 170-33.B.2, a height of 6 ft. in the area outside 
of the site line, and a distance of 6 ft. from the sidewalk.  
 



Plot Plan for 1 Crowne Point Drive
Dover, NH
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APPLTCANT/ PROPERTY OWNER TNFORMATTON

City of Dover, New HamPshire

phone # 603-953-3140

* -1
I
i
I

I
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i
I
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i

I
*___l

APPLTCANT: Sheri Santo

Address of Applicant: 5 Crown Point Drive, Dover NH 03820

ZONTNG BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT APPL

E-Mait Address: sherisanto@gmail.com

PROPERTY OWNER (if ditrerent from applicant¡:
Slephen & Marilynn Carter I Stephen Mau, Trustee, I Jason & Sheri Santo

Address: 1 Crown Point Dr. | 154 Wallace Rd Rye NH 03870l5 Crown Point Dr. phone *603 1P4191)

E-Mait Address: swcarter@comcast.net I garywizl 23@yahoo.com

PROPERTY/ PARCEL IN FORMATION

Address: 1, 3 and 5 Crown Point Drive, Dover NH 03820

From Rte. 108 heading towards Durham, turn left on to Back River Road. The property
Brief Directions:

will be on the left just after Tedeschi Convenience Store and the Psychiatric Building

Zoning District: Assessor's Map #16

TYPE OF APPEAL: (Please check one)
x Variance

Physical Disability Variance (RSA 674:33-V)

Special Exception

Appeal of Administrative Decision

Equitable Waiver

Lot(s) # 15-1, 15-3 and 15-5

from Section 

- 

of the Zoning Ordinance

from Section 

- 

of the Zoning Ordinance

per Section of the Zoning Ordinance

regarding Section of the Zoning Ordinance

per Section of the Zoning Ordinance

DESCRIBE BRIEFLY YOUR PLANS FOR THE PROPERW:
We would l¡ke to install a 6' fence around the majority of the yard on the Back River Rd. side of thê property with the area ¡n the line of sight

The entr€ fenco would be 6' back from tho sidewalk in accordance wilh the department of public works. from the comer b€ing 4' in height. The ma¡n reason for th€

fence is to address a safety is€ue, as there are two small children residing ¡n thess propert¡es, and lhe back door currently opens directly out to a very busy rcad.

As the ftont of tho property is a parkjng lot, thê small lawn area in the back side is lhe only area for children to and for r€sidents lo enjoy the outdoors. The f€nce would

provide us with reasonable use of tho small yard area which is currently unusable due to the proxim¡ty of the road. Additionally the fence would provide

an element of privacy as our windows are diroctly on stre€t l6vol and lhere is a great de8l of foot traffic due to thê Tedesch¡ Conven¡once Slore and Psych¡atris offìc€ next to us'
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VARIANCE REQUIR.EMENTS

THIS SECTION TO BE COMPLETED BY UARIANCE APPLICAIVTS OIVLY

A, Variance Requested

A variance is requested from Section(s) 170-33 4 of the Zoning ordinance to permit:

A 6'fence (4'height in the line of sight from the comer) around the yard on the Back River Road side of 1, 3, and 5 Crown Po¡nt Dr¡ve

Although the front side ofour propety on Crcwn Polnt Drive ls a pa*ing lot, the back yard located on Back Rlver Road is considered â second tront yarcl by lhe

c;ty due to the proximity of lhe street. Therelore, we mu6t request a va ance to allow us to erect a fence around (his area to addr€ss safety ând privâcy issues

B. The Five Variance Criteria (as set forth in NH RSA 674133' I(b))

Please demonstrate compliance with the following:

1. Waiving the terms of the Ordìnance will not be contrary to the public interest because:
The fence will not block the line of sight at the corner. The fence wìll be 6' from the sidewalk ¡n accordance with the public works d€pt

The fence w¡ll address a safely ¡ssue so smâll chìldron liv¡ng in the property w¡ll not be able to run d¡rectly into the streel and get h¡t by cars.

It w¡ll be a nice look¡nq white vinyl fence which will match the building.

2. Deviation from the strict requirements of the Ordinance is consistent with the spirit of the
Ordinance because:
Our propBrty ls unique because the area we wanl to fenc€ ¡n is not a standârd íront yard as other propeli€s ln lhe vlclnity have Our property is aiso unique

because thts Tronf yard Ís the only yard ar6a our properly has. Mosl properties in the aroa do nol need to fence in lh6lr fronl yard as they also have a back yârd.

There is a very high leveloffoot traffìc on th¡s siclê ofour property due to the commercial bu¡lding located next to us and the convên¡ence store

at the bottom of our street. Our windows are located al street level and thg stândard 3' front yard fence would not provido any privacy or safety

for th¡s property. The h¡gher fonce would provido pr¡vacy from heavy foot lraf¡c, sêfoty for children to play outside ìn â yard on a busy streot, and

protection for the yard and build¡ng ¡f a dr¡ver were to gwerve of the road as people speed up and down the road at allhours ofthe day and night.

3. Granting the varlance would do substantial justice because:
Small children t¡ving on tho proporty would no longer be able to run directly ¡nto fhe vêry busy street. Children liv¡ng iñ thê property would have

a plac6 to play outdoors. Cunently with a parking lot on ono side ând a busy sk€et on lhe other sidê there is no way for children to play outs¡de safely

The residents of the property wouid be able to make some reasonable use of the yard aroâ w¡thout constant foot traffìc looking ¡nto the yard.

The residents ofthe property would have some p¡¡vacy from foot traff¡c lookìng ìnto lheirwìndows as they pass by. fhe yad area on this property

is currently used as a dumping ground by passers by throw¡ng the¡r trash ¡n the yard, lett¡ng the¡r dogs poop on the lawn and leaving their

used fum¡ture (couches, mattresses, etc.)on thê lawn. The 3'fonce cunently allowed for front yards ¡n thê area does not help w¡th lhe safety or

issues of this specific propertv.

3. The value of surrounding property will not be diminished because:

Allowing a taller fence on our proporty will nol negat¡vely effect any sunouoding property in any way. The fence will not ¡mpede vis¡on

at the street comer and will not interfêrê w¡th the right of way. The fence wi¡l look nicê and will make the ãrea look bêtter as there w¡ll no longer

be trash, dog poop, signs, used furniture, etc. being dumped ¡n the yard.
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Many of lhe properlies surrounding ours are eilher r€ntal apârlmênls or commercial buildingÊ, and none oi lh6se propêrti6s have a traditional fronl yard,

so we will not be standing out from the nom so to speak. Neighbors and visitors driving by will not need to worry about small children running into the

¡"oad afte¡ a bãll or

NOTE: pleaæ complete EITHER paragraph 5A OR paragraph 58. StaÍf recommends that
you complete paragraph 58 only if you feel you cannot meet the rcquiremenb set foÉh ín
paragraph 5A.

