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1. ATTENDANCE 
 

2. APPROVAL OF PRIOR MINUTES OF  JUNE 20, 2013 

 
3. HEARING – CONTINUED FROM JUNE 20, 2013 

 
A. * Z 13-10 Robert F. Fisher (Owner: Anne E. Tucker 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 and Dimensional Requirements to permit a lunch cart on the 
property where lunch carts are not a permitted use in the R-20 District.  

 
4. HEARING - NEW 

 
A. * Z 13-08 New England Veterinary Cremation Services (Owner: Jewett Commercial Park LLC), 24 Crosby Road, 

Unit 3 (Tax Map G, Lot 31-3) located in the Rural Restricted Industrial (I-2) District, requests a variance from 
Section 170-12.A of the Zoning Ordinance and the I-2 District Table of Use and Dimensional Requirements to 
permit a pet crematory where a pet crematory is not a permitted use in the I-2 District.  

 
5. ADJOURN 
 
* If the application is accepted for discussion, the public hearing will be held that evening. 
 
 
 
Persons with questions or interested in reviewing the application materials are invited to visit the Planning 
Department located in City Hall, open Monday-Thursday from 8:30 am to 5:30 pm. The application materials are also 
available on-line at www.dover.nh.gov. A map showing project locations can be found at 
www.dover.nh.gov/planhome.htm.  
 
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.htm
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Dover-NH/City-of-Dover-NH-Planning/446789895351
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Dover-NH/City-of-Dover-NH-Planning/446789895351
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1. ATTENDANCE 
Members Present: Otis Perry (Vice Chair), Frank Landford, James Kelley, Chris Prior, Jennifer Stone 
(Alternate), Bob Hall (Alternate) 
 

Members Not Present:  Sam Reid (Chair), Joshua Cote (Alternate) 
 

Staff Present:  Timothy Corwin (Assistant City Planner), Gail Pare (Recording Secretary) 
 

The Vice Chair called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.  He opened the meeting, introduced the Board and 
staff members to the audience, and described the process used to hear cases.  
 

2. APPROVAL OF PRIOR MINUTES OF THE MAY 16, 2013 MEETING 
 
Motion:  J.Stone motioned to accept the May 16, 2013 meeting minutes.  Seconded by F.Landford.  Vote:  
U/A.  
 

3. HEARINGS – NEW 
  

A.  Z 12-11(A) Rensselaer Properties, Ltd., 142 Broadway, Tax Map 27, Lot 278, located in the Urban 
Density Multi-Residential (RM-U) District, requests an amendment to a prior variance approval to 
permit office on the first floor of the building in addition to the beauty shop use previously approved 
under the variance.    

 
The vice-chair appointed Jennifer Stone (alternate) to vote on this case.  
 
Steve McCusker, Project Manager for the property explained the two previous variances granted; one (1) for 
reconstruction, which is now complete; and two (2) to allow for a beauty salon.  The beauty shop did not go in.  
After all the construction was done, the owner thought that the commercial space would be better used as office 
space.  The applicant is asking for an amendment to the original variance which would allow for office space on 
the first floor. 
 
S.McCusker confirmed for Bob Hall that there would be up to five offices.  He explained that there are five 
rooms which would have been used as spaces for the salon.  The space has not been leased as of yet. 
 
Public hearing open.  Nobody spoke.  Public hearing closed. 
 
T.Corwin spoke to the request for the amendment, which staff supports.   
 
J.Kelley commented about the previous variance request from 2012, and that there was a concern about parking 
on Oak Street at the time.  It required curbing. 
 
S.McCusker confirmed for J.Kelley that there would be no additional parking requested and that there is no door 
to enter the apartment from the Oak Street side.  As part of the construction, a new and substantial stairway was 
built along the existing parking lot side which included ADA requirements.  He stated that there is a sign stating 
no parking at any time.  They had met with the public works and reviewed where a fence or plantings would be 
installed.  Because of the tight space, they opted for neither, and installed a no parking sign.   
T.Corwin commented that he would make sure that the TRC plan is followed through. 
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S.McCusker confirmed for C.Prior that the total parking space allocation is about 15 spaces.    
 
T.Corwin explained that the parking requirements are by square footage and with the office use it would be less 
restrictive. 
 
Motion:  J.Kelley motioned to amend the variance as requested.  Seconded by F.Landford.  Vote:  5-0 
 

B. Z 10-06A & B(A) JNM Realty Trust, 54 Dover Point Road, Tax Map K, Lot 20, located in the 
Thoroughfare Business (B-3) District, requests an amendment to a prior variance approval and from 
Section 170-12.A. of the Zoning Ordinance the B-3 District Table of Use and Dimensional 
Requirements to permit the second floor of the existing office building to be used for a maximum of 
two (2) residential units.  

 
The vice-chair appointed Bob Hall (alternate) to vote on this case.  
 
Atty. James Schulte represented the applicant and discussed the original plan for the property including offices 
and townhouses and the original need for the variance.  There was an amendment to the site plan approval.  
There have been commercial tenants in the building for over a year but they are unable to rent the second floor 
units.  The applicant is asking for an amendment to allow for two residential units on the second floor.  This 
would lower the parking requirements.  There are other properties in that area that have combined mixed-use 
residential/commercial spaces.  He pointed out that these units would be rental units only and would not be 
sold. 
  
Public hearing open.  Nobody spoke.  Public hearing closed. 
 
T.Corwin spoke in support of the amendment; however, he questioned why the 2010 variance included a 
condition of approval restricting use of the building to residential only. He reviewed the file and could not find 
anything in the minutes or otherwise as to why the Zoning Board added that condition as part of their approval.   
 
Atty.Schulte responded that the original thought was there would be a certain number of units on site and when 
they asked to separate the residential from the commercial units; they removed the third floor and reduced the 
height, and took that space and moved it over to the residential lot, anticipating they would rent the office space 
out; The condition was imposed not out of concern about having the mixed use, but more of a concern about 
having a certain number of units on the residential lot.  With today’s market they have been unable to rent the 
second floor commercial units. 
 
