Z.ONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT - AGENDA

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting
Meeting Location: ~ Room 306, McConnell Center — 61 Locust St. Dover, NH 03820
Meeting Date: Thursday, August 17, 2017

CITY OF DOVER Meeting Time: 7:00 pm

1. ATTENDANCE
2. APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES OF JULY 20, 2017
3. HEARINGS
A. Z17-15 Applicant/Owner D.R. Lemieux Builders, Inc., 53 Spur Road (Tax Map L, Lot 14-N), located

in the Low Density Residential (R-20) Zoning District, requests a variance from Section 170-12.B of
the Zoning Ordinance to permit a side setback of 11 feet where a minimum of 20 feet is required.

B. Z17-16 Applicant/Owners Hadley and Shane Moores, 33 Littleworth Road (Tax Map G, Lot 6-D),
located in the Assembly and Office (I-4) Zoning District, request a variance from Section 170-12.B of
the Zoning Ordinance to permit reduced setbacks where 75 feet is required from all property lines.
The proposed buildings’ distance from side property lines ranges from 17 feet to 42 feet.

C. Z217-18 Applicant/Owner Saint Mary Academy, 222 Central Avenue (Tax Map 9, Lot 98), located in
the Central Business District — General sub-district, requests a variance from Section 170-32.A of the
Zoning Ordinance to permit the installation of a new freestanding sign where freestanding signs are
not permitted.

D. Z17-19 Applicant Community Action Partnership of Strafford County and Owner County of
Strafford, New Hampshire, 262 County Farm Road (Tax Map C, Lot 4), located in the Rural

Residential (R-40) Zoning District, requests a special exception per Section 170-12.A of the Zoning
Ordinance to permit a 24-unit congregate care facility.

4. OTHER BUSINESS

5. ADJOURN

Persons with questions or interested in reviewing the meeting materials are invited to visit the Planning Department
located in City Hall, open Monday-Thursday from 8:30 am to 5:30 pm and Friday from 8:30 am to 4:00 pm. The
meeting materials are also available online at www.dover.nh.gov. Follow us on Twitter @DoverNHPlanning and find

us on Facebook at https://www.facebook.com/DoverNHPlanning.
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Z.ONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT - MINUTES

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting
Meeting Location: ~ McConnell Center Room 3006, 61 Locust St, Dover NH 03820
CITY OF Meeting Date: Thursday, July 20, 2017
DOVER Meeting Time: 7:00 pm

1. ATTENDANCE

Members Present: Chris Prior (Chair), Otis Perry, Nicholas Couturier (Alternate)
Members Not Present: Bob Hall (Vice Chair), Frank Landford, Sam Reid, George Reagan (Alternate)
Staff Present: Elena Pickut (Assistant City Planner)

The Chair called the meeting to order at 7:20 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 MEETING MINUTES OF JUNE 15, 2017

Motion: O. Perry made a motion to approve the June 15, 2017 Regular Meeting Minutes as submitted. Seconded by
N. Couturier. Vote: U/A

3. HEARINGS

A. Z17-13 Applicant/Owner Diane Bragdon, 20 Atlantic Avenue (Tax Map 25, Lot 10), located in the
Medium Density Residential (R-12) Zoning District, requests a variance from Section 170-12.B of the
Zoning Ordinance to permit a front setback of approximately one foot where a minimum of five feet is
required.

Diane Bragdon represented herself, explaining that the residence and porch have existed for 99 years, the porch
was in disrepair and posed a safety concern, there will be no change in footprint, and that meeting the minimum
five foot setback would not yield sufficient space for a porch.

Public Hearing Opened.

Paula Searles, 18 Atlantic Avenue, asked for clarification that the porch will be constructed on the front of the
house, not on the side closest to her. The Board confirmed the porch is proposed for the front of the structure.

E. Pickut stated that Staff supports the variance, and explained that it continues a condition that has existed for 99
years without negative effect.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board hold a public hearing and make findings as to whether each of the five variance criteria
are met. If the Board finds that all five criteria are satistied, the Board should approve the request. Staff supports the
request.

Public Hearing Closed.
Motion: O. Perry made a motion to grant the variance. Seconded by N. Coututier. Vote: U/A

B. Z17-14 Applicant/Owner Gordon Clark, c/o GC/AAA Fence, 304 Durham Road (Tax Map I, Lot 123),
located in the Hotel/Retail (B-4) Zoning District, requests a variance from Section 170-12.B of the
Zoning Ordinance to permit a reduced parking area setback where a minimum of 25 feet is required. The
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Z.ONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT - MINUTES

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting
Meeting Location: ~ McConnell Center Room 3006, 61 Locust St, Dover NH 03820
CITY OF Meeting Date: Thursday, July 20, 2017
DOVER Meeting Time: 7:00 pm

proposed paved parking area’s distance from front and side property lines ranges from 2.3 feet to 18.3
feet.

Attorney Sean O’Connell, Shaheen & Gordon, represented the Applicant. Mike Sievert, MJS Engineering, was also
present. Atty. O’Connell explained that the building and lot are nonconforming and reviewed the criteria for
granting a variance.

Public Hearing Opened.

E. Pickut stated that Staff supports the variance request.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Board hold a public hearing and make findings as to whether each of the five variance criteria
are met. If the Board finds that all five criteria are satisfied, the Board should approve the request. Staff supports the
request.

Public hearing closed.
Motion: O. Perry made a motion to grant the vatiance. Seconded by N. Couturier. Vote: U/A
C. Z17-15 Applicant/Owner D.R. Lemieux Builders, Inc., 53 Spur Road (Tax Map L, Lot 14-N), located in

the Low Density Residential (R-20) Zoning District, requests a variance from Section 170-12.B of the
Zoning Ordinance to permit a side setback of 11 feet where a minimum of 20 feet is required.

C. Prior stated that due to O.Perry’s need to recuse himself from hearing this case, there is not a quorum to
consider the case and the hearing will be postponed to August 17, 2017 at 7:00 p.m.

D. Z17-16 Applicant/Owners Hadley and Shane Moores, 33 Littleworth Road (Tax Map G, Lot 6-D),
located in the Assembly and Office (I-4) Zoning District, request a variance from Section 170-12.B of the
Zoning Ordinance to permit reduced setbacks where 75 feet is required from all property lines. The
proposed buildings’ distance from side property lines ranges from 17 feet to 42 feet.

C. Prior informed the Board and public that the Applicant’s agent, Attorney Abigail Karoutas, submitted an email
prior to the meeting requesting that the case be postponed to August 17, 2017 at 7:00 p.m. due to the three-
member quorum.

E. Z17-17 Applicant/Owner Cornelis ]. Lotter, 21 Fairway Drive (Tax Map N, Lot 14-K), located in the
Rural Residential (R-40) Zoning District, requests a variance from Section 170-12.A of the Zoning
Ordinance to permit the keeping of “farm animals,” specifically a rooster, on a 93,200-square-foot lot,
where the keeping of a rooster is permitted only on a lot of at least 100,000 square feet with the animal’s
shelter located a minimum of 100 feet from any property line.

Cornelis . Lotter represented himself. C.J. Lotter explained that he keeps five hens and a rooster as a hobby in
genetics and developing a new, rare breed of bantam chickens. The chickens are kept in a converted golf cart shed
which is vacuumed daily, located 140 feet from the Cochecho Country Club and 200-300” or more to the nearest
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Z.ONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT - MINUTES

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting
Meeting Location: ~ McConnell Center Room 3006, 61 Locust St, Dover NH 03820
CITY OF Meeting Date: Thursday, July 20, 2017
DOVER Meeting Time: 7:00 pm

tee off. He noted that the birds are checked by veterinarians yeatly and certified free of avian flu and other
diseases.

C. Prior asked CJ. Lotter to clarify how many chickens he keeps including chicks. CJ. Lotter explained that he
keeps no more than five mature hens and one rooster. The chicks are sent to a farm in Maine until the fall, when
he may choose to replace the rooster or hens for breeding purposes. C.J. Lotter added that he does not raise the
chicks for business purposes and gives the unneeded chickens away instead.

Public Hearing Opened.

Edward Townsend, 117 Gulf Road, spoke in favor of the variance, noting that the property does not look like a
farm, the chickens are not disruptive, and that crows and Gulf Road traffic also create noise in the area.

H. Paul Boackle, 105 Gulf Road, spoke in favor of the variance.

Liz Miller and Tom Davis, 19 Fairway Drive, spoke in favor of the variance, noting that the neighborhood creates
a lot of other noise from yard work and the chickens are not very noticeable.

Jaimie Donovan, 12 Trakey Street and member of Cochecho Country Club, 145 Gulf Road, spoke against the
variance, noting that ordinances exist for a reason and the zoning ordinance does not permit the Applicant to keep
a rooster. He stated that the noise can be heard from many areas of the golf course and suggested that the
Applicant and Board consider a method of keeping the rooster from crowing. He noted that Fairway Drive has
covenants.

C. Prior asked J. Donovan whether he felt 6,800 square feet of additional lot area at 21 Fairway Drive would make
a substantial difference in the effect of the rooster. J. Donovan stated that the ordinance requires 100,000 square
feet.

Tim Halverson, 13 Fairway Drive, spoke against the variance as President of the homeowners association, stating
that the association’s restrictive covenants prevent the keeping of animals other than household pets or animals
kept for breeding or commercial purposes.

C.J. Lotter noted that the Zoning Board does not have jurisdiction regarding restrictive covenants and that there
are instances where the covenants are not enforced.

E. Piekut stated that Staff supports the variance request, and explained the conditions under which the keeping of
“farm animals for family use,” which includes up to six hens, goats, or sheep, and “farm animals,” which includes
all other livestock animals, are permitted. She noted that the Board should focus on the property’s size in
comparison to the 100,000 square feet of lot area required to keep “farm animals” by right and confirmed that the
Zoning Board of Adjustment decision is independent of any private covenants in the neighborhood. She
suggested that the Board could add a second condition limiting the number of “farm animals” to one rooster and
five hens.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board clarify the extent of the Applicant’s plan to keep “farm animals” as defined, which may

include more than six hens, more than one rooster, or other animals, and consider imposing additional conditions.
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> Meeting Location: ~ McConnell Center Room 3006, 61 Locust St, Dover NH 03820
CITY OF Meeting Date: Thursday, July 20, 2017

DOVER Meeting Time: 7:00 pm

The Board should hold a public hearing and make findings as to whether each of the five variance criteria are met. If
the Board finds that all five criteria are satistied, the Board should approve the request. Staff supports the request and
suggests the following conditions:
1) The Applicant shall provide at least three square feet of chicken coop and 20 square feet of fenced enclosure
per chicken.

Motion: N. Couturier moved to approve the variance request subject to conditions provided by the Planning
Department. C. Prior clarified that the second proposed condition is to restrict “farm animals” to mean no more
than one rooster and five hens and N. Couturier confirmed. O. Perry seconded. O. Perry stated that the
association’s covenants are a civil matter and that he believes the Applicant has met the burden of proof for a
variance and that given the small amount of land involved it is a reasonable request. Vote: U/A

4. OTHER BUSINESS

E. Piekut noted that a summary of land use board and commission activities was included in members’ packets.

5. ADJOURN

Motion: O. Perry made a motion to adjourn at 8:12 p.m. Seconded by N. Coututier. Vote: U/A
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Z.ONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT — STAFF MEMO

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting
Meeting Location: McConnell Center Room 306 — 61 Locust St. Dover, NH 03820
Meeting Date: Thursday, August 17, 2017

CITY OF DOVER Meeting Time: 7:00 pm

INTENT: The Applicant requests a
variance to permit an 11-foot side setback
where 20 feet is required.

UNITS PROPOSED: One
AGENDA ITEM #: 3-A

ZONING DISTRICT: Low Density
Residential (R-20)

FILE: Z17-15

APPLICANT/OWNER: DR Lemieux
Builders, Inc.

LOCATION: 53 Spur Road (Tax Map L,
Lot 14-N)

ACREAGE: 1.35 acre (58,800 sq. ft.)
EXISTING LAND USE: Vacant

PROPOSED LAND USE: Single-family
dwelling

SURROUNDING LAND USE: Single-
family dwellings

PREVIOUS ZBA ACTION: Z17-07,
denial of equitable waiver of side setback
requirement

PLANNING BOARD APPROVAL
REQUIRED: No

ATTACHMENTS: Application, plan

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff
does not oppose the variance.

SUMMARY OF APPEAL AND BACKGROUND

The property is a vacant 1.35-acre lot located toward the north end of
Spur Road. It has a small amount of frontage on the Bellamy River but is
mostly blocked from the river by another lot which does not have street
frontage. This lot (55 Spur Road) is also owned by the Applicant.