54. Literal enforcement of the provisions of the ordinance would result in an unnecessary hardship'.

(i) The following special conditions ofthe propety distinguish it from other properties ¡n the area:

The vard of concern interpreted as our "front yard" is the only yard area the property has. Currently, there is not only no safe

placo forchildren to play on tho property, there ís no place for children to play at all. A 3'fênce does nol offer any privacy as lhe w¡ndows âre atground

leveland thê yard ¡s very clo6€ to a busy street with a grealdeal offoot lrsfic. Passers by could easìly Iook ove¡ a 3'or4'fence into windows and lhe

at children playing in bathing suits, etc. Anyone want¡ng to sleal a child playìng could reach or step over a 3' fence. Add¡t¡onally, a 3' fence

cañ be easily climbed over by children chasing after â ball or toy which could easily bounce or be thrown over a 3' feñce. The doors on this

side ofthe property aro lncredibly closê lo lhe very busy slreetand drivers In lho âreâ do not observe ths sp€ed limil making ìl a very dangerous part of the road.

and

(ii) No fair and substant¡al relat¡onship exists between the general purposes of the ord¡nance
provision and the specific application of that provision to the property because:

This property ¡s un¡que as i[ does nol have a back yard. The property does not look l¡ke others in the area so ¡t w¡ll not look out of place

¡f it varies from the ordjnance. The property is located on a street. The doors and w¡ndows on this side ofthe

property are in close proximity to the street and high volume foot trafflc making both privacy and safety concerns unique to this propely.

There are no pathways, stairs or wâlkwâys to thê doors on this sido oftho build¡ng that will appoar impsdod by a higher fence. As the address

for th¡s property is Crown Point Drive (not Back R¡ver Road), public acc€ss to the bu¡lding for mall and parcel delivery, etc. ¡s on the other

s¡de of the bu¡ld¡ng, ând will not be ¡mpeded by a h¡gher fence.

and

(¡i¡) The proposed use is a reasonable one because:

cranting this variance will allow the residents of th¡s property reasonable use of the only yard area they have. lt will not ¡nterlere w¡th

the line of sight at lh€ corner, the right of way or the publíc works department needs. Granting the variance will address a serious

safety concern for the children on lhe premises. lt w¡ll also address a privacy concern in a high fool traffic area. Due to the state of the

housing market, residents of this property do not have the oplion of selling and movlng to a more ch¡ld fr¡endly area. Grant¡ng the

var¡ance would make the property more safe and pr¡vate for currenf residents and would ¡ncrease value of the property for any future

res¡dents if the state of the market should change.

OR

58. If the criter¡a in subparagraph 5A above are not established, explain how, owing to special
cond¡tions ofthe property that distinguish it from other properties in the area, the property cannot be
reasonably used in str¡ct conformance with the ordinance, and a variance is therefore necessary to
enable a reasonable use of it:
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SIGNATURE PAGE

THIS SECTION OF THE APPLTCATION MUST BE COMPLETED BY ALL APPLTCANTg

I, the undersìgned Applicant, hereby ceriifu that the information contained within this Appl¡cation is

complete and accurate, and I acknowledge that I have read and understand the Applicat¡on

InstÍuct¡ons, which are set fofth on the first two pages of th¡s Application form'

11.>rlo
,.\SÔ(

TMPORTANT

PROPERTY IDENTFICATION SIGN
MUST BE POSTED ON THE PROPERTY

FOR THE 5 DAYS PRIOR TO HEARING.

FAILURE TO POST MAY RESULT IN
APPLICATON NOT BEING ACCEPTED.

*Both Signatures Required

'/( ¡cr",,)

ftn,cli. ¡ls¿r

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER SUB¡ECT PROPERTY

I, and my successors, hereby authorize members of the Dover Zoning Board, Planning Department

and other ped¡nent City Depadments and boards to enter my property for the purpose of
evaluating this appl¡catlon, including performing inspections during the application phase, post-

approval þhase, construction phase and occupancy phase. It is understood that these individuals

must use all reasonable care, courtesy, and diligence when on the property'

Ai, n
sisnature or propertv o*^.r, -V//( 1., . \Ír 1/r, oate, 6/'/./t,s-
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I e $100.00
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APPTICATION CHECKLIST

s of Completed Zoning Board of Adjustment Application

n signed by Property Owner (if different from Applicant)

;of plot plan drawn in accordance with a boundary line to scale
han 1" = 4O', (12 copies). They need to include the lot
rs including area in square feet, and also the size and location

¡ and proposed buildings if applicable, including setbacks.

ruttens including addresses and map and lot number of parcels
n or are located within two hundred (200) feet (including land across
: or waterway) of the subject property. In the case of an abutting
reing under a condominium or other collective form of ownership,
'abutter" means the officers of the collective or association, as defined
6-8: 3, n0ü. Additionally, the individual owners of units within the
n, which are located within two hundred (200) feet of the common

property ling shall be notified by first class mail only.

E. Mailing labels in triplicate with abutteß names and addresses for notices

F. TOTAT FEE paid by cash or check made payable to *City of Dover"

1. Application fee of:

$100.00 VARIANCE (per Section requested)

$ 100.00 sPEcr,AL EXCEPTTON

$100.00 APPEAL FROM ADMTNTSTRATVE DECTSION

$100.00 EQUTTABLE WATVER

ITETS
c]{Efl(

\'/

100.00

Certif¡ed letters fee: # of abutters 5 X $8.00 = g 40.00

Applicant & Owner mailing fee: x $8.00 =

4. First Class Mail fee (for individual owner of units within a condominium
or other collective form of ownership): # of abutters 6 X $1.00 = $ 6.00

5. Foster's newspaper public notice $ 60.00

TOTAL FEE ç 214.00
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ABUTTER LIST IiI,' i

i

THrs sEcrrov oF THE AppLrcATroN MUsr BE coMpLETED økeu APPLTqANTI
lt'-'1' ' "

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. The cost of required publication or
posting of notice, and the cost of mailing said notices, shall be paid by the applicant'

"Abutter" is defined in Chapter 170, Dover Zoning Ordinance, as:

The owner of record of a parcel of land located in New Hampshire and adjoins or is

directly within two hundred (2OO) feet (including land across the street or waterway)

of the proposed site under consideration by the Board'

In the case of an abutting propefi being under a condominium or other
collective form of ownership, the term "abutter" means the officers of the collective

or association, as defined in RSA 356-8: 3, XXIII. Additionally, the individual owners of
units within the association, which are located within two hundred (200) feet of the

common propefi line shall be notified only by first class mail.