Motion:  B.Hall motioned to approve the amendment to the 2010 variance and to grant the variance.  Seconded 
by F.Landford.  Vote:  5-0 
 

C. Z 13-09 Stephanie Vocell (Owner: Theresa D. Sherlock), 20 Roberts Road, Tax Map L, Lot 96-H, 
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 and Dimensional Requirements to permit 
the following: (a) fifteen (15) chickens on the property where a maximum of six (6) are permitted; (b) 
four (4) ducks on the property where the keeping of ducks is not a permitted use in the R-20 District; 
and (c) the coop and fenced enclosure for the chickens and ducks to be located zero (0) ft. from the 
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side lot line and sixteen (16) ft. from the rear property line where a minimum of twenty (20) ft. is 
required.   

 
The vice-chair appointed Jennifer Stone (alternate) to vote on this case.  
 
Stephanie Vocell presented her application for a variance.  She stated that the current coop has been in the same 
location for 10-12 years and was built by her father.  She stated that they currently have 15 chickens which they 
would like to keep.   
 
Ms. Vocell confirmed for C.Prior that she has 15 chickens and she has had them for about three years.   
 
J.Kelley questioned the vacant lot on the corner.  
 
Ms. Vocell stated that the owner of the vacant lot also owns another property that runs down to the water.  She 
stated that as far as she knows, the owner of the property intends to sell it. 
 
Ms. Vocell confirmed for J.Stone that the chickens are contained within the coop and pen. 
  
Public hearing open.   
 
O.Perry read a letter of opposition submitted by Paul & Jennifer Malone, from 244 Dover Point Road.  The 
letter summarized concerns with the location of the coop and enclosure and the piles of fecal matter and wet 
soiled bedding materials spilling over onto their property.  They are concerned about their property values as 
well. 
  
Ms. Vocell responded to the Malone’s letter discussing the property line distances and the location of the coop.  
She stated that the piles are mostly leaves including compost which would be removed and doesn’t believe that 
surrounding property values would be affected. 
 
T.Corwin confirmed that he has been out there and that the chickens are kept in an enclosure.  The Planning 
staff was recommended that there be no more than 12 fowl including up to 4 ducks.  The applicant has 
requested 19 fowl (15 chickens and 4 ducks).  Staff is recommending approval under the following conditions: 
 

1. No more than a total of 12 chickens and/or ducks but no more than 4 ducks may be kept on 
the property at any time.  
 

2. The applicant shall supply evidence to the Planning Dept. within 30 days of approval that 3 sq. 
ft. of coop is provided per animal and that at least 20 sq. ft. of fenced enclosure is provided for 
each animal per the requirements of the R-20 District.  

  
B.Hall asked T.Corwin why ducks are not allowed in the ordinance. 
 
T.Corwin commented that the definition of farm animals for family use include chickens, goats, and sheep.  He 
does not know the intent of not allowing ducks and that the inclusion of ducks as a farm animal originates with 
State statute.  
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J.Stone asked the applicant if the ducks and chickens habitat together and if the coop is already the correct size 
to allow for the increase of the chickens. 
 
Ms. Vocell confirmed for J.Stone that may consider getting one duck.   She commented she wanted to apply for 
the maximum number of what she wanted. 
 
Bob Hall commented about the ongoing removal of the compost and the leaf pile.  He stated that the applicant 
is thorough and he is impressed with the amount of work the applicant did on the application with the abutters 
and the research about raising chickens. 
 
T.Corwin confirmed for B.Hall  that if the variance is granted it is not limited to the current occupants, but a 
variance runs with the property. 
 
Board discussion ensued regarding the variance request and that the City ordinance should be reviewed. 
 
O.Perry stated that for the record there are 19 letters supporting the chickens.  He went on to read the (5) 
criteria to be met for the variance. 
 
Motion:  C.Prior motioned to grant the variance with no more than 12 chickens.  There was no second. 
This motion fails for lack of a second.   
 
Motion:  J.Kelley motioned to deny the request for a variance.  There was no second. 
 
Board discussion ensued. 
 
J.Kelley stated that he is disturbed by the amount of fecal matter.  He read the real estate letter presented and 
that it only states that there is no effect on property values whether there are 6 of 15 chickens.  The person most 
concerned is the one closest to the property – the others are somewhat removed from the property.  He also 
stated that the variance runs with the land and the neighbors are stuck with it. 
 
C.Prior commented that there have been 15 chickens for a number of years without any concern. 
   
T.Corwin explained there was a zoning complaint and that the application for a variance was a result of a 
neighbor across the street who complained about the chickens and the location of coop.    There seems to be 
other issues but the Planning staff will not get involved in personal disputes.    
 
C.Prior feels it becomes an enforcement issue and that the owner with (6) fowl could place the chickens 
anywhere she wants as long as it doesn’t become a health issue for the neighbors. 
 
J.Kelley commented that his thought process is that anyone in downtown Dover would then request a variance 
for additional chickens.  The Board should be looking at if 12 or 19 fowl are okay, and waste is not excessive, 
then change the zoning ordinance to accommodate that number.  He is not in favor. 
 
J.Stone stated that she agrees with J.Kelley.   If the increased number is okay, then the zoning should be changed 
so that people don’t have to come in for variance each time.   Secondly, the coop and enclosure is right on the 



C ITY OF DOVER  

ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT - MINUTES 

 
Meeting Type: Regular Meeting 
Meeting Location: Council Chambers, City Hall, Dover, NH 03820 
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 20, 2013 
Meeting Time:   7:00 pm 

 

Document Created by:  Planning Secretary 2013.06.20_ZoningBoardofAdjustment.Minutes 
Document Posted on:  June 27, 2013                                                            Page 5 of 6 

   

property line so it doesn’t conform.  She stated that she doesn’t have a problem with ducks and chickens, but if 
the ducks are not allowed, they are not allowed.  
 
B.Hall and F.Landford commented they both share the same concerns. 
 
O.Perry stated there are two parts to the variance.  The first is for the number of fowl and the second is for the 
location of the coop. 
 
Motion:  J.Kelley motioned to grant the variance to keep the coop at the current location and to keep the 
number of fowl as per the current ordinance.   Seconded by J.Stone.  Vote: 4-1 (C.Prior opposed.) 
 
Given the nature of the vote, O.Perry reviewed the five variance criteria with the Board. 
 