The Applicant indicates he believed the structure would be 22 feet from
the side property line at its nearest point, where a 20-foot minimum
setback is required. Upon the completion of a foundation certification
survey, the Applicant discovered that the front corner of the foundation
is 11 feet from the side property line rather than the minimum of 20. The
building permit for 53 Spur Road, as well as the building permit for 55
Spur Road (issued by the previous Building Official in 2014), both
indicate that “footing location must be certified prior to further
construction” and that an inspection is required upon completion of
footings.

REASON FOR STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The physical hardships presented by this lot include protected shoreland
(see plan) and a driveway right-of-way to 55 Spur Road. Both yield a
small area to build without requiring NH DES permitting. Each of the
neighboring homes is more than 100 feet from the existing foundation
and is unlikely to be affected by a variance from the side setback
requirement.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the Board hold a public hearing and make findings as
to whether each of the five variance criteria are met. If the Board finds
that all five criteria are satisfied, the Board should approve the request.
Staff does not oppose the variance.
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City of Dover, NH

July 14, 2017

Property Information

Property
ID

Location
Owner

L0014-N00000

53 SPUR RD
D R LEMIEUX BUILDERS INC

MAP FOR REFERENCE ONLY
NOT A LEGAL DOCUMENT

City of Dover, NH makes no claims and no
warranties, expressed or implied, concerning the
validity or accuracy of the GIS data presented on
this map.

Parcels updated 6/13/2017
Properties updated 07/13/2017




City of Dover, New Hampshire

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

Office Use Only Case #: Date Received:

Amount Paid:  $ Time Received:

APPLICANT/PROPERTY OWNER INFORMATION
appLICANT: D R Lemieux Builders, Inc. phone # (603) 235-4370

Address of Applicant; PO Box 1163, Rochester, NH 03866

E-Mail Address: David Lemieux / lemieux.inc@comcast.net

PROPERTY OWNER (/F different from applicant); Same

Address: Phone #

E-Mait Address:

PROPERTY/PARCEL INFORMATICN
Address: D4 Spur Road, Dover, NH 03820

Brief Directions:

Zoning District: R-20 Assessor's Map # L Lot(s) # 14-N

TYPE OF APPEAL: (Please check one)

ﬁ(__ Variance from Section 179124+ B ot the Zoning Ordinance

_____ Physical Disability Variance (RSA 674:33-V) from Section of the Zoning Ordinance
Special Exception per Section of the Zoning Crdinance

____ Appeal of Administrative Decision regarding Section of the Zoning Ordinance

Equitable Waiver per Section of the Zoning Ordinance

DESCRIBE BRIEFLY YOUR PLANS FOR THE PROPERTY:

To constyuct a single family residence
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VARIANCE REQUIREMENTS

THIS SECTION TO BE COMPLETED BY VARTANCE APPLICANTS ONLY
A, Varlance Requested

A variance is requested from Section(s) 17012A4+B  of the Zoning Ordinance to permit:
See attached

B. The Five Variance Criteria (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 interest because:
See attached

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

Ordinance because;
See attached

3. Granting the variance would do substantial justice because:
Seas attached
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4. The value of surrounding property will not be diminished because:

See aftached

NOTE: please complete EITHER paragraph 54 OR paragraph 5B, Staff recommends that
you complete paragraph 58 only if you feel you cannot meet the requirements set forth in

paragraph 54.
5A. Literal enforcement of the provisions of the ordinance would result in an wnnecessary hardship:
(i) The following spectal conditions of the property distinguish it from other properties in the area:

See aftached

and

(i) 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:

See attached

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

See attached

OR
5B.  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:
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SIGNATURE PAGE

THIS SECTION OF THE APPLICATION 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 pages of this Application form.

Pl

A) ~Se

IMPORTANT Sianature of Applicant™* —
PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION SIGN ﬂ . B
MUST BE POSTED ON THE PROPERTY A
FOR THE 5 DAYS PRIOR TO HEARING. Signature of Owner*
FAILURE TO POST MAY RESULT IN
APPLICATION NOT BEING ACCEPTED. *Both Signatures Required

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER SUBJECT PROPERTY

1, 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. Itis understood that these individuals

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

Signature of Property Owner: %E‘H"Z % Date: _ G / 217
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ABUTTER LIST
FOR
D R LEMIEUX BUILDERS INC.
Map L, Lot 14-N
53 Spur Road, Dover, NH

March 30, 2017

MAP/LOT

OWNER/APPLICANT:

MAP L/LOT 14-N D R LEMIEUX BUILDERS INC.
PO BOX 1163
ROCHESTER, NH 03866

ABUTTERS:
MAP J/LOT 8-A STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

C/O NH FISH AND GAME
11 HAZEN DR
CONCORD, NH 03301

-MAP L/LOT 12 RUSSEL E. CHARLESTON
STEPHANIE LEFLEM
23 NUTERD
DOVER, NH 03820

MAP L/LOT 13 ADAM R. FOGG
PATRICIA NAGLE
149 MILL RD
DURHAM, NH 03824

MAP L/LOT 14-L ANDREW KOELLMER
NATALIE HOGINSKI
59 SPURRD
DOVER, NH 03820

MAP L/LOT 14-A DAVID LEMIEUX
POBOX 1163
ROCHESTER, NH

MAP L/LOT 14-F DALE S. ROEMER, TRUSTEE
DALE $. ROEMER REV. TRUST
51 SPUR RD
DOVER, NH 03820

MAP L/L.OT 14-M CAROLYN A. LAVOIE
PIERRE C. LAVOIE
175 DOVER POINT ROAD A
DOVER, NH 03820

MAP L/L.OT 14-P NATALIE KOELLMER
59 SPUR RD
DOVER, NH 03820
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ABUTTER LIST
FOR
D R LEMIEUX BUILDERS INC.
Map L, Lot 14-N
53 Spur Road, Dover, NH

March 30, 2017

PROFESSIONALS:

ATTORNEY FRANCIS X. BRUTON, III, ESQUIRE
BRUTON & BERUBE, PLLC
798 CENTRAL AVENUE

DOVER, NH 03820

Page 2 of 2




A. Variance Requested
A variance is requested from Section(s)170-12. A + B of the Zoning Ordinance to permit:

Allowing a foundation and single family residence to be built with a side yard setback of eleven
(11) feet where a setback of twenty (20) feet is required.

B. The Five Variance Criteria {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 interest because:

The public interest is affected if the proposed variance would constitute fundamental change in
the neighborhood or if there would be a substantial impact on health or safety. Residential use is
a permitted use in this zone. The applicant discovered that the foundation had mistakenly been
constructed approximately nine (9) feet into the side yard setback and voluntarily disclosed that
to City officials. Other residences in this neighbothood are constructed closer than twenty (20)
feet to the side property lines of those lots. Allowing this foundation to be used in its present
location and allowing a home to be built on the foundation will not change the fundamental
character of this neighborhood and would not have a substantial impact on health or safety.

The residence on the lot [ocated to the north of this lot is located approximately 150 feet from the
applicant’s lot while the residence on the lot located to the south of this lot is located about 50
feet from the applicant’s lot. There is an existing driveway which extends across the applicant’s
lot from Spur Road down to a waterfront residence. If the foundation and home on the
applicant’s lot had to be moved south by nine (9) feet, it would be moved to within 8 to 10 feet of
that existing driveway and would be moved closer to the southerly neighbor and would thereby
reduce the setback from that residence which is already closer than the northerly neighbor’s
house.

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

The spirit of the ordinance is to allow for adequate spacing between structures on adjacent
parcels of land. Since the home on the northerly abutting lot is located approximately 150 feet
away from the applicant’s northerly property line, there will be more than adequate spacing from
that residence and the two residences will be screened by existing trees and other vegetation.
Denying the variance would require that the applicant’s residence be moved closer to the
southerly abutter, and the existing between those two dwellings is already less than the distance
between the applicant’s house and the southerly neighbor. Keeping the applicant’s house in its
present location will also keep it further away from the existing driveway to the waterfront
neighbor’s house.



3. Granting the variance would do substantial justice because:

The New Hampshire Supreme Court has held that an injustice occurs when the injury to the
applicant resulting from denying the variance would be greater than any benefit that would
accrue to the public if the variance is denied. In this case, similar uses already exist nearby.
Denying the variance will not confer a benefit on the general public since adequate spacing will
exist between the applicant’s house and both the northerly and southerly abutters. Denying the
variance would be a detriment to the applicant because that denial would prevent the applicant
from the reasonable use of its property.

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

The value of adjacent properties will not be affected because the residential use is a permitted use
and the new home to be constructed on this foundation will be a significant distance from
adjacent dwellings and will be screened by existing vegetation,

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:

The applicant’s lot is long and narrow and is burdened by an existing driveway which extends
from Spur Road to an adjacent waterfront home. The applicant reported the error in locating the
foundation as soon as that error was discovered. This is the first time that this applicant has
encountered this problem of placing a foundation within the setback. As presently located, the
foundation is about 160 feet away from the home on the northerly abutting lot, and it is located
further away from the southerly neighbor and from the existing driveway than would be the case
if the foundation was located 20 feet from the northerly property line.

(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:

The genera] purposes of the ordinance provision are to ensure adequate spacing between adjacent
structures. In this case, granting the variance will allow the applicant’s house to be located
further away from its closest neighbor (on the south) and will still be 160 feet away from the
northerly neighbor. Granting the variance will also allow the applicant’s house to be located
further away from the neighbor’s driveway which extends across the applicant’s land and which
will facilitate maintenance of that driveway, including snow removal.

(iif) The proposed use is a reasonable one because:
The construction of the foundation in its present location was done by error and notin a

deliberate attempt to circumvent the zoning requirements. The error was reported as soon as it
was discovered. Maintaining the present location will result in better overall spacing among the



three abutting residences and will facilitate the use, maintenance and snow removal from the
neighbor’s driveway which extends across the applicant’s land.



Notes:

reference in note 2,

1. This plan does not represent a confirmation of boundary lines nor a determination of title but is solely
intended to depict the location of the existing structure to the boundaries depicted on the plan

2. The boundory lines depicted are bosed upon "Subdivision of Lond for Harold & Hazel Cate, Dover, NH,”
SCRD Bk 4308, Pg 343

doted Oct. 18, 1988, prepared by Bruce L. Pohopek, Land Surveyor, SCRD Plan No, 35-36.
3. Deed Reference: D. R. Lemieux Builders Inc.
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Meeting Type:

Meeting Date:
CITY OF DOVER

Meeting Location:

Meeting Time:

Z.ONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT — STAFF MEMO

Regular Meeting

McConnell Center Room 306 — 61 Locust St. Dover, NH 03820
Thursday, August 17, 2017

7:00 pm

INTENT: The Applicant requests a

variance to permit side setbacks ranging
from 17 to 42 feet, where 75 feet is
required.

UNITS PROPOSED: None
AGENDA ITEM #: 3-B

ZONING DISTRICT: Assembly and
Office (I-4)

FILE: Z17-16

APPLICANT/OWNER: Hadley &
Shane Moores

LOCATION: 33 Littleworth Road (Tax

Map G, Lot 6-D)

ACREAGE: 2.36 acres (102,800 square
feet)

EXISTING LAND USE:
Warehouse/Office

PROPOSED LAND USE: Same

SURROUNDING LAND USE:
Warehouse, office, manufacturing,
single-family dwellings

PREVIOUS ZBA ACTION:

None

PLANNING BOARD APPROVAL
REQUIRED: Technical Review
Committee approval required at
minimum. Site plan approval likely
required, dependent on final building
and parking plans.

ATTACHMENTS: Application, plan

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff does not oppose the variance.

SUMMARY OF APPEAL AND BACKGROUND

The property is located on the north side of Littleworth Road and is home
to Moores Crane Rental. The existing, 2,880-square-foot metal structure was
built in 1970. The property was rezoned from Rural Restricted Industrial (I-
2) to a less intensive industrial zone, Assembly and Office (I-4), in 2003. I-4
requires a larger minimum lot size and greater setbacks from property lines.
The Applicant seeks a variance from side setback requitements to construct
an addition of approximately 8,640 square feet (in order to garage cranes)
and a freestanding, 1,680-square-foot office building. The majority of the
property is cleared, with vehicles parked on a gravel/dirt surface.

The property is on the edge of the I-4 Zoning District, with single-family
dwellings in the Low Density Residential (R-20) to the west and industrial
uses in the I-2 across Littleworth Road to the south. A large manufacturing
facility is located behind Moores Crane, and nonconforming single-family
dwellings, also in the I-4, are located directly south and southeast of the
property (35 Littleworth and 29 Littleworth).