qLEASE NOTE: abutter ownership information for lots located in Dover, shall be obtaíned
through the City's Tax Assessment Office,

Tax Map Lot No. Owner(s) of Record Mailinq Address

16 15-1 DRJ Crown Point Apartments, LLC 242Cenlral Ave., Dover NH 03820

16 15-2 Millstone Properties, LLC 242 Cenlral Ave., Dover NH 03820

16 15-2 Jason R. McCarthy 51 Crown Point Drive. Dover NH 03820

't6 15-2 Scott Broddy 50 Crown Poinl Drive, Dover NH 03820

t6 1ç2 David Paolini 242Cenlral Ave., DoverNH 03820

16 1ï2 Andrew Jacc¡ma 54 Crown Point Drive, Dover NH 03820

16 '14 Holgate Limited Partnership 130 Central Ave, Dover NH 03820

't6 16 Hoeksema Family Revocable Trust Karen J. Hoeksema Trustee, 14 Back River Rd. Dover NH 03820

1 7B Heads Up Real Estate GrouP 3510 Lafayette Rd., Ste. 4, Portsmouth NH 03801
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-Application Tlpe:
-Appìicant:
C)wncr:
Locaúonr

Variancc

Rensselaer Propcrtics, I.td.
Rensselaet Properties, Ltd,
-142 Btoadway (Iax Map 21 , Lot 27 8)

INTENT: T'he property cuffently contains a
single family dwelling and two large de rached
outbuildings vdlich are noùconforming as to
minimurn tequired side and ftont yatd
setbâcks. .A,pplicant proposes to rcnovate tlìe
ourbuiJdinç and to consrn¡c[ connccdons
between them and the singlc family dwelling
theteby cteating a sfuìgle structufe on the lot.
Applicant proposes to use the first floor of the
eisting sÚucture fot a beauty shop and the
remainder of the proposed consolidated
stmcture âs two (2) dwelìing units, Variances
are required to pel.nrit the beauty shop, and to
permit the consolidated buiÌding to be located
zero (0) feet frorn the side lot [ne shared with
69 Oak Sueet. and nine (9) feet from the front
lot line âlong Oak Street.

LOTS/LINITS PROPOSED: n/a

AGENDA ITEM #: 3-C

ZONING DISTRICT: RM,U

EXISTING LAND USE: Rcsidential and
Commercial

PROPOSED I-AND USE:
Multì-FamiÌy Iìesidential and Cornmcrcial

SURROUNDING LAND USE: Singlc-
family residential, multi-family residential,
industrial and commercial

PREVIOUS ZBA ACTION: No

PI-ANNING BOARD APPROVAL
REQ{JIRED: No

ATTACHMENTS: .Applìcatron, Plot Plan,
Photos (5)

APPLICATION IS COMPLETE: Yes

NOTICESAS REQUIRED: Yes

STAFF RECOMMEND,4.TION:
The Planning Depârtment supports the
vatiance tequest.

Summary of Request and Background
1'he subiect plopcrty is ¿ cofirer lot locatcd ât tlìe intersection of
Oak Stteet and Broadway wìth an address of 142 Broadway. The
ptoperty is irnproved with a singìe family dwelìing which was most
recently used as ¿ dentist office on tlìe first floor. It is stafPs
undefstandiûg that the dentist office use discontinued
apptoxìmately one year ago. Thc properq' is also .improveä wlth a

Iarge paved parking lot and two detacl'ìed gârâges which are
cuffently not used except pefiodically as storage space. The
applicant proposes to relìovâte the outburldmgs ând to construct
connections l¡etween them and the singlc family dwellìng thereby
creating a single structure on the lot. Applicant ptoposes to use
the ltst floo¡ of the existing súucture for a beauty shop and the
remainder of the 1>roposed consolìdatcd structurc as two (2)
dwelling units. A vatiance is required to permit the beauty shop
which is permitted in the RM-U District by speciâl exception but
only if the criteria for a customary homc occupâtion are met. A
variance is also required to permit the consolidated buiìding to be
locatecl zero (0) feet from thc side lot line shared r¡¡ith ó9 Oak
Street and nine (9) fect from the front lot line along Oak Steet.

Re ¿soû for Stâff Recommendation
Stâff be[eves that thc tcqucst is a reasonable one and that the
propetty has special conditions which warrant the granting of thc
variance. Specifically, because ofits location at a busy intetsection,
it is uulikely to be used as a s.ingle-famiìy tesidence. Âlthough the
fi¡st floot could be uscd as ân apartment, the ptoposed beauty shop
is consistcnt rot enly with the type of uses env.isioned for the
district (it's permitted by special exception), but also with the
divetsity of uscs in the neighborhood, as well as the histor.ic use of
the property as a cornmercial use. Indeed, the large paved parking
lot lends itself to such â commerciâl use. With respect to the
dimensional variance, the teason it is necessâry is that because the
gatages will be âttached to the main building, it is as .if the main
bulldng ts being extended in a way thât won't meet the minimum
tequited setback. Nevertheless, as a practical matter, the
outbuìldings akeady exist and will remain in thei¡ current location.
1'hereforc, granting the variance will hâve no impâct on existing
conditions or1 the ground. Moteover, due to the widening of Oak
Street, the garages cannot practically or safely be used for their
intended purpose, and therefote, have mostly reinained unused.
Renovating the structures for a residential use would ensure a

reasonable use of these structures, Theplan is also a sustainable one
in that it proposcs to rcpurpose ârd renovate existing sÚuctutes
instead of tearing down and rebuilding.

Recommefidation
'Ihe Plannng Depârtment recommencls the Boatd hold the pubhc
headng. and approvc thc variancc.

rúotur\l l2.l I Stôrr 8ûñô.dô.^



Plot Plan for 142 Broadway
Dover, NH
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Scale: 1 inch = 40 feet Note: This is not a survey.



Plot Plan for 142 Broadway
Dover, NH
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City of Dover, New Hampshire
ZONTNG BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT APPLTCATTON

APPLICANT/ pROpERTy OWNE R IN FORMATTON

AppLrcANr: K6ñgeeLA6R pRor6,g<tgg phone # Ø3 .77+. og5o

t1 DoftR srng¿t oouøK.¡\?\ asØza ryy!: îohn Tuøn¿r
Address of Applicant' t- t voYu'|\ >1 KL61 , ucus'K , r-\?\ a5Ø2a 'i'l;in -TA;;ne: 

€-ütS:wl/tVt g
E-Mail Address: tohnf e cotsutf tlc. co,tt c/O n bOVef St .

