TOWN OF ALTON
ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
Public Hearing
March 6, 2014
Approved as amended 4/3/14

I CALL TO ORDER

Paul Monzione called the meeting to order at 7:02 p

. INTRODUCTION OF CODE ENFORCEMENT OFFICER AND ZONING BOARD MEMBERS
Paul Monzione, Chair, introduced himself and theniners of the Zoning Board of Adjustment:

John Dever, Code Enforcement Officer
Tim Kinnon, Member

Lou LaCourse, Member

Steve Miller, Member

Paul Larochelle, Alternate

1. APPOINTMENT OF ALTERNATE

S. Miller made a motion to appoint P. Larochelle asa member for thishearing. L. LaCour se seconded the
motion which passed with all votesin favor, none opposed, and no abstentions.

V. STATEMENT OF THE APPEAL PROCESS

The purpose of this hearing is to allow anyone eamed with an Appeal to the Board of Adjustmenpriesent
evidence for or against the Appeal. This evidemes be in the form of an opinion rather than aaldshed
fact, however, it should support the grounds whiehBoard must consider when making a determinaticme
purpose of the hearing is not to gauge the sentiofahe public or to hear personal reasons whividdals are
for or against an appeal but all facts and opinioased on reasonable assumptions will be considdrethe
case of an appeal for a variance, the Board mustrdime facts bearing upon the five criteria asfegth in the
State’s Statutes. For a special exception, thedBmaist ascertain whether each of the standardersietin the
Zoning Ordinance has been or will be met.

V. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

S. Miller made a motion to approve the agenda as presented. T. Kinnon seconded the motion which
passed with all votesin favor, none opposed, and no abstentions.

VI. NEW APPLICATIONS

Case #214-01 Variance 29 & 33 Spring Street
Robert M. and Map 34/Lot 26
Patricia M. Norton

On behalf of Patricia M. & Robert M. Norton, BryanBailey Associates, Inc and Cynthia McClellandi @mm
Mankus are requesting a Variance to Article 40@tiSe 433 D&G to create a lot without municipal ssvthat
has less than 150 feet of frontage and to creébé \hich does not contain 25% of the minimum laesof
buildable area, which is not steeper than 25%. Pptoperty is located in the Residential Rural amgiBential
Zone.
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P. Monzione read the case into the record.
The Board reviewed the application for completeness

L. LaCourse made a motion to accept the application as complete. S. Miller seconded the motion which
passed with all votes in favor, none opposed, and no abstentions. The application has been accepted as
complete.