REASON FOR STAFF RECOMMENDATION

This lot is less than half of the five-acre minimum lot size in the I-4. The
existing structure is nonconforming to the 75-foot setback from it’s the lot
lines shared with 35 and 39 Littleworth Road. The use is reasonable and the
size and shape of the lot, as well as the placement of the existing building
upon it, present a hardship. The Board should accept testimony and make a
finding as to whether the variance(s) diminish the value of surrounding
properties. The previous zoning (I-2), allows 10-foot side setbacks and the
Applicant has amended his request to allow a blanket variance permitting
the I-2 setbacks to be applied to the entire lot. A proposed condition of
approval is included below.

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends the Board hold a public hearing and make findings as to
whether each of the five variance criteria are met. If the Board finds that all
five criteria are satisfied, the Board should approve the request. Staff does
not oppose the request and suggests the following conditions:
1) The current Rural Restricted Industrial (I-2) Zoning District
setbacks, as follows, shall apply to all future development on Tax
Map G, Lot 6-D:
Principal Building:
Front: 35 feet
Abut a Street: 35 feet
Side: 10 feet Side: 10 feet
Rear: 10 feet Rear: 10 feet
2) 'The plan shall be revised with a reference to this decision and a note
and depiction of the setback requirements described in condition 1.

Outbuilding/Accessory Use:
Front: 35 feet
Abut a Street: 35 feet

S:\Department\Planning\Planning_Share\Zoning Administration\ZBA\2017 ZBA\2017.08.17\3 - Staff Memos\Z17-16 Staff Memo.docx
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City of Dover, New Hampshire
ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT APPLICATION

[Revised April 7, 2017]

B

Office Use Only ~Case #: Z I 7-| {Q Date Received: Planning Cffica
JUN 2
Amount Paid:  $ M%ﬂm o Received: UN 2 9 2017

Dover, New Hampsh

APPLICANT/PROPERTY OWNER INFORMATION

APPLICANT: Hadley and Shane Moores Phone #  (603) 534-3001

Address of Appli cant: 4 Cottage Lane, Rollinsford, NH

. Shane@moorescranerental.com
E-Mail Address: e

PROPERTY OWNER (/f different from applicant):

Address: Phone #

E-Mail Address:

PROPERTY/PARCEL INFORMATION

Address: 33 Littleworth Road

Brief Directions: On Route 9 - 2,933' West of the intersection of Route 9 and Route 155

Zoning District: _ 4 Assessor's Map # G Lot(s) # 6D

TYPE OF APPEAL: (Please check one) 170.12.B8

_ X variance from Section 79-41A  of the Zoning Ordinance
__ Physical Disability Variance (RSA 674:33-V) from Section of the Zoning Ordinance
__ Special Exception per Section of the Zoning Ordinance
____Appeal of Administrative Decision regarding Section of the Zoning Ordinance
__ Equitable Waiver per Section of the Zoning Ordinance

DESCRIBE BRIEFLY YOUR PLANS FOR THE PROPERTY:

Please see attached
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VARIANCE REQUIREMENTS

THIS SECTION TO BE COMPLETED BY VARIANCE APPLICANTS ONLY

A. Variance Requested

170-12.8
A variance is requested from Section(s) __170-41.A of the Zoning Ordinance to permit:

Please see attached

B. The Five Variance Criteria (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 interest because:

Please see attached

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

Please see attached

3. Granting the variance would do substantial justice because:

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

Please see attached

NOTE: please complete EITHER paragraph 5A OR paragraph 5B. Staff recommends that you
complete paragraph 5B 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:

Please see attached

and

(i) 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:

Please see attached

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

Please see attached

OR
5B. 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:

Page 5 of 9



SIGNATURE PAGE

THIS SECTION OF THE APPLICATION 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 pages of this Application form.

Dy Ve

IMPORTANT Slgr;@ of Appllcantfc AN

PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION SIGN

MUST BE POSTED ON THE PROPERTY > /Lm’—

FOR THE 5 DAYS PRIOR TO HEARING. Signature pf Owner m
FAILURE TO POST MAY RESULT IN

APPLICATION NOT BEING ACCEPTED. *Both Signatures Required

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 all reasonable
care, courtesy, and diligence when on the property.

\_l ._ I.W/W
Signature of Property Owner: Mﬂ/ﬂ[ y UL pate: Do-29-1"/
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AUTHORIZATION

The undersigned,

Shane A. Moores and Hadley S. Moores, Owners/Applicants, with respect to property
located at

33 Littleworth Road, Dover, New Hampshire (Tax Map ID G0006-D00000), by virtue of
the deed from Shane A. Moores and Joyce M. Moores as Trustees of the Land & Sea Trust,
dated December 31, 1996, recorded at Strafford County Registry of Deeds Book 1911,
Page 378,

hereby authorize Wyskiel, Boc, Tillinghast & Bolduc, P. A., specifically including, but not limited
to, Attorneys Abigail Sykas Karoutas and Christopher A. Wyskiel, to represent the undersigned
before the Zoning Board of the City of Dover with respect to the undersigneds’ Application for
Variances regarding the above referenced property.

Dated this &C&L\day of June, 2017.

?\I? \ @bﬁ# o o=

e A. Moores Hadley S. Moores
Owner/Applicant Owner/Applicant

/

ni\Document\Woolley\ZBA Authorization
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ey 2 *Christopher A Wyskiel
A Wygkle]h Williom E. Boc

I [ **D. Lance Tillinghost

ek B0C9 *Michoel J. Bolduc

\':-' LR k Thomas 6. Ferrini

TiMinghast “Williom R. Phipps

*Laurie Smith Young

& B@lduc P.A Abigail Sykas Koroutas
y LA\

Attorneys at Law * also admitted in Maine
**also admitted in MA, ME & VT

June 29, 2017
RECEIVED
Chris Prior, Chairman Planning Office
Zoning Board of Adjustment
City of Dover JUN 29 2017
288 Central Avenue Dover, New H hi

Dover, NH 03820

RE: Variance Application of 33 Littleworth Road/Tax Map G/6D

Dear Chairman Prior & Board Members:

This firm represents Hadley and Shane Moores with regard to their application for 2
variances, the first with regard to Section 170-12.B of the Zoning Ordinance as to the
applicability of the setbacks in the I-4 Zone with regard to the planned construction and as to any
future construction on the subject lot, and a second variance from Section 170-41.A of the
Zoning Ordinance, to permit the expansion of an existing non-conforming structure that will
increase the structure’s non-conformity.

Please allow this letter to serve as an explanation of how this application meets the
elements necessary to be granted the requested variances.

Background

Hadley and Shane Moores (the “Moores”) have owned the lot at 33 Littleworth Road
since early 1997. The lot was originally used as the site for a construction company, but has
been used for a crane rental business, Moores Crane Rental Corp., for the majority of the time
since they acquired it.

Moores Crane Rental Corp. parks/stores 5-6 large cranes on the lot when they are not on
job sites. In addition, they park/store approximately one-half dozen trailers and a few tractors on
the lot when they are not on job sites. The company employs 9 full-time employees and several
part-time employees, all of whom bring their personal vehicles to the site each work day. There
is currently one building on the lot, a 36* wide x 80 long pre-engineered metal two (2) story
structure which is used as office space and shop space to support the ongoing business.

561 Central Avenue * Dover, New Hompshire 03820-3480 e Phone: 603-742-5222 © Fax: 603-742-7212 © info@wbtblow.com



Chris Prior, Chairman
Zoning Board of Adjustment
June 29, 2017

Page 2

At the time of its acquisition in 1997, the property was zoned -2 (“Rural Restricted
Industrial District™). The lot is 2.3 acres and has just over 129 feet of frontage on Littleworth
Road. These dimensions conform to the size and frontage requirements of the I-2 zone, which
require a minimum size of 20,000 square feet and 100 feet of frontage.

However, in 2003, the zoning of this lot and others in the area was changed to I-4
(“Assembly and Office District”). This was done, in large part, to attract specific users to the
area which need the space afforded by the larger lots required in the I-4 zone. This change
rendered the subject lot non-conforming as to its area and frontage. The 1-4 zone requires a
minimum lot size of 5 acres and at least 400 feet of frontage.

The Moores are proposing two additions to the existing building as well as the
construction of another structure on the lot (See Exhibit A, Plan of Proposed Construction). Had
the Moores’ property not been rezoned to I-4 along with the others in this area that were re-
zoned, no relief would be needed to permit the proposed construction.

Initially, the Moores plan to add a 36’ wide x 40’ long pre-engineered metal addition to
the north of the existing building (shown in orange on Exhibit A). The Moores also plan to add a
120’ long x 60’ wide pre-engineered metal addition to the back of the existing structure (shown
in pink on Exhibit A). When complete, the complete building would be expanded into a 96
wide x 120’ long pre-engineered metal structure (See Exhibit A). This building would be used
for shop space for crane repair and associated functions and for storage, including to park the
cranes and other equipment under cover and in an enclosed space while they are not on a job site
(the “Additions”). Parking the cranes and other equipment inside is much better for the
equipment than having it exposed to the elements, particularly in the winter. If not stored under
cover, snow and ice build-up on the equipment which is difficult to remove and cold
temperatures make it hard to start the engines, requiring longer idling time.

The Moores also propose to add a 30°W x 56’ L single story structure with a basement to
be used as office space (shown in yellow on Exhibit A), moving the office functions in the
existing building into the new proposed office building (“Office Building”).

With regard to the current proposal, there is no concern about the front or rear setback
distances with the proposed Additions or the Office Building, as they comply with the
requirements of the -4 (and I-2) zone. However, the Additions and Office Building are
generally within the required 75-foot side setback of the I-4 zone, so a variance from this
requirement is needed. While the part of the existing building on the portion of the lot with
frontage on Littleworth Road is conforming to the required front setback as (it is approximately
127 feet from Littleworth Road), the remaining side yard of the existing building on that side of
the existing structure (roughly parallel to Littleworth Road) only ranges from approximately 30-
33 feet from the boundary with the abutting property, which is within the required 75 foot side
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setback in the I-2 zone (See Exhibit C, Plan Excerpt with hand drawn distance markers showing
approximate distances of existing structure from lot boundaries').

Zoning Ordinance Criteria

The requests for both variances are simultaneously addressed.
The first variance sought is from Section 170-12.B (excerpted below in relevant part):

Applicability of Tables of Use and Dimensional Regulations by District. [Amended
on 12-09-2009 by Ord. No. 2009.09.09-15.]11%

* %k k%

B. The minimum regulations for LOT size, LOT FRONTAGE, BUILDING SETBACK
standards for front, side and REAR YARDs, BUILDING HEIGHTs, and LOT
COVERAGE shall be as specified in the Tables of Use and Dimensional Regulations by
District.

The second variance is sought from Section 170-41.A (excerpted below in relevant part):

Nonconforming STRUCTURES. [Amended on 08-01-90 by Ord. No. 8-90; Amended
on 02-17-99 by Ord. No. 25-98.] Where a lawful STRUCTURE exists at the effective
date of adoption or amendment of this Chapter that could not be built under the terms of
this Chapter by reason of restrictions on area, LOT COVERAGE, HEIGHT or yards, its
location on the LOT or other requirements concerning the STRUCTURE may be
continued so long as it remains otherwise lawful, subject to the following:

A. Except as provided for in 170-40.A and 170-41.D, no such nonconforming
STRUCTURE may be enlarged or ALTERed in a way which increases its
nonconformity, but any STRUCTURE or portion thereof may be ALTERed to decrease
its nonconformity.

ko k ok

Variance Criteria

To be eligible for a variance, the proposed use must meet all five of the conditions in RSA
674:33:

(D The variance will not be contrary to the public interest;

! These dimensions were measured with a scale, and are approximate only, as the distances were not surveyed.
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2) The spirit of the ordinance is observed,

3) Substantial justice is done;

@) The values of surrounding properties are not diminished; and

(5) Literal enforcement of the provisions of the ordinance would result in an
unnecessary hardship.

(A)  For purposes of this subparagraph, “unnecessary hardship” means
that, owing to special conditions of the property that distinguish it
from other properties in the area:

(i) No fair and substantial relationship exists between the
general public purposes of the ordinance provision and the
specific application of that provision to the property; and

(ii) The proposed use is a reasonable one.

(B)  If the criteria in subparagraph (A) are not established, an
unnecessary hardship will be deemed to exist if, and only if, owing
to special conditions of the property that distinguish it from other
properties in the area, the property cannot be reasonably used in
strict conformance with the ordinance, and a variance is therefore
necessary to enable a reasonable use of it.