Offrce Use Only Case #: ZIL-ltw Date Received:

Time Received:

PROPERTY OWNER (if different from applicanQ:

Address: Phone #

E-MailAddress:

PROPERTY/ PARCET rN FORMATTON

147 ØRo49rr'¡6{ , WU€,RAddress:

Brief Directions:

Zoning District: RYI. U Assessor's Map #

TYPE OF APPEAL: (Please check one)
X Variance x Z

Lot(s) # L''/B

from Section _ of the Zoning Ordinance

from Section _ of the Zoning Ordinance

per Section of the Zoning Ordinance

regarding Section of the Zoning Ordinance

per Section of the Zoning Ordinance

77

Physical Disabílity Variance (RSA 67a:33-V)

Special Exception

Appeal of Administrative Decision

Equitable Waiver

DESCRIBE BRIEFLY YOUR PTANS FOR THE PROPERTY:

lt\€ ÇtR91 ÇWOZ ol MArñ Bd¡tDrñG A? A æNT{ çt4o?

þ(ÍActÀ Mt\ OùTØútLDt¡,\6ç To Tç\É. MÂrñ 6ürLDtilG ; cReAte A gÑ6v€ Çaøvy x.léur-rrtq
A?kR(Å€ñî tñ îÅe TvtO o0T zurLDrñ65

G) geçtg, vx6tñc. A?hRîñNr (ZU t ?4 ç"a oÊ MAIÑ ßutLDlr{6 C.oN'ftñ"teD CP¡"1¡t'É,R-Ctìr1-

Vçe 0F âR51 (t-ooQ o€ MAr¡ Øurr-r)tñ6,
G^9A60 37AcL. Page 1 of 9

A 
^JEhr 

APhRû.A2.ÑT rñ 1i-{É ØQ¡{øR



/

I

A,

B.

c.

APPLICATION CHECKLIST letease check ofr)

10 Copies of Completed Zoning Board of Adjustment Applicat¡on

Application signed by Property Owner (if different from Appl¡cant)

10 copies of plot plan drawn in accordance with a boundary l¡ne to scale
not less than L" = 40', (fO 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 appl¡cable, including setbacks.

List of abutters ¡nclud¡ng addresses and map and lot number of parcels
that adjoin or are located within two hundred (200) feet (including land across
the street or waterway) of the subject property. In the case of an abutting
property being under a condomin¡um or other collective form of ownership,
the term "abutter" means the offìcers of the collect¡ve or association, as def¡ned
in RSA 356-8: 3, )CfiIL Additionally, the individual owners of units within the
association, which are located w¡thin two hundred (200) feet of the common
property line, shall be notified by first class mail only.

Mailing Labels in triplicate with abutters names and addresses for not¡ces

TOTAL FEE paid by cash or check made payable to "City of Dover,,

1. Application fee of:

9100.00 VARIANCE (per Section requested) x /
$100.00 SPECIAL EXCEmON

$1OO.OO APPEAL FROM ADMINISTRATVE DECISION

$1OO,OO EQUITABLE WAIVER

2. Certif¡ed letters fee: # of abutters ? X 98.00 =

3. Applicant & owner mailing fee: / * $r.oo =

First Class Mail fee (for individual owner of un¡ts within a condominium
or other collective form of ownership): # of abutters _ X $1,00 = g

Foster's newspaper public notice

rorAl FEE i ua,aÕ

_Í_E.

F.

$ 2oo,oo
iø
$ø
iø
ç 72.00

$ B, oo

$ 60.00

ø

Page 2 of 9



VARIANCE REQUIREMENTS

THIS SECTTON TO BE COMPLETED BY VARTANCE APPLICATVTS ONLY

A. Variance Requested

A var¡ance is requested from Section(s) l7A-QA of the Zon¡ng Ordinance to perm¡t:

(t367 Fno<. La^lG-gl\¡lòtñ6 D€.^llAL otÇtct¿ , To

ùTlt,tzt D Aa A ø€.Aü1'(

T, AU-¡\¡ lH E ruJo ÍwI ñtu- æ. tNTo A 5tñc1tÆ, - FAAtr( A?AR'í{LñT
IOCAI¿D tltîv\tÑ Ti-.t¿ MrÑrMl'rla RÉ.ïùtC,êt> qtDe 4 FRoñr. íer'øAaKS

B, The Five Variance Criter¡a (as set forth in NH RSA 674:33, I(b))

Please demonstrate compliance with the following:

1. Waiving the terms of the Ordinance will not be contrary to the public ¡nterest because:

\A) 1Äe LañG 914ÀJ>in(1 DéñfÁL oç,FtC6 ÉAD ç,e,J ú ùse ?op. æ+ y¿¡gs v.tttN, st¡Al'ùK tr^p\cl a4

ß ) fWEsf!"6_3JPr:I!yr 
"'rtExSl¡ø

Þ

2. Dev¡ation from the strict requirements of the Ordinance is cons¡stent with the spirit of the
Ordinance because:

R¡¡-U. l.lo !^rE.r'Éø ReøfR\6tÞ

\lAQ\Añcé t,lòúLr-> ñA1- øÊ Jç( Ê..-^N

\ç ) lwt<e LJtw g€. 
^o 

cttblGe tN tué. eKteltñq L\c\ltoñ oc îL+Ê- orløt)tLÞtñG5

3. Grant¡ng the variance would do substantial justice because:

\'l vJouLÞ l<uÐvJ'Me ?Qapá.R.fy Tc t/'ÀKt,^ze í\ê ext9ltñ6 ?,nftQt ñT þt€¡rîl4L- r,r tT¡.{ 
^JDøe¡c<. t*eqe ç ¡4o1e (t** L

IW Ovlt+tÅQ vltu- æ, WÍt A¡cP.t-r€<.logh\X hJt> EçTtÀA1t C k[-y AQøov€Þ. Ar)Dtft"ñALr-Y, Þy
AwrJtJ
gaøçr¡.Ãi

t |^lDvsrat A- 0æ.

l\ørfttñî o^ OAK 1 ât^!GtLf- çAt^\Lt -,

Acßota c)AK : 7-ÇloR(
A[A4,

3. The value of surrounding property will not be diminished because:

f,,JArcr1 PÉßúr15 øEA)'(Y StAop O5e

Page 3 of 9
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lvorE: please complete ETTHER paragraph sA oR paragraph sB, staff rccommends that
you complete paragraph 58 only if you feel you cannot meet the requírements set forth in
paragraph 5A.