B. Bailey, acting as agent for this application eaforward. He wanted to review how this propertyneato
exist in its present position. The property thatriBia and Robert Norton own was created in the0192The
last deed was 1987. The property was identifiebeasg 300" along Spring Street and 200’ deep. 1841B.
Bailey located the corner pins by survey. There wdsoundary line adjustment made in 2004 between th
Nortons and land of Brad and Margaret Jones tHaghénd this property. That plan was recorded énrdyistry
of deeds and the deeds were past in early 2004oiiti@al 300’ by 200’ lot was in fact only 1.3 asrtract of
land. In January of 2004 there was only one homehisrproperty. In December of 2004 the second hoamee
along with the septic system and leach field cosd. At that time the land was 300’ wide along thadway
by 200’ deep. Then a boundary line adjustment {gake in early 2004 to make the property a 2 aeet bf
land and then in the middle of 2004 a permit wasissd and a second home was placed on this propggy
come today to subdivide this property into two sefemand distinct tracts of land with two variancBs
Monzione questioned once the single lot was subdiviinto two separate lots, with regard to thethatt a
building permit was obtained and a single residdngl on that, what was the road frontage of tbatat that
time. B. Bailey explained that they are here todsuile into two lots. It has never been two lotsMdnzione
asked if there was any designation of that lot.B&iley states no. At the time Zoning allowed npldihomes
on a single lot. No past action has been outsidehatt was allowed by zoning and permits. Todaypitueess
at the bank does not allow a mortgage for two hoomea single tract of land. It needs to be sepamatperties.
Patricia and Robert Norton are brother and sistey bwn the property today as tenants in commonoiay.
S. Miller asked if each home owns 100% of each sidibey each own 50% of both sides. B. Baileyestdhat
being owners in common you could never identify chhpiece of property was owned solely by one. Yan c
state it's half mine and half yours but you candettify which half it is. They would like to setlas individual
standalone lots of record. In this zone to meettireent zoning regulations you have 150’ of roahfage per
lot and that each lot in this zone should haverg a€ land. Further conditioned by, that no portadrthe one
acre can be greater than 25% slope. In this casewarter acre on each lot has to be less thanski$é. The
unique circumstances that are out here are, thetpat measured the 300’ by 200’ lot do not meaS0i&.
They measure as shown on the submitted plan, 298.Monzione question if this was total road femd. B.
Bailey stated yes, which is identified on the desd300'. Its only 1.25" shy of being correct. Thent lot
corner pins found don’t align with the right of wakhe left front corner pin is some 10.5’ into tinght of way.
On the right hand side of the property it is .3oithe right of way. This is very common. Theradg 300" of
frontage yet we are supposed to have 300'. S. Milleestioned 10’ of the 125’ go to the center @&f tight of
way. B. Bailey states the 10’ is in the right ofyweot along the right of way. The pin is in the wgospot. In the
1920’s there was an excellent layout of SpringBSBailey tied into it to sort out the Jones laydit Monzione
asked B. Bailey if he used the pins to determirehibundary and the pins gave him the 298.71 measute B.
Bailey states correct. B. Bailey explained thatdts easier to identify the land that was compl@nhe 25%
slope by drawing hash marks on the map showingdahwpliant area. The bulk of this property is stinaigp the
hillside which is found behind most of the lots $pring St. P. Monzione asked about the hash narkbe
map and stated that most are closest to the stesctB. Bailey stated that was correct. B. Bailieyes that on
the left hand lot Lot 26-00 there is only .16 aaré$and that is less than 25% slope and on thd tag Lot 26-
01 the buildable area with less than 25% slop23sacres. P. Monzione asked what that translatesoim ot in
terms of percentage of the lot. B. Bailey statedrequired lot size is one acre. The buildable er€&% of one
acre which is .25 acre. On the right hand sidddhd is about 95% there. We are .002 of an acreoShging
compliant. And on the left hand side it's.16 andneed .25 to be compliant. So that piece is ir60% range.
P. Monzione questioned whether there was a wayidigure these lots to be more compliant. The way P
Monzione reads the Regulation is that lots creaftst March 2007, must have a minimum buildabl@anade
up of contiguous upland and slopes of no great &b or not less than 75% of minimum lot requiretran
the zone. P. Monzione interprets the rule as 25%uidlable land not 25% of an acre. B. Bailey ustirds but
he does not interpret it that way. There is mudtubsion about the interpretation of the regulatirBailey
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explains new division line to accommodate both.I8tsMiller asked what the size of the buildingrsthe 125’
section. B. Bailey states it's a full size houseDé&ver has the tax cards with the information glovith
photographs of 29 and 33 Spring St. S. Miller askibdt the hardship would be if the variance woubt ve
approved. B. Bailey stated they would be unablebiain a mortgage. T. Kinnon asked about the ovnie s
the property. James Mankus came forward to respdedis the nephew of Robert and Patricia Norton. He
wants to purchase the property. T. Kinnon statedaper it looks good but there is a shared sepiiere are no
plans for separate septic. B. Bailey stated inyegpring 2003 there was an approval for the segited
12/28/04. At the time of this plan B. Bailey asssnigat there was no other way other than to slmerseptic.

T. Kinnon asks what happens if one owner want®lio B. Bailey said it is designed for both homesl éhere

is a shared well. The well is on one lot and #atis is on the other. P. Monzione questioned wdretiese lots
would accommodate separate septic and well. BeBailates no. B. Bailey states it will not be cant to the
public interest. The request is in harmony with thaster plan because the new home has already begom
member of the neighborhood. The regulations haamgid to have one home on each lot. By grantirntc@us
will be done because it will be going to a familgmber. The request will not diminish the value.réheill be

no change in the property; the unnecessary hardghipe to the property owners. To the generalljgubees
this property as two separate lots. P. Monziond tba Hardship criteria. P. Monzione stated thaBBiley
stated his position is that of the zoning reguladiof the Town of Alton permitted this to be thaeaB. Bailey
agrees that it is. P. Monzione talked about sé&tand structure. B. Bailey said this is correctM®@nzione
asked to what extent is B. Bailey seeking the vaga B. Bailey has identified 1.6 acres that is lign 25%
and there is no other way to comply. S. Miller éallabout looking out for the interest of Alton. eeesn’t look

at this as a family compound just 2 separate lbtgisg a septic system. His concern is the valuéhisf
property to be unsaleable in the future. B. Bailegponded with a bottom line that what is thereayodill be
there tomorrow. He also stated whether it is maieth in the family or not, nothing physical is chary.
Potential buyers do not have to buy because of fhwey can walk away. This is not unusual. Legal
professionals will be able to put the words togetfee future buyers. J. Dever said it not an unlisua
circumstance in Alton.