1) The variances will not be contrary to the public interest:

When considering the first two criteria of the variance standard, the courts have
suggested that the criteria are interdependent and should be construed together. See Chester Rod
and Gun Club, Inc. v. Town of Chester, 152 N.H. 577, 580 (2005). Guided by the New
Hampshire Supreme Court’s decision in Chester, the Board should consider whether the
requested variance would “unduly and to a marked degree” conflict with the basic premises of
the zoning ordinance, or alter the essential character of the locality, or threaten the public health,
safety, or welfare. Id. at 581. The plans proposed by the application do not conflict with the
basic premises of the zoning ordinance, alter the essential character of the locality or threaten the
public health, safety or welfare.

The subject lot has a long history of being zoned as part of the I-2 district, and many
parcels near to or abutting it are still in the I-2 zone. It was within the I-2 district until about
2003, when the area was rezoned to [-4 because many of the lots in the area are large enough to
easily fit within the requirements of the I-4 zone and the City wanted to encourage -4
permissible uses on those larger lots. The area across Littleworth Road from the subject property
is still within the I-2 Zone to this day. On March 8, 2017, Dover’s City Council re-zoned over
106 acres of land just further west along Littleworth Road (Tax Map G, Lots 19-B, 29, 29-A, 29-
B, 29-C and 30B) from R-20 and I-4 to the I-2 Zone (See Exhibit B). However, the subject lot is
caught within a little cluster of smaller non-conforming lots which remain within the I-4 district.
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While the construction of the Additions and Office Building on the subject lot as
proposed would require building within the setbacks of the I-4 zoned property, the proposed
construction would comply with the requirements of the I-2 zone. The I-4 zone requires that the
setbacks on all sides of the buildings on the lot be 75 feet, unless the building is an accessory
building, and then the setbacks permitted are 10 feet on the side and rear of the building.
However, in the I-2 zone, the setbacks for both primary structures and accessory structures are
35 feet on the front and abutting a street, but only 10 feet on the side and rear.

Because, the proposed construction of the Additions and the Office Building are within
the required 75 foot side setbacks of the I-4 district, a variance is needed to permit this
encroachment into the setbacks. Importantly, however, the buildings are all outside of the 10
foot side setbacks that would be required in the I-2 zone, or for an accessory structure within the
I-4 zone. Moreover, although the southeastern side of the proposed Office Building would be
only just over 21 feet from the side of the subject lot, the abutting lot (29 % Littleworth Road
(Tax Map G/6-C)) is shaped in such a way that a private drive (marked on Exhibit A as to L&P
Aluminum Holdings, LLC) of just over 58 feet in width feet abuts the subject parcel, which
would ensure that the side of the Office Building would be at least 79 feet from the boundary of
the next abutting parcel with a structure on it, and 118 feet and 167 feet from two of the principal
buildings on that lot (29 Littleworth Road (Tax Map G/6) (See Exhibit A and Exhibit D (Tax
Map excerpt showing approximate distance measurements). This placement of the Office
Building allows for plenty of space between buildings, and while not in strict conformity with
the zoning ordinance, honors the basic premises of the zoning ordinance, does not alter the
essential character of the locality or threaten the public health, safety or welfare.

Similarly, although the northern side of the proposed Additions would range from just
over 17 feet from the lot line to over 42 feet from the lot line, which is within the 75 foot I-4
setback, the shape of the next abutting lot at 37 Littleworth Road (Tax Map G/28-1-D) ensures
that there is a strip of land with no structures on it between the subject lot and the next abutting
parcel with a structure on it. Also, there would be approximately 79 feet from the Additions to
the edge of the building located at 35 Littleworth Road, and the next closest buildings to the
north (at 39 and 37 Littleworth Road (Tax Map G/28-1C and G/28-1D respectively), are
approximately 191 feet and 124 feet from the boundary line of the subject parcel. Therefore, the
proposed Additions’ encroachment into the setback, while not in strict conformity with the
zoning ordinance, honors the basic premises of the zoning ordinance, does not alter the essential
character of the locality or threaten the public health, safety or welfare.

Along these lines, and while it might be difficult to say which of these buildings would
be an “accessory” to the other, the I-4 district contemplates the existence of structures only 10
feet from the side and rear property lines, in that the Table of Uses authorizes accessory
structures within 10 feet of the side and rear property lines within this zone. Therefore,
construction of these structures at least 10 feet (or more) from the side property boundaries does
not conflict with the basic premises of the zoning ordinance or alter the essential character of the
locality.
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With regard to the variance that is needed for the Additions’ expansion of the existing
nonconforming structure, although the Additions do render the existing structure less conforming
than previously, as explained above, the proposed construction does not conflict with the basic
premises of the zoning ordinance, does not alter the essential character of the locality or threaten
the public health, safety or welfare.

2. The spirit of the ordinance is observed:

Along the lines of the first criteria, the second criteria asks the Board to determine
whether the requested variance complies with the spirit of the ordinance. In addition to the
reasons above, the Zoning Ordinance was “designed to promote the health, safety, and the
general welfare of Dover's residents...to encourage the maintenance of Dover’s economic and
aesthetic quality of life; and to encourage the most appropriate use of land throughout the City of
Dover.” (See Zoning Ordinance at 170-3).

Both the request for the variance from the setback requirements and the request for the
variance to permit the expansion of an existing non-conforming structure which increases its
non-conformity meet this criteria. Dover’s economy is enhanced by allowing businesses within
its borders to succeed. The Applicant’s proposal for construction on this lot would facilitate the
success of Moores Crane Rental Corp., a Dover business of long standing, by providing it a way
to shelter its valuable equipment from the elements, prolonging its useful life. Current outside
storage of cranes and trucks is particularly problematic in the winter when snow and ice need to
be removed and longer engine warm-up time is needed for these vehicles parked outside.
Having the office use separate from the garage use is reasonable given the larger space and
heating/cooling needs of crane storage and repair versus office use. Also, by having the cranes
under cover, the attractiveness of the lot is increased, as the equipment would not be visible to
passersby, and there is significantly less risk that the equipment might constitute an inducement
to children or young adults to play on the cranes and equipment, risking injury. Finally, the
proposed pre-engineered metal structures, and the use of the lot as the site of a crane rental
company, fit in with the aesthetic qualities of that area of Littleworth Road and are an
appropriate use of land in the City of Dover.

3. Substantial justice is done:

This criteria requires the Board to consider the facts of each case before it to determine
whether justice would be served by granting the variance. One way to consider whether
“justice” would be done is to determine whether there is any gain to the public that is greater
than the loss suffered by the individual if the variance is not granted. See Farrar v. City of
Keene, 158 N.H. 684, 692 (2009). If the Board imagined a scale, it could weigh the loss suffered
by the Moores, if they could not build the proposed Additions and Office Building, against the
public benefit gained by enforcing the ordinance expressly as written.
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Even considering the encroachment into the setbacks as described above, and the increase
in non-conformity of the existing structure as encroaching further into the side setbacks than it
does at present, it is difficult to think of any loss suffered by the public by permitting the
proposed construction. Had the pre-existing I-2 zoning not been changed in 2003 (to attract
targeted development on existing larger parcels to the rear of the Moores’ lot) the construction
proposed here would have occurred as a matter of right. The encroachment into the setbacks is
in conformity with the setbacks permitted in the I-2 zone across the street from the subject
property and in the nearby newly re-zoned I-2 properties.

In fact, the public would gain by permitting the proposed construction, as the equipment
currently stored outside on the site would be under cover, rather than in the open and visible to
all who pass by, which is less in line with the spirit of the ordinance than having it outside.
Finally, even the I-4 zoning contemplates the possibility of structures closer to the side boundary
lines of the property, as it permits construction of accessory structures up to 10 feet away from
the side setbacks. For all these reasons, there is no loss to the public by permitting the proposed
construction.

Conversely, if the Moores were not permitted to construct the Office Building and
Additions as proposed, they would be prevented from using their property in a reasonable
manner that would be permitted and fully compliant if the property had not been re-zoned I-4.
These factors all weigh more in favor a greater loss to the Moores if they are not permitted to
construct the Addition and Office Building as proposed, rather than a finding of any loss to the
public if the ordinance was not strictly enforced in these circumstances.

4. The values of surrounding properties are not diminished:

There is no diminution in value to the surrounding properties if the construction as
proposed is allowed within the side setbacks and to further expand the non-conformity of a non-
conforming structure. As noted previously, when completed, the proposed buildings will be
appropriately distant from any other buildings in the vicinity due to the shape and layout of
surrounding lots. In addition, arguably the value of surrounding lots could be increased if the
equipment and other storage was within structures and hidden from view, rather than visible to
passersby.

5. Literal enforcement of the provisions of the ordinance would result in an unnecessary
hardship:

Special conditions of the property that distinguish it from other properties in the area:

As noted above, the lot was previously zoned I-2 before being re-zoned I-4, although the
area across the street was left I-2 and nearby parcels were recently re-zoned back to I-2. This lot
is a relatively small one, and the 75 foot setbacks required on all sides of a structure in the -4
zone create a very small buildable envelope on the property, which ranges in width from just
over 129 feet to just over 319 feet. Although the property is 400 feet from Littleworth Road to
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the rear lot line, when combined with the relatively narrow property dimensions, its “L” shape,
and the required 75 foot setbacks, it is hard to site any building on the property in compliance
with the setbacks. The other properties in the area are either larger or have a more regular shape
which makes these setbacks more reasonable. Therefore, this lot is unique when taking its size,
shape and the requirements of the zone into consideration.

No fair and substantial relationship exists between the general public purposes of the
requirement for a 75 foot setback firom the side setbacks, or prohibiting the expansion of
an existing non-conforming structure that would increase its non-conformity, and the
specific application of those provisions to the property:

Setbacks are generally required in order to allow for space around buildings and to
prevent buildings from being too close to the road or other buildings, all of which overall tend to
lessen the density of structures in an area, allow for site lines at the street, and similar outcomes.
Rules which prevent expansion of a non-conforming structure which increase its non-conformity
serve two purposes. One is to work toward overall conformity with existing zoning rules. The
other (in terms of setbacks) is to prevent expansion of a structure in such a way that the desired
outcomes of having setbacks are not thwarted. In this case, both the original structure to which
the Additions will be added and the Office Building are at least 75 feet from the street,
complying with the street setback rules. In addition, as explained above, given the layout of this
lot and the abutting lots, as a practical matter, there is sufficient space between the existing
buildings and proposed construction so as to achieve the goals of the setbacks although the
Additions and Office Building would encroach into the actual setbacks required in the zone. The
Additions’ increased encroachment of the existing non-conforming structure into side setback
near 37 Littleworth Road is toward an area which does not contain a building, and the
construction of the Additions would not decrease the distance in the side setback between the
Additions and the buildings on 35 Littleworth Road, where there is less space between the
structures.

Because the proposed construction encroachments into the setback area do not defeat the
purposes of the setback requirements or the reasons to forbid expansion of an existing non-
conforming structure which increases its non-conformity, there is no fair and substantial
relationship between the general public purposes of these provisions of the Zoning Ordinance
and the specific application of those provisions to the property.

The proposed use is a reasonable one:

This lot was rezoned into the 1-4 zone in 2003 along with a number of other lots in the
area, although the area across the street was left as I-2 and other areas near this lot have recently
been re-zoned back to I-2. The proposed construction of the Additions and the Office Building
would comply with all setback and other requirements if the lot had remained in the I-2 zone, as
the side setback requirements in that zone are only 10 feet, rather than the 75 feet required in the
[-4 district. Therefore, the proposed use of the property is a reasonable one.



Chris Prior, Chairman
Zoning Board of Adjustment
June 29, 2017

Page 9

Moreover, the zoning of the I-4 district contemplates construction up to 10 feet from the
side and rear setbacks, as accessory structures in that district are permitted to have side and rear
setbacks of 10 feet, rather than the 75 feet otherwise required. Therefore, the proposed
construction and use of the property is reasonable, given the proximity of this lot to other lots
actually zoned [-2 and the features of this lot.