Motion:  J.Kelley voted to deny the variance for number of fowl above what the zoning ordinance permits. 
Vote:  4-1.  (Prior opposed.) 
 
 

D.  Z 13-10 Robert F. Fisher (Owner: Anne E. Tucker 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 and Dimensional Requirements 
to permit a lunch cart on the property where lunch carts are not a permitted use in the R-20 District.  

 
Robert Fisher asked for O.Perry to recuse himself due to alleged adversarial relationships from the past.  He 
stated that the reason for the rehearing request was that the original finding of facts sheet mailed to him did not 
include any facts in the decision.  He stated he provided maps of the property which he gave to staff in the fall.  
It shows it is a big lot which will easily accommodate the lunch cart.  The map shows 4 cars parked on the 
driveway portion, with space between them, an empty space to the right and a space in the front of the lot.  He 
reviewed Mr. Corwin’s summary that there are other uses available within the ordinance; he stated that it is 
immaterial.  He asked the board if this use is a permitted one under the current statute.  He stated the Board is 
aware of the five criteria that it must consider.  The most important factor is that there is absolutely no 
opposition with the location.  There was no opposition at the last meeting and there is no opposition at this 
meeting.  The public has been advised, and they don’t object.  The property can certainly handle the use of the 
property.  He reviewed the criteria.  The character of the neighborhood is a mixed use district and is across from 
the industrial park.  There is a mix of commercial use and multi-family use in the area.  He referenced the 
Simplex case and the new state statute in place.  He stated that Mr. Corwin’s recommendation doesn’t provide 
any facts that would result in denial of the 5 points which Mr. Fisher needs to prove to acquire a variance. 
 
Mr. Fisher again asked for Mr. Perry to sit out and stated that he is entitled to a fair hearing in front of a 
impartial board. 
 
O.Perry stated that although he does not believe he is biased, he recused himself so as to not let it become an 
issue.  
 
Motion:  J.Kelley nominated F.Landford as chair for this case.  Vote:  5-0. 
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T.Corwin discussed the rehearing request from a previous meeting.  At that time, the Board requested he prepare 
finding of fact based on the initial hearing.  He explained that he prepared those and distributed to the Board for 
their reference and use.    
 
J.Kelley commented that there is a lack of new materials for this meeting.   
 
T.Corwin commented that no new materials were submitted for this case by the applicant.  The rehearing 
request was granted.  A letter was sent to Mr. Fisher for the hearing.  The fees for the new hearing were paid but 
no materials were submitted.  The old application from the first hearing was emailed to Board members. 
 
C.Prior asked if a second mailing went out to all the abutters.  He noted today that he drove by the property and 
there was no public hearing poster on the property and he was concerned that abutters were not properly 
notified. 
 
R.Fisher stated that he was not advised he had to hang a sign and he was not given one.  He stated that if he had 
been given one, he would have hung the sign up.  He stated that the abutters list was verified and he assumed 
that the abutters were notified.  He didn’t want to see this delayed due to a technicality. 
 
J.Kelley stated that if the poster was not posted, then this application is not complete. 
 
Motion:  J.Kelley motioned to postpone the case for one month.  Seconded by C.Prior.  Vote:  3-2 (Hall, 
Landford opposed).  The applicant will be notified that he must post the sign at least 5 days prior to the meeting 
date on July 18, 2013. 
 
4. ADJOURN: 
 
Motion:   J.Kelley motioned to adjourn at 8:31 p.m.  Seconded by C.Prior.  Vote:  5-0. 
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INTENT: Applicant proposes to operate a 
lunch cart on the subject property.  A variance 
is required to permit the lunch cart which is 
not a permitted use in the zoning district in 
which the property is located (R-20). 
 
LOTS/UNITS PROPOSED: n/a 
 
AGENDA ITEM #: 3D 
 
ZONING DISTRICT: R-20 
 
EXISTING LAND USE: Residential 
 
PROPOSED LAND USE:   
Residential and Commercial   
 
SURROUNDING LAND USE: Single-
family residential, industrial and commercial   
 
PREVIOUS ZBA ACTION:  

 Variance sought to permit an eating 
and drinking establishment in a 
residential zoning district (Case Z00-
9).  Variance denied per Notice of 
Decision dated April 20, 2000.  

 Variance sought to permit a lunch cart 
on the property where lunch carts are 
not a permitted use in the R-20 
District (Case Z12-09). Variance 
denied on November 14, 2012. 
Request for rehearing granted on 
April 18, 2013.   

 
PLANNING BOARD APPROVAL 
REQUIRED:  No  
 
APPLICATION IS COMPLETE:  Yes  
 
NOTICES AS REQUIRED:  Yes 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  
The Planning Department does not support 
the variance request. 
 
 
 
 

 
Summary of Request and Background 
The subject property is located at 49 Littleworth Road and is 
improved with a multi-family dwelling unit.  The applicant has 
requested a variance to operate a “lunch truck” on the property 
which is a non-permitted commercial use of the property. A similar 
variance request for a “mobile lunch truck” was made in 2000 (Case 
Z00-9), at which time the property was located in the R-40 District.  
The variance request was denied by the ZBA.    
 
For your reference, below is a timeline of events related to this 
application:  

 2000 – variance denied for an eating and drinking 
establishment (lunch truck)  

 May 29, 2012 – application submitted by applicant for 
variance to permit a lunch truck (Case Z12-09) 

 November 15, 2012 – hearing on Case Z12-09, request 
denied  

 December 6, 2012 – request for re-hearing submitted by 
applicant  

 April 18, 2013 – request for re-hearing granted 

 June 20, 2013 – hearing for Case Z13-10, case continued to 
permit property to be posted 

 
Reason for Staff Recommendation 
Staff believes that there are no special conditions of the property 
that distinguishes it from any other property similarly zoned.  The 
property is already being used for a multi-family residence, and there 
are several other uses permitted in the R-20 District that the 
property could be used for, if desired. A similar request was made to 
the ZBA in 2000 and was denied where the ZBA concluded that the 
application failed to meet all five (5) of the variance criteria.   
 
Recommendation 
The Planning Department recommends the Board hold the public 
hearing, and deny the variance. 
 