P. Monzione opened the floor to public input.

J. Mankus approached the Board and identified Heasehe mother of Jim Mankus and the sister dfiéla
and Robert Norton. She wants to give a historyaef khe land came about. Her mother came up witbfate
children in 1943 with a love for the Lakes Regi®hey had a little cottage in the camp grounds &eg tame
back the next year and renting the cottage agaidl. the fire of 1945 occurred the next year, théagmt we
were renting burned down. In 1951 the mother weokihg for land and found a half built camp up qniSg
St. and bought the land adjacent to the house, eur@®. With intentions to bring everyone up to gnjo
vacations. At that time she had her eye on thegstppvhere #29 is. When it became available shejluothne
land, that’'s where the 300 x 200 lot came from wlith desire that if any of the children wanted twvehup and
live there. We inherited it and all the grandclgichdually came. Her desire was to get enough lanthat
anybody who wanted to come up and build would He &blive in New Hampshire. The original house was
deeded to J. Mankus and | have now passed it anytohildren. So now they are some of the abuttéihis
house.

There was one party in favor of and no opposition to this application being granted. P. Monzione closed
the public input.

DISCUSSION

Board members deliberated. P. Monzione saw no cosceith the septic. What is decided tonight is not
influenced by the owners, the lot will be consideas any other property, family owned or not. Tgnsperty is
creating two lots that do not comply with zoningdlamce that happens can be sold just like any dttiemd
will be there presumably for ever. What we do hlereght isn’t influenced by the owners or whethasigoing

to stay in the family. L. LaCourse voiced concebbow septic being for 4 bedrooms and what wouldpbapf
additional bedrooms were requested. P. Monzionéaigul the owners would have to go at that pointhto
Coding Department and have a State designed $epapproval.
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WORKSHEET

P. Larochelle stated that the variance will not domtrary to the public interest. This is going te h
continuation of what already exists. T. Kinnon &advionzione agreed and L. LaCourse agreed stdiemg is
no physical change to the property. All agreed.

T. Kinnon stated that the request is in harmonywhe spirit of the zoning ordinance, the intentre Master
Plan and with the convenience, health, safety &iadacter of the district within which it is propasd. Kinnon
states this property skirts this a bit due to tbeidg Ordinance being designed to have lots wit&o/Buildable
area on them. However where these structures @&@tingx the septic and water is in place and datdael any
adversity affects the health safety or the charagffects the District in any way shape or form.Mnzione
agrees. On one lot there is more than required hmadage and on the other you've got 25’ but oletee

configuration of these two lots ends up improvihg tonvenience, health, safety and character oDibteict.

S. Miller, P. Larochelle and L LaCourse agreed.

P. Monzione stated by granting the variance, sakiatgustice will be done. To be clear by substdrjtstice |

am not referring to the owners’ ability to obtaifb@ank mortgage. | think substantial justice heferseemore to
the more appropriate use of this lot where two diagd would not be permitted under current law.sTts
becoming more in compliance with our current zoniaegulation by creating two separate lots with regls

dwelling unit on each. So | think this is in morengpliance with our law and therefore substantiatida will

be done. All agreed.

L. LaCourse stated the request will not diminisk t#alue of the surrounding properties. There iphygsical
change to the buildings and it is only a lot lifhere will be no change to the surrounding propsrti
whatsoever. S. Miller and P. Larochelle agreedimnon agreed also but wanted to add about whilger
talked about earlier the possibility of diminishitige value of the property itself. He could seepbtential for
that with a shared septic and shared well will piwi limit the potential pool of buyers, but it Wilot diminish
the value of surrounding properties. P. Monzioneeeg and notes that there was nothing in our rezoddno
evidence was presented by any members or the ghblievould establish that it would.

S. Miller stated a fair and substantial relatiopséxists between the general public purposed obtbmance
provision to the property. Frontage is only varaalidy two or three feet. That one large lot that was
grandfathered in with both homes to remain a rexidleproperty. The proposed use is a reasonalde dhere

is harmony with the use of both septic and welleagh property. All agreed. P. Monzione pointed thet
special conditions of the property is the topogsaghsteep. Making it into two separate lots makeanore
consistent.

T. Kinnon motioned to grant the application withNBiller second. P. Monzione requests that the nmobe
amended to include the condition that the applicaifit assure that the appropriate deeds with apietg
language will be drawn. T. Kinnon agreed with ammeadt with S. Miller seconded.

P. Monzione stated the application was approved and granted unanimously.

P. Monzione notified the applicants that after D0F0 no new applications would be voted on.

Case #214-02 Special Exception 5 Lamper Road
Allen D. & Eric A. Morrill Map 24/ Lot 14

On behalf of Allen D. & Eric A. Morrill, Paul F. Zago, LLS is requesting a Special Exception to Aetit00,
Section 401 to permit a trade or repair shop. phiperty is located in the Rural Zone.
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P. Monzione read the case into the record.
The Board reviewed the application for completeness

L. Lacourse made a motion to accept the application as complete with a seconded by S. Miller. The
motion by unanimous vote is accepted.