For all these reasons, the Moores respectfully request that the Board grant the requested
variances, first from the setbacks to permit the current proposal as it encroaches into the setbacks
and to permit any future construction to be in compliance with the setbacks applicable to the I-2
district, and second, to allow expansion of an existing non-conforming structure in a way that
increases its non-conformance. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Abigail Sykas Karoutas

cc: Hadley and Shane Moores

HARE & BUS\Moores Crane Rental Corp\Real Estate\Letter to accompany ZBA Application (final).docx



SNILTNSNOD _—_ANINNYId = ONASASNS 199 # 5T1 AIWIR N NADY /iy SHOKIANNS GNY? ¥04 RUNSNION 20 AN - e STINNGS Guodavails - ‘qua's
180-Z%2 (£08) OZBEO HN ‘HZA0G O oo e D e e TIOHNYR Nivid - @ o S
13RS LNNISIHD #Z ~ 189 =o@ O'g { 81909 vSH ) 'NNOHS ANHNS 404 SININGMNOIY NOISO3Ud ANVININ 3HL SOI30X3 I s — e 553 ¥ SV = oy 990 speeq jo AnsiBay soy
UY_SAYA M3N ON LYHL GNY QIHSTIEVISI AQYINTY SAVM ¥0 SI33IN AINNNS AIVS 3G ONY IDGTWMONA AR 40 1334 RVNOS - 45
VN ozwo mbE.m.._om_.Mm.H%uﬂoh w__um.—:n qum w.m_._.aupmwﬂ(o%wzvm:mmv:su wwum ML OL 'AYHL nz<o zomsﬁuﬁ Sux_am>um> ﬁ!gmz..n ﬁﬁ TIVMINOIS - cucemmorreron. S29vd @ H008T =4 3dAL ON 103r0ud
. SIS 2N A8 'NOIYLS TYI0L ¥ HIM d3mosea — = 5 :
our ‘seymiooss NOISIAIGERS ¥ 10N S1 1¥1d ABNMAS SML 1VHI AdL¥ZD 1, ALY NY NO G3SVE St NYId SIHL LVHL AJUN3D AGN3H I, 34d VLI CEVORRRD - oM 6o-8s | zo-2i GNOO 1503 8881-ZL
A rw S3UMNLA GYIHYIA0 ~ KO — - - — SNOISIAFY
anin 304 AN - dn -o- W3] A8 NOIL 30530 3iva] oN
roumouds A v amengs SR IR - Bl
B (Pu)go (5) axD .%.S%u 0oy vns ~ Pw)u
I Q0 NOW — (309) 11
TaNIsS I -
~ ‘ \..\_.W
- > - T T T T e — — - - ——— — — |
FYHSANVH M3N Jo 3LVIS 83 » 3 _
QNO4JVNLS JO ALNNOD um N [(77] om ‘somaon muenmv o7 1 3ama 35 . “
]
Y3A0Q Jo ALID —_ Mo e e SO —_——— e — A \ [
QVON HLNOMTILLM £ . LS N Ve oS > NS S~ L AN _
d9 ‘ON 107 ‘D dVi¥ XYL B F_ﬁ‘. a0 —— ,/ e ~ =3 NI v s l— —= _— T
g g —— ——_— 2 @~ e~
S3UOOW 'V 3INVHS ® 'S ATIQVH S il 340H 92 N N \/0000F  A,BS 62,558\ S T ~ S 2o B )
404 @EVdIRNd R e asOeS e = == ey -~ —= ——2— X (Guan =
NV1d SNOILIGNOD ONLLSIX3 (PUaHN Bunsixg ot a_»,.aaPHHHHHLHMM.\M.HHHHHW.IWWWWWHIHIHIWWWH&HHHHHHnnmwﬂehubu“nllﬂllﬂllmlll.ﬂ(\ P i =
NINEEEEEss s T e e e T T e T e e e T T Ty T T T T ’ 1) - n
R B e e oS SSaaddes========z e . M 3
ov.x W.Illulhlﬂr-l\_\.l L ._IL.nntJ..i..l.-l e i S vE08L 1 mu__u\ —' o»onnao\._hu—
; / XL *AINNDPR
; TIYA AWNATT L r \ —._._ SZ5E *08 ‘0'd
] \ - oy hunnrd N NI OAd | § |- = 1 SHGTIONNDD 1d 0/3
d anu Kol ~~7 N ig _ M 0N ‘SONUYIE
3 ~ BT \
T 40 Y3V IUYPXOHdAY e N B _m _ E
€9 R...:c.lu_m> " Qg u::m._mJ A ” = o
'SO0Z ST ¥3E0LI0 QILYA ‘p9) 29vd 'BEZC INMIOA GUDS ~ 3 3 | Bunsixg 1esey ”. MM a
QION0OTY AINUIN 107 50 3MUON IS ‘09/9 TRIMvd INO [Ny K
OLNI G2O¥3N M 09/9 ¥ v9/9 ST308vd XYL M3A0Q 40 AL (B ; i) w I._
341 30vd ‘2058 50 Rp.:o:gm__w_t T Y — s [ - 23yj) 104 saveds Bupped | - m\
3NMOA ‘GUIS N (3ERISI] SY TUHSANYH M3N 20 J1VLS WL sifems JO pu3) 2: ' ! Mg E\\;.T y H
OL GAUNYVED LNIMESYS 0vMVEQ ¥ QL LO3ENS S Todvd L (L __ i \::: i J T - — _ N
“Bodyd r It J S TTm=T /\__ 3
LOFENS 3HL 04 CIRIOAIY MG SVH NOLVINTIG ONVLLIM ON (9 ' N __ & " A 2y 062 | by _ _
f 2 —
1004 | 51 TYAMILN) ¥IOLNOD '6281 CAON SI NAUYQ i i 5 1 _ TN TAIEVE TRV IR TN 14 p
TVOUMIA “PRLSAS GIMD d3N0C 0 ALK SI SONRV3E 40 SISVE (S | Iy S | —
. i 3 | | Burung 40 pug E 2
"S0GZ ‘4L AVW 34YQ 3A103443 ‘QOICOOLIOEE \ o i | | ut s100() peayang anoseg Supsirg & O
UIBRIN dYR ‘G X14INS OIS0 1INV 'SPIOEC M3EANN ALINNANOD \ Hh | | posodolgfa @q ) ——
d¥A AUYH JONVANSHI 000 NO NMOHS SV V3NV GHYZVH \ [ L e P V
0007 VR3S ¥ NHLM GALYOOT LON S| TNV 1J308nS 3HL (¥ N 1 1 - \ - :
N 1 CES il o - 3 N~ o 0 G
130y = LHoGH DA XVN B N It 7 3 P - —
inisz = ONDRIVA LN iy ® § oy @ ®
1323 62 = (mou) 2055 ONY Xove (N N : ) g T ST
muu m» - 301S aNY xova / // /_ . v/ 3 = 3 2 ‘
- N0 S
EININGHINDIY YOVALIS ONITING \ - N ), \\.Lﬁu._ praid aes Bunsixg o1 addIETeeN |~
1334 0oy = 39VINGNI NOMINIY \ Y] N ! N Buyisixg ol yoeg Jndes i)
WE = 3215 101 NN 1 3 8 § 7 2~ yue | andeg Buiisixg aieaoiay|
(=0 D40 @ ATBMISSY :LOMLSIO ONINOZ (T \ M L¥OEr a3y | NN - PR = _
) \ 3 N 1001 ysrarg | \ ik Thes)w =
YIBMNN T304V OGNV oYM XVl SILONIG ~ aw/a} (z \ 8 N I Y o
_ m N i s z ) J (Puyao
BLS 39Vd 161 IMTIOA ‘GHIS ' Supsry | 8
699E0 RAHSINVH MIN "CNOSSNITION W i d
3Hv) 39v1100 » [ \
S < % _ , 5 ) 5 / :
. . v UsuiBAE )| 8 7] 989 / 6@st g
qy003Y 40 SHINMO (1 e M : posodange” VN g 3 84850 HN 'HLYOMSHINOS 8
TEELON v % —— N ® 1334 HOIH LS3M P81 s
v 3 S SONHOLNH "3 SITIM
A S A
vl 2 ¢ [eore] ‘
68 / i€98 AR} 4 X
zoLze Wy ‘3T 1 2
_60F %08 3 ! H _
0T ‘SONITIOH M - X ._ wawNueqw3 10|
£ M| uvomod weiey o)
E M\: syo19 m:.:_u_wm_ — ‘ /
1 L6 / 195¢%
1)l 2122000 1522024 (Pus)aHHN | 0Ze%0 UK |
ZY0CL ‘(100)222-X~¥8 ity 3ARIQ RV OM S91
"M3A00 40 NYd “ININLHYAIQ AYMHOIH MHSAMYH M3N ('S SIULMIAOU MV
et NN e el LTy e TYIRISNAN) / HLYOMTULN
9I-SE NY1d "GU'DS (I0N003Y H | N T s 277 AR
'ONITINDNI ¥ ONUIAUNS A3 ‘AE ‘886 ‘T M38QLOC ‘TALYQ T N S A, sl I E
001 = L FIVIS "H'N ‘Y3A0Q ‘GYOH HLHGMTLLLMT ‘INNOH M 1 - -
SINVF 504 NVISSONO 3J0TINIA 40 ONV ‘NOISWIOENS (3SOdO¥d (+ f 5D iy &
: " R . S
'S8~¥LNVId ‘0WI'S (EQN0IIN '£00Z 'IE MIH0LD0 ‘QAULYQ ! : > = — Jw..w_.\h
409 = .1 TIVOS IYHSIAYH MIN "M3A0Q 'QYON HLMOMTILLN - il -
"IN ‘ALBJO¥d LNFAISIANT LHVIHNON Nvid NOISWaERS ('€ T~ -
"G3GH0I3Y 10N 'NOILVHOJNO) OMMIINONI HOZLIML ‘A8 ‘661 .
‘T LSNONY QALVA 0E = i TTIVOS SUIHSINVH MIN M3A0Q ‘QYOM
HLEOMTULLN ‘SHID0N 'Y AVHAL ¥ 'S SVION0O ‘NvId ANVONNOS (2
YE-Z NVId 0'D'S Q3040034 ONI ‘SALYIDOSSY SNIVId
AVMYON ‘AB ‘2661 3NAM :0ILVQ 001 = b ‘TS UNINGOTAZA
180 0L ANVANGD JMIOTTI TVUANED “H'N ‘¥A0Q ‘NVT 40 Nvid (1
.’5\3 SiAva, 5 ¢
avo U AHJNNG "8 TEYHOIN

W A A\ xd



EXHiR\7T 8

June 29, 2017

City of Dover, NH
® . : ! e A "] 8 Qfq == F
:[““"E T me AT ey o lg_:\ * o PLB = _‘_,Q%.-; 8 r;e
. Totend Rt Tolend Ry o W ¢
.~ SR, e B a T 3%
» . ® - &% " st LY trh 'c""’ﬂnu % % & o =J »
3
, < e e ‘.
:algto‘:lo 1T & %’; o% &v Q § J
) 2 4 g =
. >3 % B .
o » -
Y Et.,.
.
A = " é’ £
2 7 %
g %,
o, & I 4 i
5, > @ )
45. t g e 8 LY q‘fﬂ
¥ 3 9 - w5
3, » ¢ 3 &
e * # ' - - L )
= “ ) 3 w (‘gcwom\na e @ B D
' S r.'?‘“ - = - F: E[; ] %‘t =
b E = W& N %,
g - S = . K i S 2,
"r,/m‘ 7 5 "= u\\“‘”‘oﬂ““ 0: o </6‘bf¢) ~ f% 1
r “thpy P O Q‘r"'q ¢ PR " {fe
d b o\ "G’
; = 7 ; et b ® % N
0 C’o é; ® e Mo o P &,
I 5 o RO X3 <
(ORI - SN LTS
o w _ e B @ t LY
& i = a e an
£ ® * e
N ° &, ] 4
X o ke, "
- " /fq‘“b’? & ° ]
to ® (? h"(/ b3 [ 0085,
Fl! bl
¢ L) o Mg 4%
. . Py @ - @ "’S'ogl
. ]
. [ Q
. 1" = 1010 ft
Go gle * 1k %4l
Property Information
Pl;'oporty G0006-D00000
|
Location 33 LUTTLEWORTH RD
Owner MOORES HADLEY S &
MAP FOR REFERENCE ONLY
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validity or accuracy of the GIS data presented on
this map.
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Meeting Type:

Meeting Date:

CiTy oF DOVER Meeting Time:

Meeting Location:

Z.ONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT — STAFF MEMO

Regular Meeting

McConnell Center Room 306 — 61 Locust St. Dover, NH 03820
Thursday, August 17, 2017

7:00 pm

INTENT: The Applicant requests a
variance to permit a new freestanding sign
(to replace an existing freestanding sign in
another location) where freestanding signs
are not permitted.