ATTACHMENTS:   

 Tax Map  

 Draft Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

 Application for Case Z12-09 

 Aerial photo submitted at 11/14/12 hearing for Case 
Z12-09 

 Case Z12-09 Notice of Decision  

 Case Z 12-09 Re-Hearing Request (12/6/12 letter from 
applicant) 

 Case Z00-9 Application 
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 Case Z00-9 Notice of Decision 



CASE 213-10

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. 'Ihe subject propctty is located at 49 l-ittlcrvortl.r lìoad, idcntificd as 1'ax N{ap (-), Lot 2()C,,

aud is locatccl in the L,orv Dcltsitv lìcsidcntial (lì-20) Districr.

2. Tlìe propcrty is improved with a n.rulti-f¿mil¡, s¡ru.,,rr" rvl.rich is cuttenlly occupicd.

3. 'I'hc applicant proposcd to opcrâtc a "lunch truck" on thc propcrty.

4, r\ luuch tmck woulcl l¡c considcrcd an "cating and clrinhmg cstablishmcnt" under Chaptcr

170 of thc Codc oÊ thc Ctty of Dover (" l"oning Or:clinance ").

5. r\n cating and drinking cstablishn-rcnt is not a pcllittcd rrsc in thc Iì-20 District and

thcrcforc a vari¿ucc is t cc}ritcd frorn Scction 770 12.t\ and thc lì 20 L)istrict 'I'ablc of [,lse to

pcrmit thc proposed luncl.r truck to bc optl:rtccl on this ptr¡rcrt1'.

6. 'I'he ptoperty is surroundecl r¡n thrcc sidcs by other propertìes locatcd in the lì-20 l)istrict, as

dcpictcd oû thc City r.¡f l)ovct Zor.rìng lvlap. Âcross Little',vorth lìoad, the properties arc

krcatcd in thc llural Iìestrictcd Indust el (I-2) I)istrict. Ilating and drinking cstablishments

ar('Pcnnirtcd ir: tlrc I 2 Distlict.

7. 'l'he uses in the immecliatc vicinity includc rcsi<1cntial, low dcnsity inclustlial, and a lawycr's

offtce act¡ss the strcct. 'I'he ncarcst retail is the I)over Paint & Vtrnish l<¡cated at 25

l,ittlcrvorth lload, located approximatcly onc-ltalI rnilc from thc subiect property.

8. 
"\ 

sinrilar var-tancc vâs sorÌght rn 2000 to permit al eatìng ar.rd drinl<ir4¡ establisÌrmcnt in a rcsidcntial

zonirìfl disûict (Casc /.00-9). 'I'hc vari¡ncc was deniccl pcr Notice c¡{ I)ecision datcd Àpril 20,2000.

CONCLUSIONS OF LA!ü

1. 'I'Flll VÁlìl¡\NCl:l WII-I. IllÌ (l()NIlt,\lì.Y1'()'fl-llì Ptllìl.lC lN'I'l.ilì.l:is't'r\ND'fIIL

SPIlì.fl' OIIl'l lli, ORDIN^NClì !(¡ll,l- NC)'f 1ll'i OßSIr)ìVIil). 'I'hc surrounding

ncighbor:[rood cousists of ¡rlirnardy rcsiclcntial ancl industria] uses, rvith thc ûcarcst rctâil

locatcd ap¡rroxinratcly onc-half milc awal'.'f hs itrtroductir.rr.r of an cating and dr:inking

cstablishn'rent is fundanrcntally out of charactcl with thc surtounding neighborhoocl ancl,

thcrefote, rvould altcr its esscntial char¿cter. Indccd, thc scpar:atiur of distinct catcgorìes of

uses into scpâtâte zoninfl districts (e.g. commetcial, residentizrl, and industtial) is onc of thc

most bâsic and corc conìponeflts of tracliuonal l:luclidcan zoning. r\s a result, the proposal

does uot mcct the spirit and intcnt of thc ordinancc and publtc intcrcst critcria.



J.

I'l lÌi V,\l.tlIìS OF'I Hli SLllìììOt-rNl)lNG ltÌiSlDI,iN'l'I41. P]ìOPlìifl'IL,S WIl,l, ìlu
I)l NIIN ISI:llìI). No cvidcncc wâs prcscntcd by thc a¡rplicant that clcmoustrates thc valuc of

thc surtoundiug propcrtics rvill rrot bc rlinrlnishcd by thc proposcd usc, othet than the

âpPlicant aflirrt.ning that nc¡ sr.rch dimìnutior.r rvill tahc phce. Sircc thc gtant of tl.ris variance

would result in a scvcrc dcviation from ilot only rvhat is pcr:rnitted by thc Zorung Ordinancc

l¡ut also from whât thc âctual surrouncling uscs consist of, it is not clcar that thc opcration of

a lunch ffuck on this propcrty will har.e no cffcct tl1ì the property yalucs of thc abutting

residential uses.

STJBS-I'¿\N1I ÂL JIJS'I'ICE STILì, NO'I'lltil DONIi. Lrnder New Flarnpshile casc law, any

loss to the individual rvhicl.r is not ouhvcighcd by a gain to thc gcncral pubhc is an iniustice.

;\lso, the court will examine whcthcr: thc pmposcd clcvck;pn'rcnt is consistent with the are¿'s

pfcseflt usc. New Flarnpshit:c Officc of l:incrgy and Planning Zoning Iloatd of Àdjustrnent

Hanclbocrk, Octobcr 2012, p. 11 1 1, z.zTzzg i\lalachy Cllcn Àssoc. v. Chiche stet. 155 N.H. 102

(2007). FIcrc, the prcpctty i-" alrcldy bcing usccl ìn a manncr cntircl)' consistent rvith what thc

Zoning Otdinancc permits an<l with thc actu¿l usc c¡f thc surrounding l:esidcntial propcrtics.