54. L¡teral enforcement ol'the provisions of the ordlnance would result in an unnecessary hardshiø
(i) The following special condit¡ons of the property distinguish it from other prope¡ties in the area:

?lR'Í tíLoDR (sMrAÊRot/tL ú5É, 
^,JD+ l€Ae6.'r\\5 re,a?6.Q1\ ArSõ Au-av.l9 FoQ 6tG¡Jtçtc*ñTL{ t\oa€. Tt+M T,+e

PAKK|¡JG DL€ Ta t4ç. 6:(teít,Jh o¡t-1(e ?ARt\tÅG Lo't

AÉ. 5ø( kRe e{telt[G 
^ñî>

f 6e CHNJ6E.D oî. t^oÞ\€ t€.D

and
(ii) No fair and substantial relationship ex¡sts between the general purposes of the ordinance
provision and the specific application of that provision to the property because:

ßr,t,0 ó{Þtf toñ5 'fo LrMrf ' CU6(A rtAQç(
r,¡É cg¡.tTEñ Þ fu^1 ùJø ra ruè et<aeegrtE çogt^re. a5E ,4ñ Þ CruRArloñ
oeçtñßtVL Câ,ktJAeô Wtfì-\ ftl€ 6{rt çÅo? ú5e

6,6

and

(iiD The proposed use is a reasonable one because:

t^ lVAf ?ctrf r o,.l ÊoÊ l'^,Añ( (6AR9. 1\.v. ?eo{f Êz<øhcy Mþ ø6¿,J As ù Aç-vLl oF
I*e ?eeu@uç ohr sÍQea h/rÞEÀ./rÁjá Wo ¿ec( 4.rÞ pà¡ov¡.rgp aAK a. æþAÞúù,1 t^r¿zsão,)

OR

58. If the criteria in subparagraph 5A above are not established, explain how, owing to special
conditions ofthe property that dist¡nguish it from other properties ¡n the area, the property cannot be
reasonably used in strict conformance with the ordinance, and a variance is therefore necessary to
enable a reasonable use of ¡t: . ñoT AQÀtahøt,p- .

Page 4 of 9



EQUITABLE WAIVER OF DIMENSIONAL REQUIREMENTS

THIS SECTTON TO BE COMPLETED BY EQUITABLE WAIVER ÅPPLTCANTS ONLY

An Equitable Waiver of Dimensional Requirements is requested from Article Section_
of the Zoning ordinance to permit _

' Nv l Al4\'v\QkIÒw

1. Does the request involve a dimension requirement, not a use restriction? yes no

- ñQ I h?l ,lc.køtI-. .

2' a) Explain how the violation has existed for 10 years or more with no enforcement act¡on, including
written notice, being commenced by the city OR b) explain how the nonconformity was discovered
after the structure was substantially completed or after a vacant lot in violation had been transferred to
a bona fìde purchaser AND how the violat¡on was not an outcome of ignorance of the law or bad faith
but resulted from a legitimate mistake,

3' Explain how the nonconformity does not constitute a nuisance nor diminish the value or interfere
with future uses of other property in the area.

4. Explain how the cost of correction far outweighs any public benefìt to be gained.

'Ñùl Awv\&btç

NorEr The Board must find in the aff¡rmative on all four quest¡ons or the nequest
must be denied

Page 5 of 9



APPEAL OF ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION

THIS SECîION TO BE COMPLETED RY APPLICANTS ÀPPEALITIIG AN ADMINISTRATWE DEêISION ONLY

Explain why you feel that the Administrative Offìcial made an error in applying or interpreting the
zoning ordinance in a part¡cular case.

- t'\ñ LWrtCkØLV.

Page 6 of 9



A.

SPECIAL EXCEPTTON REQUIREM ENTS

THIS SECTTON TO BE COMPLETED BYSPECIAL EXCEP\TON APPLICANTS OTVLY

General Special Exception Requirements (as set forth in S17O-s2.C.3 of the zoning Ord¡nance)

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

Nv( Aw Ltchwe

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
immed¡ate area or in any other area of the C¡ty will be unduly subjected to hazards affect¡ng health,
safety or the general welfare.

CAAE

B. Specif¡c Special Exception Requirements (as may be ser forth ¡n the applicåbte Tabte of use)

Explain how the proposal meets the specifìc spec¡al exception requirements as may be set forth in the
Table of Use for the zoning district in which the subject property is located:

A. ' ñol AWLtok?Á-(-.

D.

E.

F,
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SIGNATURE PAGE

THTS SECTTON OF THE APPLICATTOIV MUST BE COMPLETED 8Y ALL APPLTCANTS

I, the undersigned Applicant, hereby certifi that the information contained within this Applicat¡on is
complete and accurate, and I acknowledge that I have read and understand the Application
Instructions, which are set forth on the fìrst two pages of this Application form.

IMPORT

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

FAILURE TO POST MAY RESULT IN
APPLICATON NOT BEING ACCEPTED. *Both Signatures Required

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER SUB]ECT PROPERTY

I, and my successors, hereby authorize members of the Dover Zoning Board, Planning Department
and other peft¡nent city Departments and boards to enter my property for the purpose of
evaluat¡ng th¡s application, including performing inspections during the application phase, post-
approval phase, construction phase and occupancy phase. It is understood that these ¡ndiv¡duafs
must use all reasonable care, courtesy, and d¡l¡gence when on the proper$.

sisnature of property o*n"r, (VPr'-.-- Date: C lorft¿-
(
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ABUTTER LIST

THIS SECNON OF THE APPLTCATION MUST BE COMPLETED BY ALL APPLICANTS

Pursuant to RSA 676:7, the state Law of New Hampshire, the city of Dover ¡s required to notiry the
applicant and every abutter of the public hearing by certifìed mail. The cost of required publication or
posting of notice, and the cost of mailing said notices, shall be paid by the applicant.

"Abutter" is defined in Chapter 170, Dover Zoning Ordinance, as:

The owner of record of a parcel of land located in New Hampshire and adjoins or is
directly within two hundred (2O0) feet (including land across the street or waterway)
of the proposed s¡te under consideration by the Board.

In the case of an abutting property being under a condominium or other
collective form of ownership, the term "abutter" means the officers of the collective
or association, as defined in RSA 356-8: 3, XXIIL Additionally, the individual owners of
units w¡thin the associat¡on, which are located within two hundred (200) feet of the
common property line shall be notifìed only by first class mail.

PLEASE lvorã: abulter ownerchip ínfomdtion for lots located in Dover, shall be obtained
through the City's Tax Assessment Otrice.