UNITS PROPOSED: None
AGENDA ITEM #: 3-C

ZONING DISTRICT: Central Business
District — General Sub-District

FILE: Z17-18

APPLICANT/OWNER: St. Mary
Academy

LOCATION: 222 Central Avenue (Tax
Map 9, Lot 98)

ACREAGE: 0.98 acre (42,689 square feet)

EXISTING LAND USE: Educational
Institution

PROPOSED LAND USE: Same

SURROUNDING LAND USE: Church,
Single-family, two-family, and three-to-
four-family dwellings, offices, vehicle
refueling/recharging station

PREVIOUS ZBA ACTION:
H89-62/65, variance granted to permit
expansion of non-conforming use and a
zero-foot rear setback where 12 feet was
required

PLANNING BOARD APPROVAL
REQUIRED: No

ATTACHMENTS: Application, tax map

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff

supports granting the variance.

SUMMARY OF APPEAL AND BACKGROUND

The property is located at 222 Central Avenue, bounded by Central
Avenue, Angle Street, Church Street, and Academy Street, and is home
to St. Mary Academy.

There is currently a freestanding sign at the front building entrance (on
Central Avenue), which appears to predate Planning Department sign
permit records. Replacing the sign is an Eagle Scout project proposed by
Connor Wade. Per Section 170-32.N(3),
“Non-conforming FREESTANDING SIGNs and
PROJECTING SIGNs may be replaced upon approval of a
SIGN permit application, provided that the support
STRUCTURE of the SIGN remains in place and the dimensions
of the SIGN are the same or smaller. If any other nonconforming
SIGN is replaced, it shall be replaced in total with a SIGN that is
in conformance with the provisions of this Section.”
Mr. Wade proposes replacing the sign in total, as the existing supports are
failing and the location is not ideal. However, the Central Business
District — General Sub-District prohibits freestanding signs.

REASON FOR STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The main reason for prohibiting freestanding signs in the Central
Business District (in four of its five sub-districts) is because the
dimensional regulations require buildings to be located very close to, if
not on, the front property line. In this scenario there is no space for an
effective freestanding sign, and projecting signs and wall signs are
preferred at the pedestrian scale. In several cases, existing buildings that
are setback farther from the street than today’s zoning would allow have
sought relief to permit freestanding signs. Staff is considering an
amendment to make an exception for existing buildings that are set back.

The subject property is located at a transitional area close to the
Downtown Gateway Sub-District (where limited freestanding signage is
permitted) and where the downtown pedestrian nature changes to a
more automobile-focused way in and out of downtown.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the Board hold a public hearing and make findings as
to whether each of the five variance criteria are met. If the Board finds
that all five criteria are satisfied, the Board should approve the request.
Staff supports the request.

S:\Department\Planning\Planning_Share\Zoning Administration\ZBA\2017 ZBA\2017.08.17\3 - Staff Memos\Z17-18 Staff Memo.docx
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Location 222 CENTRAL AV
Owner ST MARY'S SCHOOL

MAP FOR REFERENCE ONLY
NOT A LEGAL DOCUMENT

City of Dover, NH makes no claims and no
warranties, expressed or implied, concerning the

validity or accuracy of the GIS data presented on
this map.

Parcels updated 6/13/2017
Properties updated 08/09/2017




City of Dover, New Hampshire
ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT APPLICATION

[Revised April 7, 2017]
RECEVED
Office Use Only Case #: Z.\ "\ Date Received: UL-29 2017
Amount Paid:  $ Time Received:  Dover, New Hampsh

APPLICANT/PROPERTY OWNER INFORMATION
APPLICANT: S2111 Wty Arademy Phone #_(, 03-7142-329 9
Address of Applicant: _ 2 22 /) tntral’ St - D/J\M/V,‘, NH 03820

E-Mail Address: _Coror uladed ComcasT. e 5 Am%a 7 }/&Enm?zwém] s

PROPERTY OWNER (iF different from appiicanty: RC.BM (Ramas (utholis bicl: oy M Lbyorder)

Address: /53 Ach St. pigncfecter Phone #
E-Mail Address: 4@@&%7 4SS (/m,a% 2N ANELL A /pa 067
PROPERTY/PARCEL INFORMATION

Address; _ 2D /f/nf‘foj /4\/€, -DO'\/&G /1//7[ O3¥F 20

Brief Directions:

1

Zoning District: 5& ) ~( ’Z Assessor's Map # q\ Lot(s) # 0\)(/

TYPE OF APPEAL: (Please check one) V10— 32 \\\(3)

/ Variance from Section m A Bror the Zoning Ordinance
Physical Disability Variance (RSA 674:33-V) from Section of the Zoning Ordinance
Special Exception per Section of the Zoning Ordinance
Appeal of Administrative Decision regarding Section of the Zoning Ordinance
Equitable Waiver per Section of the Zoning Ordinance

DESCRIBE BRIEFLY YOUR PLANS FOR THE PROPERTY ‘ \ )
Wma PN ClEn eestand,\ng  sian _ard  fnsde e
o pew) ~ Lreestancing 39 ([ i messame boatul) Soyet
Coel” clase e rodud Mso  intludes > miner Jandscesina

= Ueh as ﬁ/@n‘hhq ‘P’dﬂﬁff amd fa%\rg dewn metjeh Fo

_%Le, Scawt pme#
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VARIANCE REQUIREMENTS

THIS SECTION TO BE COMPLETED BY VARIANCE APPLICANTS ONLY

(( 3) 4 10-33.8
A variance is requested from Sectlon(s) 10 O& the Zoning Ordinance to permit:
4 Qfeewﬁm@mq Slan n A Zopp Weve %/&s’*t‘ﬂ/nx_{fud

' 4 AA L ‘/“ "', a2 9 e L4, . NPT
g

A. Variance Requested

a (A L2 Ao I NG _ AA ] (] LD IS oY 2V e [
bhatd ' gasts W] Lne, o JCee Pt matzrial and The
<tan LIl pe. eyl Seve(g ‘ec]” closesr Yo 2n Her

i

B. The Five Variance Criteria (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 interest because:

We_ _afe  (emavah ) ' )

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

I+"f< % AN .
Vovel, arnd  Lach I s wwm’! umlcm)')‘mq
Sclion] and JHe QZMJ .auélpc,

3. Granting the variance would do substantial justice because:

-

. A “4 /4 &) s A o’
T aldSo wWewdd " do” dhe pudlic pa govd L any
£/ \s . L
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4. The value of surrounding property will not be diminished because:

\ }_r—)wll/v M_‘thg?_&LU_LLa&mﬂ_eA

e
NOTE: please complete EITHER paragraph 5A OR paragraph 5B. Staff recommends that you

complete paragraph 5B 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:

and

(i) 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:

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

OR
5B.  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:

Swtn

Page 5 of 9



SIGNATURE PAGE

THIS SECTION OF THE APPLICATION 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 pages of this Application form.

Wi et ~

Va’{‘(// QAN G—
IMPORTANT Signature oféxpplicant*

PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION SIGN

MUST BE POSTED ON THE PROPERTY - Agapt N \,//94[(/&1/, V% .

FOR THE 5 DAYS PRIOR TO HEARING. Signature(/of Owner*
FAILURE TO POST MAY RESULT IN
APPLICATION NOT BEING ACCEPTED. *Both Signatures Required

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 all reasonable
care, courtesy, and diligence when on the property.

Signature of Property Owner: %V @QM/VZQ%% Date: _() 7// s // 2

Page 9 of 9
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St. Mary Academy
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Property Information
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Owner ST MARY'S SCHOOL
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Z.ONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT — STAFF MEMO

Meeting Type: Regular Meeting
Meeting Location: McConnell Center Room 306 — 61 Locust St. Dover, NH 03820
Meeting Date: Thursday, August 17, 2017

CITY OF DOVER Meeting Time: 7:00 pm

INTENT: The Applicant requests a
special exception to permit a 24-unit
congregate care facility.

UNITS PROPOSED: 24
AGENDA ITEM #: 3-D

ZONING DISTRICT: Rural Residential
(R-40) Zoning District

FILE: Z17-19

APPLICANT/OWNER: Community
Action Partnership/Strafford County

LOCATION: 262 County Farm Road (Tax
Map C, Lot 4)

ACREAGE: 26 acres (1,132,560 square
feet)

EXISTING LAND USE: Congregate
care facility, nursing home, child care
facility, Department of Corrections,
Cochecho Valley Humane Society

PROPOSED LAND USE: Same, with
additional 24-unit congregate care facility

SURROUNDING LAND USE: Other
County Complex uses, single-family
dwellings

PREVIOUS ZBA ACTION:
7202-07, special exception granted to
permit 26-unit congregate care facility

PLANNING BOARD APPROVAL
REQUIRED: Yes

ATTACHMENTS: Application, plans

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff
supports granting the special exception.

SUMMARY OF APPEAL AND BACKGROUND

The property is part of the Strafford County Complex at the intersection
of County Farm Road and County Farm Cross Road. The proposed
facility will be adjacent to and slightly behind the existing congregate care
facility, “Covered Bridge Manor,” for which the Board granted a special
exception in 2002.

The proposed congregate care facility will contain 24 units. Planning
Board site plan approval will be required.

REASON FOR STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The proposed project appears to meet the criteria for a special exception
for a congregate care facility use. The number of units (24) is less than
the number permitted (37) by the available land area in an area of the R-
40 served by public water and sewer. The parking and service areas will
be suitably screened from residential uses. Staff opinion is that the
general requirements for a special exception are also met by this
proposal.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the Board hold a public hearing and determine
whether each of the special exception criteria are met. If the Board finds
that all five criteria are satisfied, the Board should approve the request.
Staff supports the request.

S:\Department\Planning\Planning_Share\Zoning Administration\ZBA\2017 ZBA\2017.08.17\3 - Staff Memos\Z17-19 Staff Memo.docx
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City of Dover, New Hampshire

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

Office Use Only Case #: 2 VI - l l Date Received: Pl RE(.:ENEDGH.CG
Amount Paid: $ Time Received: JUl 2 6-2017
Dover, New Hampshire

APPLICANT/PROPERTY OWNER INFORMATION
APPLICANT: Community Action Partnership of Strafford County ppqne 4 (603) 435-2500

Address of Applicant: 642 Central Avenue, P.O. Box 160, Dover, NH, 03821-0160

E-Mail Address: Betsey Andrews Parker, bandrewsparker@straffordcap.org

PROPERTY OWNER (i different from applicant): S0unty of Strafford, New Hampshire
Address: 259 County Farm Road, Suite 204, Dover, NH, 03820 ppqne # (603) 516-6000

E-Mail Address: Raymond F. Bower, rbower@co.strafford.nh.us

PROPERTY/PARCEL INFORMATION
Address: 262 County Farm Road, Dover, NH, 03820

Brief Directions:

Zoning District: R-40 Assessor's Map # C-4-0-0 Lot(s) #

TYPE OF APPEAL: (Please check one)

__ \Variance from Section of the Zoning Ordinance
____ Physical Disability Variance (RSA 674:33-V) from Section of the Zoning Ordinance
L Special Exception per Section of the Zoning Ordinance

__Appeal of Administrative Decision regarding Section of the Zoning Ordinance

Equitable Waiver per Section of the Zoning Ordinance

DESCRIBE BRIEFLY YOUR PLANS FOR THE PROPERTY:

Community Action Partnership of Strafford County plans to construct a building containing 24 one and two bedroom
units for low-income persons over age 62, with a focus on veterans.

Page 1 of 8



SPECIAL EXCEPTION REQUIREMENTS

THIS SECTION TO BE COMPLETED BY SPECIAL EXCEPTION APPLICANTS ONLY

A. General Special Exception Requirements (as set forth in §170-52.C.3 of the Zoning Ordinance)

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

See attached

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

See attached

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.

See attached

B. Specific Special Exception Requirements (as may be set forth in the applicable Table of Use)

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

A, See attached

B.

ol o
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SIGNATURE PAGE

THIS SECTION OF THE APPLICATION 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 pages of this Application form.

e

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.

Signature of Applicant*

*Both Signatures Required

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 all reasonable
care, courtesy, and diligence when on the, property.

Signature of Property Owner: Wf, M Date: 2212 S l Z 2

Page 9 of 9



AUTHORIZATION

The undersigned,

Raymond F. Bower, on behalf of the Strafford County Board of County Commissioners,
Owner of the property known as 262 County Farm Road, (Tax Map ID C-4-0-0),

and

Betsey Andrews Parker, Chief Executive Officer of the Community Action Partnership of
Strafford County, Applicant

hereby jointly authorize Wyskiel, Boc, Tillinghast & Bolduc, P. A., specifically including, but not
limited to, Attorneys Abigail Sykas Karoutas and Christopher A. Wyskiel, to represent the
undersigned before the Zoning Board of the City of Dover with respect to the undersigneds’
Application for Special Exception regarding the above referenced property.

Dated this 25™ day of July, 2017.