T'hcrcforc, thcrc is ¡rc¡ "loss" t<l the applicânt b,y not pctfixtting a commercial usc of the

property which bcars no telationship tcr any pcrmittcd usc in thc Iì-20 District and is wholly

illcorìsìstcllt rvith thc cxisting suttouncling uscs. It is impo.rtâÍrt to Írotc tlìât thc gtant of the

v¿riancc rvould pcrmit a conmcrcial use in ¿ddition to rhc exìsting multi farnily residcntial use

of thc properry. I'hc variance would, ìn othcr rvor-ds, pe.rrnit a "bonus" use of the property

fot no other rcason th¿n thc fact thrt thc applicant wishcs it.

l.fll:ìlì,il,l, I]NFOllCEÀ,tllN'l' Oìr'It lli PIIOVISIONS OI, TI IIi OlìDlNr\NCFi

WOUI-I) NO'l- llESLll.;I IN 
^N 

t-rNNIi(lliSS-,\1ì.Y ÉIÀÌìI)SHIP. 'I'herc arc no spccial

cotrditic¡t.ts oI the propelty that clistinguish it frorn otl'rct propcrtìes in tlìc âÍer tl]ât afc

sitnilarly zoucd.'l'hc propcrrl is zr>nccl fol rcsiclcntial usc and that is horv ir is uscd, as atc thc

othcl sunr¡unditlg propcrtics locatcd in thc l{-20 l)istrict. 'I'hcte is nothing spccial or uniquc

about this proPerty that would justrfy gr:ar.rtrng a vari¿ncc fol a con.rplctc\' unpcrmitted use,

ot rvhicb rvould crcate a hardshi¡t wcrc the r.ari¿urce to be dcnicd. 'I'he ptoposed usc is

unteason¿blc in th¿t thc propcr:ty is alrcady bcing utilizcd rvith a pcnnltted tesidcntial usc,

rhetc ale nr¡ <lthcr simil¿l uscs irr the atca, rnd thcrc rvould bc no hardship suffcrcd rverc the

sarie:rc* tl¡ l¡e ilenfid

4.
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VARIANCE REQUIREMENTS

nHTS SECTTON TO BE COMPLETED BY VARIANCE APPLICANTS OIVLY

A. Variance Requested

A var¡ance ¡s requested rrom section(s) ) ) /) - lklon,nn ord¡nance to perm¡t:" -T-

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

Please demonstrate compliance w¡th the following:

1. Waiving the terms of the Ord¡nance will not be contrary to the public inte¡est because:

A -Lunch cart wil.l enhance lhe p¡operty and neiqhborhood.

2. Deviation from the strict requ¡rements of the Ordinance ¡s consistent with the sp¡rlt of the
Ordinance because:

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

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

The land is l¡rge enough to ar^rrrrmriatp Lhis use and the orooerty is alreadv
mLrl ti fami I v-

Page 3 of 9



IVOTE: please complete EITHER paragrdph 5A OR paragraph 58. Staff recommends that
you complete paragraph 5B only if you fæl you cannot meet the requirements set forth in
paragrdph 5A.

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

(i) The following special conditlons of the property distinguish it from other propert¡es in the area:

(¡¡) No fair and substant¡al relationship exists between the general purposes of the ordinance
provision and the specifìc applicat¡on of that provision to the properÇ because:

and

The proposed use is a

and

OR

58. If the cr¡ter¡a in subparagraph 5A above are not established, explain how, owing to spec¡al
conditions of the property that distinguish it from other properties in the area, the property cannot be
reasonably used in strict conformance w¡th the ordinance, and a variance is therefore necessary to
enable a reasonable use of it:

Page 4 of 9



SIGNATURE PAGE

THTS SECTTON OF THE APPLTCATTON MUST BE COMPLETED BY ALL APPLICAIVTS

I, the undersigned Applicant, hereby certifo that the information contained within this Appl¡cat¡on is

complete and accurate, and I acknowledge that I have read and the Appl¡cation
tnstructions, which are set forth on the first two pages of

IMPORTANT

PROPERTY IDENTIFICATON SIGN
MUST BE POSTED ON THE PROPERTY

FOR THE 5 DAYS PRIOR TO HEARING,

FAILURE TO POSÏ MAY RESULT IN
APPLICATON NOT BEING ACCEPTED.

Applicant*

Signature of Ownerx

*Both Signatures Required

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER SUBJECT PROPERTY

I, and my successors/ hereby authorize members of the Dover Zoning Board, Planning Department
and other petinent City Depatments and boards to enter my property for the purpose of
evaluating this application, including peforming 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 when on the property.

Signature of Property Owner: our", (' l- l).t

Page I oF 9



SPECTAL EXCEPTTON REQUTREMENTS

THTS SECTION TO BE COMPLETED BY SPECIAL EXCEPTTON APPLICAflTS ONLY

A. General Special Exception Requirements (as set forth ¡n S17o-52.c.3 of the zon¡ng ord¡nance)

1. Expla¡n how the requested use would be essential or desirable to the public convenience or welfare.

2. Deta¡l how the requested use would not create undue tramc 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 ¡n the
immediate area or in any other area of the Cìty will be unduly subjected to hazards affecting health,
safety or the general welfare.

B' Specific Special Except¡on Requirements (as may be set forth ¡n the appl¡cable Table of Us€)

Explain how the proposal meets the spec¡f¡c special exception requ¡rements as may be set forth in the
Table of Use for the zoning district in which the subject property is located;

A.

B.

D,

Page 7 of I



CHRISTOPHER G. PARKER, AICP
Director

c.parker@dover.nh, gov

Dear Applìcant:

288 Central Avenue
Dover, New Hampshire 03820-4169

(603) s16-6008
Fax; (603) 516-6049
www.dover.nh.gov

City of Dover, New Hampshire
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

Zoning Board of Adiustment
NOTICE OF DECISION

Novembe¡ 20,2012

Iìobcrt Ë. Fishcr
PO llox 70
Dove¡, NH 03821-0070 '1

Re: Z 12'09 Robe¡t E Fisher,/A¡ne E. TucÈË--rïevocabre T¡ust 4gllittlewoÈr Road ffax Map G. I-ot B)

Please be advised that the Zoning Boatd.of A.djustmcnt, a, , nrorn'Àì'"r,r, nlld on Nåvcml¡et 15, 2012,
voted 5-0 to dely your request fo! a variànce f¡orn Section 1?0-12.4 of the Zoning Ordinance ald the R-20
Disftict Table of Use an<i Dimensional,Rlquirements to permit a lúnch catt on theitopertylwhere lunch
calts âfe nor â petmitted use in thc R-20 Distict.. _..