Tax MaD Lot No. Owner(s) of Record Mailinq Address
7'7 'L't'1 A N(lJ(É..}A rîrr {rA^i I LÍt(l{¡íL¡coÂJ¿ 61 oAK âfaoç:r DovíQ ^lA 

o4ò1,ç,

z'l l,{ ILAøl 5LløRÀil,ì ßø øEMDNA(
a1 7A 7l øR)At>¡'lA\( . |:t-4, W ceìrr-øLA\E., çaíe 7 þ2, DÐEe , ^lt^ 

o?Bp
2.7 776 >t^olÐLa5 PAÀILY RN TQl6l M iÕ.,1 136 ua^oþl^<. (h'/êR,ñA otø?þ
7'l at2 KAqé,J A oTî ?.o.g)t lotz
z? (Mt)DE'r(€ ø ALaKh+\ t? b1 )AR A1eEe1 .

l-o ?lË?A¿,f, 11stÃ6¿1a 7o oAK ara.€eT. " ,. .. (RoutnÉÉô(D )
fI L-l V.Ai. a"al7DUr-r s 2t goá¿Rs rft.Aî " ,, ,, ( ,, I
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ABUTTERS LIST

t42Broadway, Dover, NH 03820

Nguyen Mai Thi Xuan

Ly Khanh Cong

69 Oak Street

Dover, NH 03820

Hilary Sherman

138 Broadway

Dover, NH 03820

121 Broadway, LLC

340 Central Avenue, Suite 202

Dover, NH 03820

Phofolos Family Rev Trust of 2001

Helen & Constantine Phofolos, Trustees

136 Broadway

Dover, NH 03820

Karen A. Ott
P.O. Box 1013

Dover, NH 03820

Claudette B. Colokathis

67 Oak Street

Dover, NH 03820

Beverly W. Gobbi

65 Oak Street

Dover, NH 03820

Stephen Kokolis

70 Oak Street

Dover, NH 03820

(Re: 68-70 Oak Street, Rollinsford)

V.N. Gatzoulis

25 Rogers Street

Dover, NH 03820

(Re: 72 Ook Street, Rollinsford)

ll" '

ill
l
I
I

-- ....*_t

i

Þr

swlhvY
Tuøno'r

ltr¿nor b
Dovor -I+'

)wo(', u2hn
SDh/l
clo ß

(1)

(21

(3)

(4)

(s)

(6)

(71

(8)

(s)

bo,ter, 
^J 

!'f (hîzo



Àpplìcation Tlpe :

Äpplicantr
Ownel:
Locatiou:

Variance

Mikula IìanT iLy lìevocable '['tust

Mikula Family Revocable ftust
52 Upper Factory Road Cfax Map li, Lot 52-B)

INTENT: .t\pplicant ioteuds to constluct an
I ft. by 32 ft. porch to be âttâched to the front
of the house, Bccause the porch will be
located 1ó fect from the front properry line, a

variance is requited from the r¡iuir¡rum
require<l 40 ft. setbacì<.

LOTS/UNITS PROPOSED: n/a

AGENDA ITEM #: 3-D

ZONING DISTRICT: R-40

EXISTING LAND USE: Single'Farni\'
Rcsidcntial

PROPOSBD I-AND USE: Sìr.rgle-Famrly
R csiclcrrri¡l

SURROUNDING IAND USE; Single-
Fami\, lìesi¿"1t¡"1

PREVIOUS ZBA ACTION: No

PI-ANNING BOARD APPROVAL
REQUIRED: No

AT'IACHMENTS: Âpplicaúon, P.ictures
(8), Specification Sheet, E-Mail
Coucspondence with l'. Corw.il

APPLICATION IS COMPLE,I'E: No.
Plot Plan not subl tted

NOTICESAS REQUIRED: Yes

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
ì lrc ì)lanrrirrg l)cpaluncr)t täkcs rro ¡rositìorr
on the applicatiolr.

Summary of Request ârd Background
'I'he subject propeÍty is located ât 52 Up¡ret Factory Road aûd is
improved with a single fatr.rily residence. 'Ì'l.re l.rousc is located 24
ft. from thc front lot liue and, tl.rcrefore, is notrconfolnliug with
respect to the minimum tcquìred 40 ft. front yard setback in the
R-40 District. -I'he property abuts lots developecl as Patt of the
PaciEc Dtive iìevelopureut, As part of the Pacific l)dve ?lar.rning

Board approval, the developer was required to install a landscape
l¡uffer betrvecn rhc lcar of the Pacific Drivc p::opetties and the
subject proPerq/. 'Ihe buffcr was iustalled but has not yct
matured. The applcants believe that because of the developmeut
of the Pacific l)rivc lots, tlìey no loflgcr clrjoy privacy in their reat
yard and tl'rereforc would ]ilçe to construct a porcll on the froût of
the home rvhicl.r faces a woodccl area o11 the other side of Upper:
Factory lìoacl. 'l1le proposed 8 ft. by 32 ft. "fatrnet's porch" will
be located approximately 1ó ft. ftotn thc front lot line tl.reteby
increasing tl.re existilrg non-confotn.rity by 8 ft.

Reasoû for Staff Rccommcndâtion
Staff conducted a site visit to the property on Jure7,20L2. Ftom
the vantage point of U¡rper liactory Road ald Paciltc Drive, it is not
clcar why an eight (8) ft, fence in the reat yatd rvould rot ptovide
tl.re privacy tl.ìat dle âPplicâ1lts a.tc seeking. Moreover, the
landscaped br.rffer will also provide an additìonal level o[ protectiotl
as it matures. It is also true tlìat although thc house is alteady nou-
couforming, it apl.reals to l¡c far closet to d1e road than ary otlÌer
housc ir.r the area and the additional 8 ft, will cause the llouse to
alllleaf evelr lnore out of clratacter and out of contcxt from thc rr:st

of the reighborhood. llinally, although thc portion of the itnptoved
single fatr-rily lot across Upper Factory lload tì.rat the house faces is

currently rvooded, that lot could possibly be subdivided at sor:.re

point in thc futute and improved lhetcby eLitniuatiug ll.re "privacy"
of the front porch but lcaving a house that is scvc.reþ
nonconforrirg witll Íespect to thc mirimutl requirecl setback.

Nevertheless, if applicants cau deuonstrate ât dle hearing that the
only outdoor area tl.rey can reasonably er.tjoy is tìre ftout yard, the
property might have tl.re special couditiols neccssaty to warfant a
fìldilrg of ha::dship.

Recommendation
The Planning Deparû¡e1rt recolnûrcrlds the Board hold the public
heatirg but takes uo positiou on whether or not dre variance should
be approved.



CW of Dover, Ilew Hampshirc
ZOHTNG BOARD OF ADJ USTMENT APPLTATTON

APPTICANT/ pROpERTy OWNER TNFORMATTON

APPUCANTT RÔ e'ÊrlT ti . '. ,\ \ r,Ci ) _ '\ phone *r_.: ,..Cr'ì*' :t-¡) - i f l-i) /
Addressof Applicant' 1] . -t \.1 

- ' '' ,l ^ ' . - . ' -), Þ )rjî:-; l- -.1 
' i-ì ,

t'' '-ì \ a .r 03
E-Mail Address: rñ \ k- tJ C-.p. ':- r'") '- i 'j i ' rl i''\ I

QifO

PROPERTY OWNER (if ditrerent from applicang:

Address:

E-MailAddress:

Phone #

[Adopted: April 19, zOLZ]

Acdress: AS Ê FôtlG
tsrief Directions:

.\

ì_eF to LJI
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TYPF OF APPEAL: (ptease check one)
V Variance

Physical Disability Variance (RSA 674:33-V)

Special Exception

Appeal of Administative Decision

Equitable Waiver
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from Section _ of the Zoning Ordinance
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per Section of the Zoning Ordinance
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c.