Strafford County Community Action Partnership
Board of County Commissioners of Strafford County

L GA AL

Betsey Andrews Parker, CEO, Applicant




o *Christopher A Wyskiel
%) WVSklel, William E. Boc
FH **D. Lance Tillinghost
(e ikt BOC) *Michael J. Bolduc
A Thomas 6. Ferrini

o .".. Til]inghast *William R. Phipps

*Lourie Smith Young

& BO]ldUC P.A Abigail Sykas Karoutas
y I'uAXe

& Attorneys at Law * also admitted in Maine

_— **lso admitred in MA, ME & VT

July 26, 2017 RECBVED_
Planning Office
JUL 26 207
Chris Prior, Chairman Hampshire
Zoning Board of Adjustment Dover, New Famp

City of Dover
288 Central Avenue
Dover, NH 03820

RE: Special Exception Application for 262 County Farm Road/Tax Map C-4-0-0

Dear Chairman Prior & Board Members:

This firm represent Community Action Partnership of Strafford County (“CAPSC”) with
regard to its application for Special Exception to permit construction of a Congregate Care
Facility within the R-40 Zone. The land is owned by the County of Strafford, but will be
controlled by CAPSC under the terms of a long-term lease from the County. The County of
Strafford, through the Board of County Commissioners, joins in this application as a Co-
Applicant.

Please allow this letter to serve as an explanation of how this application meets the
elements necessary to be granted the requested Special Exception.

Background

CAPSC plans to construct a building containing twenty-four (24) one (1) and two (2)
bedroom units for low-income persons over age sixty-two (62). The goal is to fund the project
primarily through tax credits, by a grant application scored by the New Hampshire Housing
Finance Authority and other grant funding from the United States Department of Housing and
Urban Development. This type of funding will require that two (2) of the units in the building be
offered at market rates, but otherwise the units will be for the use of low income persons.

Each of the units will include a kitchenette, and each resident will also have access to
communal dining and cooking facilities. Amenities such as housekeeping services, rides to the
doctor, and classes on a wide variety of topics including financial fitness and personal safety
(e.g. fire, identity theft, scams, drug awareness) will be offered. To provide these services,
CAPSC staff will generally connect the residents with persons or organizations who can provide
these services directly to the residents as needed. A variety of community activities will also be

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



Chris Prior, Chairman
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offered. Except for basic medical checkups which are provided through coordination with an
outside service provider, no medical services will be available on-site.

This building will be built adjacent to a similar facility called Covered Bridge Manor,
which was also constructed on land owned by the County. Covered Bridge Manor has a
substantial waiting list of thirty (30) persons, which equates to a two (2) year duration, showing
the need for another facility of this general type. The property in question is not near any
residential uses.

Zoning Ordinance Criteria

To qualify for a Special Exception, the applicant must meet both the general criteria for a
special exception, as well as the specific criteria applicable to the proposed use.

For the purposes of Dover’s Zoning Ordinance, CAPSC’s project fits the definition of a
Congregate Care Facility as set forth in Section 170-6.B of the Zoning Ordinance:

CONGREGATE CARE FACILITIES means a residential facility for elderly
persons containing individual, one (1) and two (2) bedroom units. Each unit may
also have a kitchenette. The facility shall contain common dining facilities and
amenities such as housekeeping, transportation and organized social and
recreational activities, and may include limited medical services on site. This
facility is intended for and solely occupied by persons sixty-two (62) years of age
or older and thereby qualifies as “housing for older persons” under state law.

The general requirements for a Special Exception in Dover’s zoning ordinance are as
follows (Section 170-52.C(3)(a)-(c)) (in relevant part):

Special exceptions. ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT shall have the power
to hear and decide on application for special exceptions. In applying a special
exception, the APPLICANT need not demonstrate hardship, since the basis for the
action is of general benefit to the city as a whole. In granting a special exception,
the ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT, with due regard to the nature and
condition of all adjacent STRUCTURE:S and uses and the district within which the
same is located, shall find all of the following general conditions to be fulfilled:

(a) The requested use is essential or desirable to the public convenience or welfare.

(b) The requested use will not create undue traffic congestion, or unduly impair
pedestrian safety.

(c) The requested use will 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.
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In the R-40 district, the following additional requirements apply to Congregate Care
Facilities:
CONGREGATE CARE FACILITY [Added 09-15-93 by Ord. No. 19-93]:

CONGREGATE CARE FACILITY is allowed as a Special Exception in accordance with
the density and provisions stated below:

A. In the R-40 District in areas not serviced by City water and sewer utilities at a density
of one unit per 10,000 sq. ft. of land; in the R-40 District in areas serviced by City water
and sewer utilities at a density of one unit per 7,500 sq. ft. of land;

B. Provided that parking and service areas are screened from abutting residential uses.

Analysis of Facts Meeting Criteria

General Requirements to be Met for Special Exceptions:

(a) The requested use is essential or desirable to the public convenience or
welfare.

The 2012 Visioning Chapter of Dover’s Master Plan includes as a goal, “Facilitating a
balanced supply of safe and attractive housing for individuals and families of all incomes.”
Inclusion of this aspirational goal is a clear indication of its importance to the community.
Clearly, the public has an interest in ensuring that all persons have shelter and access to the
appropriate level and type of services to meet their needs.

There is currently insufficient affordable space providing shelter and access to supportive
services for persons over 62 years of age, with or without disabilities. As noted above, it would
take approximately two (2) years to work through the thirty (30) persons currently on the waiting
list for Covered Bridge Manor. Construction of the proposed project will make another twenty-
four (24) units available to meet the needs of the over 62 years of age population, reducing the
wait time. Making additional units with supportive services available to serve this population is
desirable to support the public welfare, and to continue to strive toward the goals of the Master
Plan.

(b) The requested use will not create undue traffic congestion, or unduly impair
pedestrian safety.

The project is sited on County Farm Road, on an approximately 151-acre parcel of land
owned by the County. This parcel is part of a network of other County owned property totaling
about 280.69 acres, of which 212.53 acres is subject to conservation easement and 68.16 acres
are not subject to the conservation easement (See Strafford County Registry of Deeds Book 2661
and Page 222 for the Conservation Easement Deed, and plans 68-5 through 68-11, which
document the various parcels subject to (and not subject to) conservation). The location is in a
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rural area, away from the crowded downtown. It is across the street from the courthouse and
near to other institutional uses such as the above noted Covered Bridge Manor, and the jail,
county nursing home, and hospice house. Even taking into consideration the employees who
would travel to and from their work at the facility, and the cars belonging to the residents of the
twenty-four (24) proposed units, a substantial increase in traffic to and around the area of the
proposed project is not anticipated.

The proposed project also calls for the resurrecting a portion of an abandoned road at the
end of the existing County Farm Road, and constructing it to City standards. See Exhibit A
(Plan). This will provide access to the proposed building without burdening existing public ways
or creating undue traffic congestion.

To service the existing uses on the property and principally the courthouse across the
street, there is a bus stop at the corner of County Farm Cross Road and County Farm Road
creating some pedestrian traffic despite the rural nature of the property. However, there is a low
incidence of vehicular traffic, and there are wide and easy site-lines in places where pedestrians
might be encountered. The limited amount of traffic to and around this facility will not
substantially change pedestrian safety, and therefore not unduly impair pedestrian safety.

(c) The requested use will 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.

The project as proposed has been designed to integrate with the public sewer and water
systems, and should not overload those systems. The project also includes a wide and deep drip
edge in order to facilitate drainage, as well as a rain garden and infiltration basin. See Exhibit B
(drainage and grading plan). It is designed to conform to City standards in this regard.

In addition, part of the project will connect the driveway of the proposed new building to
the existing driveway of Covered Bridge Manor, which will facilitate the entry and exit of
emergency and other vehicles, by permitting them to pull around and through the driveways of
both facilities, rather than having those vehicles back out of the driveway of Covered Bridge
Manor, as is currently the case. This enhances municipal access to both the proposed new
structure and the existing building, as well as to facilitate the exit of emergency vehicles from
both the facilities, thereby improving response times elsewhere in the City.

Finally, it is notable that the proposed new use is the same as, or compatible with, the
existing institutional uses on and near the property. There are no hazards to the community or
immediate area which could arise from the proposed use. The project will neither overload
existing municipal systems, nor cause any area of the City to be subjected to undue hazards.
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Specific Requirements for a Special Exception to Permit a Congregate Care Facility in the R-40
Zone:

A. In the R-40 District in areas not serviced by City water and sewer utilities at a
density of one unit per 10,000 sq. ft. of land; in the R-40 District in areas serviced by
City water and sewer utilities at a density of one unit per 7,500 sq. ft. of land

The lot known as 262 County Farm Road/Tax Map C-4-0-0 is served by City water and
sewer utilities. The proposed project has been sized appropriately to take into account density
requirements of one unit per 7,500 square feet of land, based upon land areas surveyed for the
purposes of the above referenced Conservation Easement plans and deed on record at the
Registry of Deeds (See also SCRD Plan 68-05 attached as Exhibits D-1 and D-2):

Of the approximate 151.05 acres of County-owned land making up the lot known as 262
County Farm Road, approximately 121.35 acres are subject to a conservation easement,

leaving 29.7 acres able to support construction (this space is described as “non-easement
area #3” in the Conservation Easement deed and plans). 29.7 acres times 43,560 square

feet (the number of square feet in an acre) is 1,293,732 square feet.

The ordinance requires 7,500 square feet per unit, allowing a total of 172 units on the
subject lot (1,293,732 square feet divided by 7,500 square feet is 172.49). From the 172
possible units, the existing 109 units at Riverside Rest Home and 26 units at Covered
Bridge Manor are subtracted, leaving 36 units available for use in accordance with the
density calculation (172-109-26 = 376). The proposed building will use only 24 units of
the permissible 37 units.

B. Provided that parking and service areas are screened from abutting residential
uses.

The subject lot is approximately 151 acres, of which just over 121 acres are subject to a
conservation easement. The lot is bordered on the Cocheco River on three sides, and the existing
buildings on the lot (the jail, Riverside Rest Home, Covered Bridge Manor, etc.) are generally on
the highest part of the property as it slopes away toward the outside edges of the parcel. Due to
the size of the lot, with trees and the Cocheco River serving as a boundary around most of the
parcel, there are virtually no directly abutting residential uses. Any arguably abutting residential
lots are separated from the subject property itself by the Cochecho River or screened from the
proposed development by the other existing buildings on the subject lot. The distance between
any residential lots and the proposed construction is substantial, further diminishing any potential
impact of the new construction on any residential lots. In addition, a considerable portion of the
abutting land is vacant and owned by the City of Dover, or is County-owned property across
County Farm Road, and therefore is not for residential use. See Exhibit C.

Therefore, although there is no need to specifically add screening to partition the
residential uses from the parking or service areas, it is important to note that the majority of the
parking for the facility will be located under the proposed structure in the rear of the building.
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This will further shield most of the facility’s parking from view. While deliveries will occur
through the facility’s front door, and there is some parking located in the front of the building,
there are no residential uses in the vicinity of the front of the building which would be exposed to
the view of these areas.