Pleasc sec the attacheá orìet o,,tlining the basis fot,h. B"^;J'l a..ili"rl | 
'À;; o"rro,l "ri;ê,la ait".tty uy

tbis decision had a right to'appeal thislde-cislon to the Zoning Bbard of AdiuståJ"t. ii'y"'iiirtr . 
"pp."r,you must act wtthio thtty days of ,thè-.däie follorving the date of- the Board vote , See ,Ñðw Hampitrire

Stan¡tes, RSA Chapier 677 (l(ebearing & Appcal proccdures) for-more derails.' ',t,,
',/

If you have any que"riañl"; pl.^r. ao not ¡'"lit" t.,..rn,r., m"'by[i ;n" ri qr;O:; Ste-eOOe.i.,bj "-^il att.corwin@dovcr.nh.gov. .s"
Sirrcetcly, i .l ., -i ". 

"a i4

l::mtù/* \

Assisrant Ciry Pianner

-A.nne E. Tucker Revocable Trust, pÍoperty o\ûner
Christopher C. Parker, Planning Dircctor



case# Z l2 - o'Ì

ORDER GR.A.NTING OR DENYING A VARIANCE BY
THE ZONING BOARD OFADJUSTMENT

CITY OF DO\¡ER" NEW IIAMPSIIIRE

Thc Zoning Board ofAdjustrnent for the City ofDover, New Hampshire, having held a public

n"ur gon ll - /f 'l¿- , to consider an application for a Variance submitted by

for the property located at

and having heard all the arguments

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

CONCLUSIONS to each of the required criteria:

I . Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates the variance wjll not be contrary to the

public interest? Yes No

This CONCLUSION is based on the following FINDINGS OF FACT:

2. Did the Applícant provide proofthat demonstrates how a variance observes the spirit ofthe

ordi¡ance? Yes No "(
The CONCLUSION is based on the following FINDINGS OF FACT:

Page I of3



3. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonstrates how a va¡iance will result in subslantial

Justice? Yes No.{

This CONCLUSION is based on the following FINDINGS OF FACT:

4. Did the Applicant provide proof that demonst¡ates the variance will not diminish the values

of surrounding properties? Yes-No f
This CONCLUSION is based on the following FINDINGS OF FACT:

5,{. The Applicant was to provide proofthat literal enfo¡cement of the provisions ofthe

ordinance would result in an u¡rrecessary hardship.

i. Did the Applicant demonstrate that special conditions of the propcrty exist that

distinguísh it from other properties in the area? Yes-No (
This CONCLUSION is based on the following FINDINGS OF FACT:

ii. Did the Applicant demonstrate that no fair and substantial relationship exists

between the general publíc purposes of tho ordinance provision and the

specific application of that provision to the property? Yes-No ,k'

This CONCLUSION is bascd on the following FINDINGS OF FACT:

Page2 of3



iii. Did the Applicant demonstrafe that the proposed use is a reasonable one?

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

OR

58. Did the Applicant demonstrate that, if the criteria in subparagraph 5A above a¡e not

eslablished, an unnecessary hardship exists if, and only if, owing to special

conditions of tåe propefy that distinguish it from other properties in the area, the

properfy cannot be reasonably used in st¡ict conformance with the ordinance, and a

variance is therefore necessary to enable a reasonable use of it.

Yes_No___¿(

This CONCLUSION is based on the following FINDINGS OF FACT:

o¡dered this />7¿' dayof ù¡t,a,t!rç ,2912
I titl/) - n

'YLttt V" '"/, ',1
Zoning Board of Adjustment

Chairperson

THEREFORE, based upon !þfiÞiegqing, IT IS OR-DERED that the application for the

varia¡ce be (GRANTED þfNlen¡. !f granred, ir is subject to rhe following condirions:'t
\__"-./
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ROBERT E. FISIIER
S/tR H FISHER FULLER

FISHER& FULLER
ÄTTORNEYS.AT-LA\d

óOO CENTR,ALAVENUE
DOVER- NE\P IIAMPSHIRE

MÀILING ADDRESS:
P.O. BOX 70

DOV6R, NEW HTIMPSHIRE
o3E2l-0070

ñ3-7124131

December 6, 2012

LEWIS J. FISHER
1937-1977

HAROLD D. MORAN
.1949-1986

FAX NO.
603-7494s42

Timothy J. Corwin, Assistant City Plaruìer
City of Dover
Department of Planning and Community Development
288 Central Avenue
Dovcr, NH 038 20

Re: Z-12-09 Robert E. Fisher/Ann E. Tucker Revocable Trust,49 Littleworth
Road (Tax Map G, Lot B)

Dear Mr. Corwin:

Could you kindly consider this letter to be a Motion for Rehearing for the foilowing
reasons:

1 . 'fhe Board did not specily the facts justifying its decision.

2. The Board ignored the fact that the lot was large.

3. The Board ignored the fact that the lot was located across thc street f'rom an

industrial zone.

4. The Board ignorecl the fact that no one spoke against tle granting of tlre variance.

5 . The Board did not specify any facts that granting the variance wouid be contrary
to the pubìic interest, in violation of the spirit ofthe orclinance, not result in
substantialjusticeornotresultindiminutiolrofsurroundingpropertyvalues...



2-12-09 Robert E. Fisher/Ann E. -2- December 6,2072
Tucker Revocable Trust,
49 Littleworth Road (Tax Map G, Lot B)

6. The Board did not find tåat the special conditions mentioned above distinguished
it from other residential properties in tle zoning district.

7. The Board did not find that there was a relatjonship betwccn thc gcneral purpose
of tÀe statutc and the proposed use.

8. The Board did not fi¡d that the proposed use was unreasonable.

9. 3 members of the Board, namely, Otis Perry, Sam Reid and Bill Colbath was

biased against thc Plaintiff and were familiar enough with myself that they should

have recused t-bemselves.

10. The 3 page Denial Statement is inadequate as a matter of law and cannot justify
tle denial of tle variance application.

For tlre reasons rnentioned, I requcst t-hat a Rehearing be granted and that the
variancc application be granted.