APPLICATION CHECKLIST (ptease check off)

A. 10 CopÌes of Completed Zoning Board of Adjustment Application

B. Application signed by Property Owner (if different from Applicant)

E.

F

10 copies of plot plan drawn in accordance with a boundary l¡ne to scale
not less than L" = 40', (10 cop¡es). 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.

L¡st of abutters including addresses and map and lot number of parcels
that adjoin or are located w¡thin two hundred (200) feet (includ¡ng land across ,,1*
the street or waterway) of the subject property. In the case of an abutting
property being under a condominium or other collective form of ownership,
the term "abutter" means the offìcers of the collective or association, as defined
in RSA 356-8: 3, XXIil. Additionally, the individual owners of units w¡thin the
assoc¡ation, which are located within two hundred (200) feet of the common
property line, shall be notified by first class mail only.

Þtailing Labels in triplicate with abutters names and addresses for notices

TOTAL FEE paid by cash or check made payable to "City of Dover"
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Application fee of:

$100.00 VARIANCE (per Section requested)

$100,00 \erpfaL EXCEPToN

$100.00 AXEAL FROM ADMTNTSTRATVE DECTSTON

$100.00 çQ\ABLE wArvER

Certified letters fee: # of abutters 
b f XEA.OO = 1

Applicant & Owner ma¡ling t"", I T X 98.00 =

$

$

$

$

-.. t Y.¿+vf
Iou%

4. First Class Mail fee (for individual owner of units w¡thin a condom¡nium
or other collective form of ownership): # of abutters J X $1,00 = 5

Foster's newspaper public not¡ce $ 60.00
-J-t

1l:
TOTAL FEE
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VARIANCE REQUIREMENTS

THIS SECTTON TO BE COMPLETED BY UARTANCE APPLTCANTS ONLY

A. Var¡ânce Requested

B. The Five Variance Criteria (as set forth in NH RsA 674:33, I(b))

Please demonstrate compliance with the following:

1. Wa¡v¡ng the terms of the to the Dublic interest because:

2. Deviation from the str¡ct requirements of the Ordinance is consistent with the spirit of the

3. Granting the variance would do substantial justice because:

3. The value of surrounding propety will not be diminished because:
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ItoTE: ptease comptete EITHER paragraph 5A OR pangraph 5g.. Staff re@mmends that
you comptete paragraph 58 only if you feel you cannot meet the requiremenE set fotth ín
paragraph 5Ä.

5A. L¡teral enforcement of the provisions of the ordinance would result in an unnecessary hardship:

(i) The following Spec¡al conditions of the property distinguish it from other properties in the area:

(1)The reason we are applying for the var¡ance is: we presently have ã usable deck in the back of our 

-home, which we have enjoyed for the last 39 years. However, since the new development, (Pac¡fic 

-Drive) pictures #4 and #5 clearly shows the closeness between 8 Pacific Drive deck and our 52 Upper 

-Factory deck.

and

(ii) No fair and substantial relationship exists between the generdl purposes of the ordinance

piovision and the specific application ofthat provision to the property because:

* (2)Because of the height of my deck (approximately six feet high), a maximum of s¡x feet high pr¡vacy

- wall would have to be installed completely around the deck which in our contractor's (RCB) and my

- op¡nion would not be very appealing. A six foot high fence installed on my property line next to 8 Pacific

- oì¡ve would not be tall enough, as I could stand on my deck and still look ¡nto my neighbor's yard and he

- could easily look ¡nto mine. 
and

(¡¡i) The proposed use is a reasonable one because:

OR

58. If the criteria in subparagraph 5A above are not established, explain how. owing to speclal

cond¡tions of the propefty that distinguish it from other properties in the area, the_ property cannot be

reasonably used ¡n strict conformance w¡th the ord¡nance, and a var¡ance is therefore necessary to

enable a reasonable use of it:
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SIGNATURE PAGE

THIS SECTION OF THE APPLTCATTON MUST BE COMPLETED BY ALL APPLICANTS

I, the undersigned Appl¡cant, hereby certifo that the information contained within this Application ¡s
complete and accurate, and I acknowledge that I have read and understand the Application
Instructions, which are set forth on the first two pages of this Application fgm.

P+.*-I-€'w^ ¿rl-
IMPORTANT

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

FAILURE TO POST MAY RESULT IN
APPLICATON NOT BEING ACCEPTED.

Signature of Applicantx€)

p-J'"f t "v-,i¡.4--r-t"-
Signature of Owner*

xBoth Signatures Required

N-"--$^- l,i . *or 
^r¿,À_.-

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER SUBJECT PROPERW

I, and my successors, hereby authorize members of the Dover Zoning Board, Planning Depatãnent
and other peÉinent City Departments and boards to enter my propefi for the purpose of
evaluating this application, including performing ¡nspections during the application phase, po$c-
approval phase/ construction phase and occupancy phase. It is understood that these individuals
must use all reasonable care, courtesy, and diligence when on the property.

o

signature of Property 6*¡sn P-<;{,*-,,f L -YV*À'.I-..," 
tu,..

X*."S*_ \ r,*,__\<r\._
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SPECTFTCATION SHDDT

8' x 32' Farmcrs Porch / 3' x 4' Stcps / Roofing / To Include:

* Remove shrubs and stcps.
* Install '/o" stonc undcr dcck arca.
+ Pour 10" ccmcnt tubcs.
* Framc with prcssurc trcated 2x8's -16" on center.
* Install 4x4 pressurc treated post for roof and railing support.
* Install vinyl sleaves over all 4x4 posts.
* tr'rame shed roof with 2x8's - 16" on center.
* Sheath roof with Y2" CDX plywood.
* Framc cciling with 2x6's - l6t' on ccntcr'
* Apply trim and siding to match cxisting.
* Àpply 12" vinyl soffit pancls on ceiling.
* Install (1) set of stairs with railings.
* All cxposcd wood to bc covcrcd with PVC trim or wrapped in

Aluminum
* Install Composifc dccking.
* Install TimberTcch Compositc railings'
* Strip and shinglc front and back of main house.
* Apply Ice Ilclt (2) rows with underlaymcnt papcr on rcst of roof'
* Appty shinglcs on stripped arcas and porch to match cxisting'
* Apply vinyl latticc around bottom of porch.
* Install (2) GFCI rcceptacles.
* lnstall (2) Fan light boxes and fans'
* Switching to bc on fans / fans supplictl by owner'
* Repair damagcd siding near shcd roof area.
* Install Vinyl octagon windorv rvith PVC trim.
* Savc and rc-hang cxisting guttcr and dorvnspout'
* Pour new cement pad for side cntry steps.
È Framc sidc cntry stcps and landing with prcssurc troatcd wood'
* All decking and railings on sidc cntry stairs and platform to m¡tch

front porch matcrials.
* All exposed wood of side cntry stairs and platform to be cr¡vcrcd

with PVC trim.
* All PVC trim to scrcwcd and pluggcd.
* RCB Construction to apply for building permit.
* Disposc of dcbris.
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c.