All of the above reasons illustrate that the proposed project satisfies the general
requirements for a Special Exception, as well as the specific requirements for a Special
Exception to construct a Congregate Care Facility within the R-40 zone. CAPSC and Strafford
County by its Board of Commissioners as landowner respectfully request that the Special
Exception be granted.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely, Since, e]y,
&) 4 (
/ : ){7 e [E S \,{s

Abigail Sykas Karoutas Christopher A. Wyskiel

cc: CAPSC
Board of Commissioners of Strafford County

H:\RE & BUS\Community Action Partnership Strafford County\Letter to Accompany Special Exception Application 7.20.17.docx
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EXHIRBIT B
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EXHIBIT D=\

DECIL PK 1235 .

iRAFFUA. CUSKLY
SELISTAT of DEEDs

D3L 195

AREA TABLE

CONSERVATION EASEMENT 233.141 SF 5.35 Ac. ————

/
#2 1,158,611 SF, / 26.60 Ac. SHEET S For Registry of Deeds Use
#3 4,334,460 SF* / 99.5 Ac —
#4 690,023 SF. / 15.88 Ac GLOBAL POSITIONING SYSTEM NOTE:
SUBTOTAL 6.4Y7,135 S.F.x / 147.32 Ac.% %m»ﬂmchﬂﬁﬂzﬁﬂﬁ:c%zﬂé:i cgsTraATaNS
‘. BASE PONT LATITUOE, LONGITUDE AND ELEVATION HAVE BEEN
SPECIAL PROWISION M 499,832 S.F. / 1147 Ac. DERIVED FROM A NGS OPUS SOLUTION REPORT.
_SONSERVATION EASCENT 42 343208 SP. /732 Ac. R T .
#3 524,835 SF. / 1205 Ac. ADNSTMENTS WADE BY TRBJBLE GEOMATICS OFFICE
4 188,145 SF. / 3.86 Ac. SOFTWARE, VER, 1.0.0.0.
»
#5 850,647 SF. / 19.53 Ac TOCATION PLAN DATE OF DBSERVATION: SEPTEMBER 26, 2002
DATE OF SOLUTION REPORT: SEPTEMBER 27, 2002
W8 452,253 S.F. / 10.38 Ac. { N scALz ) BASE POINT DESCRIPTION: OAK HUB WITH TACK W
SUBYTOTAL 2,840,718 S.F.  / 63.2) Ac. umﬂno.mnn FRAME: u&%.wmmﬁmﬂwuwmvgu 2002.0000)
TOTAL AREA SUBJECT LONGITUDE: W 070" o6° 21.21330"
TO CONSERVATION EASEMENT  9.257.853 S.F. / 212.53 Ac. DATUM CEOIDED NAVDES
NON-EASEMENT M 404723 SF / 9.29 Ac. STEVATON: oorDmaTES: 0%
#2 1,270,343 5F.  / 28.18 Ac. STATE: NEW HAMPSHIRE
#3 1,293,872 SF.  / 20.70 Ac__ \ S.P.C.E. #3 [ 2800 %) vo0
SUBTOTAL 2.968.938 5.F. / 6816 Ac. % \. EASTING: 1.178.151.74378
TOTAL LAND AREA 12,226,791 SF.x / 280.69 Ac.z
NOTES:
w0 \ 1) OWNER OF RECORD: ! b
J . ADMINISTRATION Filiadd g R A 3
G BUILDING DOVIR, WEW HAPSIRE 03820
L e —_— S.CR.O. VOL 239, PAGE 337 .
I — i S.CR.O. VOL 24, PAGE 52 M i
SHEET 3 N—E p2 ! SICRD. VOU 252, PAGE 274
P \ ) 2) [[B720]- ooNoTES TAX AP / LOT Ho.
-
P e 3.) THE INTENT OF THIS PLAN IS TO DELINEATE THE AREAS OF TME
¥, e COUNTY LANDS WHICH ARE TO BE PLACED UNDER A CONSERVATION
%) o \ EASEMENT TO BE MELD BY THE SOCIETY FOR THE PROTECTION OF
2 o g NEW HAMPSMIRE FORESTS, REFERENCE IS MADE TO THE EASEMENT
A P et co . \ DOCUMENT FOR MORE PARTICULAR RESTRICTIONS OF THE VARIOUS
C) e - UNTY FARM ROAD
3 s e 4) PORTIONS OF THE COUNTY LANDS NAY BE SUBJECT TO LEASES OR
. L RESTRICTIONS TMAT WERE NOT RESEARCHED AS PART OF THIS PLAN.
\..\ S.P.C.E. #6 5) THE COUNTY LANDS ARE SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWNG:
] LS | N e A) _THAT PORTION OF THE PROPERTY ABUTTING THE COCHECO RIVER
P , - 1S SUBJECT TO THE DAM PRIVLEGE AND FLOWAGE RICHTS OF THE
& s s o~ CITY OF DOVER KNOWN AS THE "HUSSEY ML PRIWLEGE®. SEL SCRD
4 e ] - HEE StHee BOOK 911, PAGE 112.
RIVERSIOE _ &7 > B) THAT PORTION Of THE PROPERTY ABUTTING THE COCHECO RIVER
. MAY BE SUBRCGI 10 AND AFFECTED BY TME DAM PRIVLEGE AND
REST HOME FLOWAGE RIGHTS OF THE WATSON MYDROELECTRIC ASSOCIATES AT
= THE WATSON/WALDRON DAM. SEE SCRO BOOK 1153, PACE 460,
JAIL m.wx!n PROPERTY IS SUBJECT TO A PASSWAY 1N COMMON WITH
1)}  LAND OF COCH{CO WT'G. CO. IN DOVEW, SCALE: 1° w 40" DATED: ; BY. . RFCORDLD ERS AS DESCRIBID IN SCRO BOOX 239, PAGE 337, TRACT 3.
S.CRO. PLAN 7, POCKET 8, FOLDER 5. COMPLEX 0) THERE 5 EXCEPTED FROM THE PROPERTY TWO BURIAL PLACES
2) U N 0oWA WA~ ROBIAT @ UESERV €1 AL TUSTIES o7 ME PROPLALY Of A e o e ees
BOSTON & MANE CORPORANON TO HELIN & GREGORY KOUTHI 05. SCALE: 1° g ki
5,100 DATED: OFC. 1574 Ba CORP. PLAN A 3-4-3. RECORDED SCAD. PLAN 13, Sﬁ.ﬂnn«um—.—.hnam:& DURING THIS SURVEY. THER LOCATION IS
S N- 43 BuE/n S 2000 bean B B
1) SUBDVISION OF LAND fOR CHISTIR & WOLA MLSTRDCT, DOVER. MW, SCALE: 1° = NEW ENGL. &
) .I.Mﬂ.. a»wﬂv ﬂn—mﬂ< S .-“1-‘.5 MCLNEANLY & O'NCIL SURVEY ASSOCIATES. HJM—M-W’H‘TSI 8‘402.“ ﬁ-ﬁdﬂoanﬁ HDOL. PAGE AMUP;‘ o
CORDED 5. . PLAN —_— — ——
N Gyl T — -~ T TELEPHONE & TELEGRAPH COUPANY AND PUBLIC STRVICE COMPANY
4) BUBDVMISION OF LAND FOR VIOLA k CMESTER BOLSTROGE N DOVER, WM. SCALE: 17 ~ SHEET 2 OF NEW HAMPSHIRE FOR A 20° WIDE UNDERGROUND UTIITY
50, DATED: FEBRUANY 18, 1980. REV. TO 4-4-1880; HY: BRUCE L. POMDPEX EASEMENT PER SCRO BOOK 1001, PAGE 514,
RECORDED S.CRO PLAX 200-1
6) NO LAYOUT WAS FOUND FOR COUNTY FARM ROAD OR COUNTY FARM
8 ne ~ 8TH AS! ATES, MNC. TY FARM ROAD,
B i W DL, DATED, JNE 24, 1080 REV. 10 V108 BY. TOUAS CROSS ROAD. THE RIGHTS OF WAY LIWITS WERE ASSUMED YO BE 3
F. MORAN, INC, RECORDLD S.C.RO. PLANS 37-80, 37-89, 37-129, 37-130, 37-13 SPCE ¢ umc«m_nﬂronﬂﬂa Qrﬂ»ﬁwﬁaoc“umwzmﬁ:ﬁ%gézmzq;g
4.) SUBDMVMISON OF LAND PREPARED FOR DIANE & JOHN WYLES, COUNTY FARW ROAD, ’
DOVER, NEW HAMPSMIRE. SCALE: 1° = 100" DATEQ: FEBRUARY 12, 1898; BY THIS
OFFICE. RECORDED S.CRD. PLAN 47-353.
-~
7.) PUAN OF SUBDIVISION - DIANE R. MORROW, JOWN 0. WYLES, COUNTY FARW ROAD, l...l. SHEET ' OF 7
DOVER, WEW HAMPSMIRE. SCALE: 1° = 100, DATED: NOV. 1985 REV. TO JAN. 1883 SHEET 3 ...,
BY: K.E MOORE & B.0. STAPLES. RECORDED S.CRD. PLAM 27-54. 1 - I.:I
) LOT LWE ADMUSTMENT FOR WP.L WH. 2. INC. AND GRECORIDS & MELEN o e, N\ CONSERVATION EASEMENT PLAN
ST T CTE RS R o : - oF
0.} PHASE | LOT | THRU 14 ONLY — COCHECO PINES. DOVER, N H. SCALE: 1° = 100" MLNMﬂ 4 qu>q°mo ogzj ;zcm
DATED: DIC. 1878; 8Y FREDERICK € OREW ASSOCIATES. RECOROED S.CRO. PLAN lLEGEND PREPARED FOR THE

19A-52.

SOCIETY FOR THE PROTECTION

C.E. — CONSERVATION EASEMENT

CROSS ROAD, DOVER, NH. SCALE: 1" = 100 DATED: 27 APR, 1998, REV. T0

1P.{ind) - IRON PIPE (FOUND)

B EIERS I RO R T ol B e e Ty Y HAMPSHRE CORESTS |
11) SUBOMSON OF LAND FOR GREGORIDS KOUTRELAKOS B DOVER, N M. SCALE: 1° ~ C.E. #3 \...\0/\/4\.4. + bt mln.z%na PAVEMENT COUNTY FARM ROAD ond

“um‘. oﬂ»._nw WARCH 8, 1078; BY: BRUCL L PONOPCX. RECORDID S.C.RD. PLAN \...00 ...\...\ < s mﬂﬂnox OF RIVER COUNTY FARM CROSS ROAD
12) SUBDIVISION OF LAND PREPARED FOR JAMES A, SMITM LOCATED AT COUNTY FARW ’ e OH. - DRILL HOLE

3-12-1898; BY: ATLANNIC BURVEY COUPANY. RECORDED S.CR.D. PLAN 53-20

1R {fnd) — IRON ROD (FOUND)
1R.{vst) — IRON ROD W/ PLASTC 1D. CAP (SET}
MON = MONUMENT OF UNSPECHFIED MATERIAL
+ - MORE OR LESS

DOVER, STRAFFORD COUNTY, NEW HAMPSHIRE

i
T i YR, - TYPICAL
! L O . L SF. - SOUARE FEET
I_||.*|II||I|\ o ~ Vo SCAD - STRAFFORD COUNTY REGISRTY OF DEEDS A
$ ' ., + 3 .CRD =
v __S\E—isn L] u..ﬂn “_H_aoz X M..... i \...\L«.\ﬁ. T i __ SPNMF - SOCETY FOR THE PROTECTION OF NEW MAMPSHIRE FORESTS n g cgneaney
NO. | DATE BY |onk | N M i *| HERESY CERTIFY THAT THIS PLAT 15 THE RESULY OF A MELD \,
REVISIONS i R e N o SURVEY BY THIS OFFICE WHICH HAS A MAXIMUM ERROA OF CLOSURE _ \ S urvey
02-1400 |  EASEMENT 02-14 | 32-74 . \\..00 o 4 o, I OF 1 PART N 15,000. B 1N A ssociates, inc.
PROJECT NO | TYPE ]| FIELDBOOK & PAGES H Lt o, R t "L CERTIFY THAT THIS SURVEY PLAT IS NOT A SUBDIVISION PURSUANT _
For Regintry of Daeds Use LT RN ! X3k TSt O PUBIC, OR PRVATE. STRELTS.OR WAYS ALREADY
egi N S S e 7 _
. S = - B e D THAT 1O W WAYS ARE SHOWN. { RSA 07618 ) P.0. Box 881 — 17 PORTLAND AVENUE
| el SHEET 2 DOVER, NH 03820 (603) 742~-0011
— - SURVEYING — PLANNING ~ CONSULTING

o -



EARIRIT D-2

AREA TABLE

CONSERVATION EASEMENT #1 233,141 S.F. / 5.35 Ac.
#2 1,158,611 S.F. / 26.60 Ac.
#3 4,334,460 SF.x / 99.5 Ac.x
#4 690,923 S.F. / 15.86 Ac.
SUBTOTAL 6,417,135 S.F.x / 147.32 Ac.x
SPECIAL PROVISION #1 499,632 S.F. / 11.47 Ac.
CONSERVATION EASEMENT 42 345,206 S.F. / 7.92 Ac.
#3 524,835 S.F. / 12.05 Ac.
#4 168,145 S.F. / 3.86 Ac.
#5 850,647 S.F. / 19.53 Ac.
#6 452,253 S.F. / 10.38 Ac.
SUBTOTAL 2,840,718 S.F. / 65.21 Ac.
TOTAL AREA SUBJECT
TO CONSERVATION EASEMENT 9,257,853 S.F. / 212.53 Ac.
NON—EASEMENT #1 404,723 SF. / 9.29 Ac.
#2 1,270,343 SF. / 29.16 Ac.
#3 1,293,872 SF. / 29.70 Ac.
SUBTOTAL 2,968,938 S.F. / 68.16 Ac.
/

TOTAL LAND AREA

/\\a.uo_\\iy |

12,226,791 S.F.x

280.69 Ac.x

’-

SHEET 5

C.E. #1

'OUNTY |[FARM CROSS ROAD
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