Very truiy yours,

'ltt/|,
///

nosElú,-FrsHrn

REF,zcg



CASE # rArE RECETvED 4/ 5-/ ¿ a _-__-7-/-
AN4ouNr eata s i+¿i, *b TIME REcETvED

CITY OF DOVER
ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT

APPLICATION

APPLICANT
ADDRESS

PHONE #:

PROPERTY OWNER

BRIEF DIRECTIONS lnJ us{r ia. \ KzoNE 8-zo ÁSs@ #(S\ zqc

ADDRESS Iô Li*ll€oo.- tr,r €onr., Doqez NH o3gzò
PROPERTY LOCA-¡OÑ

TYPE OF APPEAL: (ptease check ofroñe)

X vnnrnNce
_ SPECIAL EXCEPTTON
_ ADMINTSTRATTVE DECtStON

EQUITABLE WAIVER

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

ARrlcLE zv sEcïroN t7Õ-ilARTICLE SECTION
ARTICLE SECTION
ARTICLE SECTION

A.

B.

(..

o0¿{l-i ú\. Since ì t rS rn a.'\crÊi^eSS cc-rmuni I J

(Please check off) /REQUIREMENTS SUBMITTED:

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
$1 OO.OO EOUITABLE WAIVER

__¿_

,/

$ /o0 oo
ü
$-
ö

$ 14 ?rt
$ 5.9ø
$ 25.00_

rorAL $ 14Þ:Eb

Foster's ad
X $2.98 =



III. NARRATIVE: Complete the section pertaining to your request. Keep your ans\¡r'ers 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 property based on the existing zoning
ordinance.

fl
à

fe.rt\\ ¡[ ç¡eu,,ì,isty qranl"rJ rþ,r'; ¿rnces,nra., nc,n-r.'r,6-¡r^.,',""\ rl*i Ri s,:cr,., 14.r'
5ut:¡ec* Q(oPC-( fj 'ii \oCa{ed i^ a^ o.rf o\ iÐV\ ìLt-. v\(^5 WC.aM L l¿-C:\i^c,n i Àp.¡t f-ô.. (þs, è¿{1u\rJec+ Q(ÒÞC-( lJ iç \oca+ed i^ a^ erro\ i¡Vricx v.cs becoM ¿ leË
2. Explain how granting ofthe variance will ¡esult in substantial justice. rls€..

te.)z

\,.:¿.
3. Explain how a varia¡ce would be consistent with the spirit and intent of the ordinance

trt¿k r,:\\

MobJ( \$¡'cV\ +focK is-afgù¿{b\V
Explain how the variance will not resült

not cc$u{cl \"{ -t1"ì.! ffohrbrticn.
in a diminution in Value of surrounding properties.

-2c)

' CAr lot r 3e: staàtrn /cdÀù€^r{^c e sìùr¿. 'Gì1€^ lht- ¿¡¡¡¿¡ç
5. .Discuss how the va¡iance would not be contrary to the public interest.

o¿ith bori ^ol Co¡4/h e-rctr!

Ih9 sob\¿ç+ p(.ôper+J \a \æc\+e.ì ô/a L; +t\<L.br{^ RoêD. i+ ¡S cìdJâ. p¡+ 1õ
/ln lAàr\<{bri¿\\ Pa,r K- uS^i¿ V\ co^+¿ri^S h.,lh V\¿ù<À.r î.\\ * ¿¿rv\^^€r¿r.^\ Fac.l\ ìNe\.



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.

APPEÂL FROM AN ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION

l. Explain why you feel that the Administrative Official made an erro¡ in applying or interpreting the zoning
ordina¡ce in a particular case.

IV. As applicant of standing of this request, I certifo that the information herein is completc and
âccurate.

IMPORTANT

PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION SIGN MUST BE
POSTED ON TIIE PROPERTY 10 DAYS PRIOR
TO IIEåRING" FÁILIJAE TO}OSTIVÍAY IìüISIIIT
IN APPLICATON NOT BETNG ACCEPTED

{&/',r-'- 4/e'"'!-

Sisnature of Annlicant*"(Zn¡'- #útrL

*Both Signaturcs Requircd



case# .Z- 00 -Q
ORDER GRANTING OR DENYING A VARIANCE BY

THE ZONING BOARD OFADJUSTMENT
CITY OF DOVER, NEW HAMPSHIRE

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

, to consider an application for a variance submitted by

for the property located at

and having heard all the arguments

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

CONCLUSIONS:

1. It is the Board's CONCLUSION that, if the applicant complies wìth the strict letter of
a,flu'PlY P Gtbf l>'--=-

the ordinance. he/she ( does ,g:y9 face an unnecessary hardship.

This CONCLUSION is based on the following FINDINGS OF FACT:

ß€ rr nn- 1- a.-e .tØ-. zøs ¡.- /¿ra þ.nq

-trnrr,/o^J,

Þ. h*.:7 X,/,hu,7Àx __-------\\2. Il is the Board's CONCLUSION that, if granted, the variairce"( wi,tfl will not ) jeliver

substantial justice.

This CONCLUSION iF based on the following FINDINGS OF FACT:
^ ' ^ll lctl ^L :

l¿ofro^

3. It is the Board's CoNCLUSION tnat, irgranteA,Jttr {:^t^!;a <

harmony with the spirit and intont of the zoning ordinance.



The CONCLUSION is based on the following FINDINGS OF FACT:

It is rhe Boa¡d's coNCLUSToN that, if grantedlhT#*nlóñãìè,rt in u

diminution in value of sunounding propertie ". 
V

This CONCLUSION is based on the following FINDINGS OF FACT:

It is the Board's coNCLUStoN t¡ut, irer-r.?t kffii-+rÚ@
contrary to the public interest.

This CONCLUSION is based on the following FINDINGS OF FACT:

a/Pê

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

variance b" ( GRANTEQ7IÉÑñ;/If granted, it is subject to the following conditions:
\.______---./

Zoning Board of

Chairperson



CITY OF DOVER  

ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT –  STAFF MEMO (Z13-08) 
Application Type: Variance 
Applicant: New England Veterinary Cremation Services 
Owner: Jewett Commercial Park LLC 
Location:   24 Crosby Road, Unit 3 (Tax Map G, Lot 31-3) 

 

                                            \\Cityfiles01\Data\Department\Planning\Planning_Share\Zoning Administration\ZBA\2013 ZBA\7-18-13 ZBA Meeting\Staff 

Memos\Z13-08.docx 

INTENT: The applicant proposes to operate 
a pet crematory in Unit 3 on the property. A 
pet crematory is not a permitted use in the I-2 
District and, therefore, a variance is required 
for this use. 
 