APPLïCATION CH ECKLIST (ptease check ofr)

10 Copìes of Completed Zoning Board of Adjustment Application.'

Application signed by Property Owner (if different from Applicant)

10 copies of plot plan drawn in accordance with a boundarr/'liRè to scale
not less than t" = 4O', (1O copies). They need to include the lot
dimensions including area in square fee! and also the size and location
of existing and proposed buildings if applicable, including setbacks.

List of abutters including addresses and map and lot number of parcels
that adjoin or are located within two hundred (200) feet (including land across I
the street or waterway) of the subject property. In the case of an abutting
propety being under a condominium or other collective form of ownership,
the term "abutter" means the officers of the collective or associat¡on, as defined
in RSA 356-8: 3, XXIil. Additionally, the individual owners of un¡ts within the
association, which are located with¡n two hundred (200) feet of the common
propefty line, shall be notified by first class mail only.

Mailing Labels in triplicate with abutters names and addresses for notices

TOTAL FEE paid by cash or check made payable to "City of Dover"

,,1

,,?)

Applicant & owner maiting fuu, \ ä' X g8.00 = 1u%
4. First Class Mail fee (for individual owner of un¡ts w¡thin a condomínlum

or other collective form of ownership): # of abutters "'J 
X gi.00 = $

/-)', 5./ Foster's newspaper public not¡ce\.'/
ti. ¿

tia

TOTAL FEE

Appl¡cation fee of:

$100.00 VARIANCE (per Section requested)

$100.00 \prøfr EXCEPToN

$100.00 ndrel rnoN ADMTNTSTRATTVE DECISTON

$100.00 çQ\ABLE wArvER

Certified letters fee: # of abutters 
þ t x g8.00 = I'
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VARIANCE REQUIREMENTS

. THTS SECTTON TO BE COMPLETED BY UARIANCE APPLICANTS ONLY

A, Variance Requested

A variance is requested from Section(s) ã?;\ of the Zoning ordinance to perm¡t:
*lv .1

CG

B. The Five Variance Criter¡a (as set forth ¡n NH RSA 674:33, I(b))

Please demonstrate compliance with the following:

1. Waiving the terms of the will not be contrary the public interest

2. Deviation from the strict requ¡rements of the Ordinance is consistent w¡th L\e spìrit oÍ -:
Ordinance because:

the variance would do substantial

3. The value of surrounding property will not be diminished because:
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NorE: please complete ETTHER paragraph 5A oR paragraph sB. staff recommends that
you complete pardgraph 5B only if you feel you cannot meet the rcquircmenß set fo¡th in
paragraph 5A.

54. Literal enforcement of the provisions of the ordinance would result in an unnecessary hardshÞ:
(i) The following spec¡al condit¡ons of the property distinguish it from other properties ¡n the area:

and
(iD No fair and substant¡a¡ relationship exists between the generai cr.:ryoses ai the s¡di¡.:::¡e
provision and the specific application of that provision to the propeÈ¡ beca:-',se:

t5 ù--ì ¡;4 {*î
-I.
!:

ItÈit:

eT

(iii) The proposed use Þ a !.easÐ.na!le sr,€ Þc¿;se:

OR

5B' 
- . 

If the criteria in subparagraph 5A above are not established, explain how, owing to spec¡al
condit¡ons of the propety that distinguish it from other propert¡es in the area, the proplrty cannot b€
reasonably used in strict conformance with the ordinance, and a variance is therefore necessary to
enable a reasonable use of it:
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SIGNATURE PAGE

THTS SECTTON OF THE APPLICATION M¿IST BE COMPLETED BY ALL APPLICANTS

I, the undersigned Appl¡cant, hereby certifo that the information conta¡ned within this Application ¡s
complete and accurate, and I acknowledge that I have read and understand the Application
Instructions, which are set forth on the first two pages of this Application fgm.

P--t--".1-e 'w*¿"^l-^

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

FAÍLURE TO POST MAY RESULT IN
APPLICATION NOT BEING ACCEPTED,

Signature of Property Owner:

Signature of Applicantx€)

Wùrã- t :r-x¡¿---c-{,-
Signature of Owner*

*Both Signatures Required

\ - <\^S{,*\-.''

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER SUBJECT PROPERTY

I, and my successors, hereby authorize members of the Dover Zoning Board, Planning DepâÊrnent
and other peftinent C¡ty Departments and boards to enter my property for the purpose of
evaluating this application, including performing inspections during the application phase, post-
approval phase, construction phase and occupancy phase. It is understood that these individuals
rnust use all reasonable care, coultesy, and diligence when on the property.

o

ÈoL".-",Í [- ^Yv'-]*^JL.- 
ou,".

tå^.,*j-- 
\ sn_le*\-**
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ABUTTER LIST

THIS SECTION OF THE APPUCÁTION þ'UST BE COMPLETED BY ALL APPLICANTS

Pursuant to RSA 676:7, the state Law of New Hampshire, the city of Dover is required to noüry tl-re
appl¡cant and every abutter of the public hearing by certified mail. The cost of requ¡red publication or
post¡ng of not¡ce, and the cost of mail¡ng said notices, shall be pa¡d by the appl¡cant.

"Abutter" is defined in Chapter 170, Dover Zoning Ordinance, as:

The owner of record of a parcel of land located in New Hampshire and adjoins or is
directly within two hundred (200) feet (including land across the street or watenvay)
of the proposed site under consideration by the Board.

In the case of an abutting property being under a condom¡nium or other
collect¡ve form of ownership, the term "abutter" means the off¡cers of the collective
or association, as defined in RSA 356-8: 3, )CfiIL Additionally, the individual owners of
units within the association, which are located within two hundred (200) feet of the
common property line shall be notified only by first class mail.

PLEASE NOTE: abulter owneÌsh¡p information for Ioæ located in Doveti shall be obtaind
through the CityS Tax Assessment Otrtæ.
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