UNITS PROPOSED: N/A 
 
AGENDA ITEM #: 4-A 
 
ZONING DISTRICT: I-2 District 
 
EXISTING LAND USE: multi-tenant 
industrial/wholesale/warehousing 
 
PROPOSED LAND USE: pet crematory    
 
SURROUNDING LAND USE: industrial/ 
wholesale/warehousing 
 
PREVIOUS ZBA ACTION:  

 Z11-05: Special Exception granted to 
establish auto service facility in units 3 
and 4 

 Z05-13: Special Exception granted to 
establish an auto service facility in 
units 3 and 4 (reapplication) 

 
PLANNING BOARD APPROVAL 
REQUIRED:   No 
 
ATTACHMENTS:  Tax Map 
 
APPLICATION IS COMPLETE:  Yes  
 
NOTICES AS REQUIRED:  Yes 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  
The Planning Department supports the 
variance request.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Summary of Request and Background  
 
The property is located in an industrial park on Crosby Road, and is 
improved with two (2) one story multi tenant buildings.  The applicant 
proposes to operate a pet crematory in Unit 3 of the building identified 
as 24 Crosby Road. A pet crematory is not a permitted use in the Rural 
Restricted Industrial (I-2) District and, in fact, is not a permitted use in 
any zoning district in the City of Dover.  Therefore, a variance is 
required from Section 170-12.A of the Zoning Ordinance and the I-2 
Table of Use to permit a pet crematory.  
 
Reason for Staff Recommendation  
 
Although a pet crematory is not specifically listed as a permitted use in 
any zoning district, Staff believes that it is important to accommodate 
all lawful uses within the City of Dover. The proposed location is well 
suited to this type of use since it is an industrial property surrounded by 
industrial uses. 
  
Recommendation 
 
The Planning Department recommends the Board hold the public 
hearing and approve the variance as requested.   





P()~/
City of Dover, New Hampshire

ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT APPLICATION
[Adopted: August 16,2012]

APPLICANT/PROPERTY OWNER INFORMATION

Office UseOnly Case#:

Amount Paid:

2-13-0 '6
$d7'8.0D

03

Date Received:

Time Received:

rw~r
1-----

JI JUL -32013

APPLICANT: _New England Veterinary Cremation Services_ Phone #_609-457-7483

Address of Applicant:]O Box 1181 Rye, NH 03870 _

E-Mail Address:chris@nevetcremation.com; ken@}nevetcremation.com Chris Flint, Ken Me.:t e.r~

PROPERTY OWNER (if different from applicant): __ Jewett Commercial Park LLC

Address: __ 32 Harriman Hill Rd Raymond, NH 03077_ Phone #__ 603-895-6080 _

E-Mail Address: kellie@jmanagementcoro.com

PROPERTY /PARCEL INFORMATION

Address: Jewett Commercial Park, 24 Crosby Rd Unit 3 Dover, NH 03820

Brief Directions: __ spaulding tpke to exit 8 West, follow Rt 9 I mile _

Zoning District: __ 1-2 Assessor's Map # __ G Lot(s) # 31 -3

TYPE OF APPEAL:(Please check one)

X Variance

__ Physical Disability Variance (RSA 674:33- V)

__ Special Exception

__ Appeal of Administrative Decision

__ Equitable Waiver

from Section of the ZoningOrdinance

from Section of the ZoningOrdinance----

per Section oflhe ZoningOrdinance

regarding Section __ of the Zoning Ordinance

per Section of the Zoning Ordinance

DESCRIBE BRJEFLY YOUR PLANS FOR THE PROPERTY:
__ We would like to operate a pet crematory to support veterinary hospitals __

mailto:Address:chris@nevetcremation.com;
mailto:kellie@jmanagementcoro.com


VARIANCE REQUIREMENTS

THIS SECTION TO BE COMPLETED BY VARIANCE APPLICANTS ONLY
A. Variance Requested

A variance is requested from Section(s) _
__ Pet Crematol}'

ofthe Zoning Ordinance to permit:

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

Please demonstrate compliance with the following:

I. Waiving the terms of the Ordinance will not be contral}' to the public interest because:
__ no noise, pollution, nor would we encroach on anyones rights or property

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

____ The business does not negatively affect or aversely affect any surrounding properties or businesses.

3. Granting the variance would do substantial justice because:
__ This business serves a public need in an environmentally concious manner with the utmost
professionalism and ethics _



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

__ The business will be run in a proffessional, clean and efficient manner. Total care will be taken to
keep the facility neat, orderly and clean. _

NOTE: please complete EITHER paragraph 5A OR paragraph 58. Staff reoommends that
you complete paragraph 58 only If you feel you cannot meet the requirements set forth In
paragraph 5A

5A. 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:

______ Physicallocation is ideal for servicing the NH, Southern ME, and northern MA areas. Size, layout
____ and access to natural gas make it ideal for our business purpose and potential expansion.

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:

__ Property is already a commercial space. Not allowing would prevent an increase in business for the
area and the business tax basis. The business would also allow for future employment opportunity._

and--------------------------------------
(iii) The proposed use is a reasonable one because:

__ There is no negative effect on the property or community and it allows for an increase in business
and employment oppotunity. _

OR
58. If the criteria in subparagraph 5A 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:



....

SIGNATURE PAGE

THIS SECT/ON OF THEAPPLICA TION MUST BE COMPLETED BY ALL APPLICANTS

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 understand the Application
Instructions, which are set forth on the first two pag Is Application nm.

./

IMPORTANT
PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION SIGN
MUST BE POSTED ON THE PROPERTY
FOR THE 5 DAYS PRIOR TO HEARING.
FAILURE TO POST MAY RESULT IN
APPUCATION NOT BEING ACCEPTED.

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER SUBJECT PROPERTY

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 ali reasonable care, courtesy, a dJligencewhen on the property.

Signature of Property Owner:

Page 8 of 8

Date: Z-Z-/:r
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