A. Morrill approached the committee and stated fhafuzgo, LLS was unavailable to come.

A. Morrill stated his presentation was on the plahsDever stated that this is a special excepdiwh once/if
approved it will be brought before Planning foriesv. L. Lacourse asked what was behind the proposed
garage. A. Morrill states nothing but raw land.Miller asked if A. Morrill intends to store equipmiein the
proposed building. Yes was his answer. T. Kinndeedsabout a bathroom. A. Morrill lives on the prapend
does not intend to install one. P. Monzione disedgke plan and that he would stick to the dimearssian the
plan. A. Morrill stated it would have frost wall§.here were no more questions from the Board mesnber

P. Monzione opened public input.
No one spokefor or against application and closed public input.
No discussion took place, worksheet started.

WORKSHEET

T. Kinnon stated that a plat has been acceptedaardance with the Town of Alton Zoning Ordinanegt®n

520 B. All agreed.

P. Monzione stated the site is an appropriate ilmtdbr the use. The Zoning regulations permit tiée by
special exception. All agreed.

L. Lacourse stated factual evidence is not fourad the property values in the district will be redd due to
incompatible uses. S. Miller stated property valoes go up. P. Monzione agreed on condition thépegent

is stored indoors. All agree.

S. Miller stated there is no valid objection frobugters and there are no abutters present. Alleaigre

P. Larochelle stated there is no undue nuisanserniwus hazard to pedestrian or vehicular traffaiuding the
location and design of access ways and off/ontgbaking. All agreed

T. Kinnon stated adequate and appropriate faclgied utilities will be provided to ensure proppetion of
the proposed use or structure. P. Monzione state ik adequate and appropriate facilities andiesilbased on
the information that there will be no water supphutilities. All agree.

P. Monzione stated there is adequate area forasafesanitary sewage disposal and supply because igmt

going to be any water supply or sewerage basebebagplicant. All agree

L. Lacourse stated the proposed use of structucerisistent with the spirit of this ordinance ahd intent of
the Master Plan. The addition of this structure Mot change the area in anyway. T. Kinnnon statkdre

the use is allowed by Special Exception it is witthie Mater Plan. All Agree.

S. Miller motioned to accept the Special Exceptisrpresented. T. Kinnon seconded the motion whasised
with all votes in favor, hone opposed and no alistes.

P. Monzione stated the application was approved and granted unanimously.

Case #214-03 Variance 18 Leigh Drive
Kendall Stapley Map 39/Lot 44

Kendall Stapley is requesting a Variance from Aetid00 Section 401 of the Zoning Ordinance to peami
home based part time business in Lakeshore RegiblZnhe.

P. Monzione read the application into the record.
The Board reviewed the application for completenBsdMonzione asked if there were any questionarckgg
the application. None replied.
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S. Miller made a motion to accept the application as presented. T. Kinnon seconded the motion which
passed with all votes in favor, no opposed, and no abstentions. The application was accepted by
unanimous vote.

Kendall Stapley approached the Board and identfiietself as the owner of the property and company.

K. Stapley stated he had operated his businessiparin Alton since 2000. Last fall he moved tdadteDrive.
Due to the zoning on Leigh Drive, he is no longethim the acceptation of a home business. He had a
discussion with Mr. Devers about the nature oflibsiness which is part time, with no signage, mparoto the
general public. Basically he needs a legal pladestip records. Because there is foot traffic, wiaiehrages 6-
10 customers a year, that is why he is here tonight

S Miller asked what the business was. K. Staplatedtantique shooting accessories. S. Miller agkieel had
firearms, class c license. Stapley stated he fedesal firearms license with the ATF.

P. Monzione questioned if it was a retail licenS&apley stated it is. P. Monzione asked for cleatibn of
shooting sports and if it is a retail businesspltastated by definition it is. P. Monzione askkthis business
involves the sale of firearms. K. Stapley saidotild but generally does not. That the nature ofbilrginess is
more dealer to dealer. What he is looking for ikeep his license and keep the business as a fadaep
records.

P. Monzione stated that if this was granted it @sables Stapley to sell firearms from this logatiStapley
said yes. It would be the same exception that kbeahhis previous address. Stapley mentioned he miotekeep
any ammunition.

P. Monzione asks the number of customers beingatd that would physically come to the addressp|8y
states it's been less than ten. Average is aboaty@ar. P. Monzione notes that the number couleshgha
depending on the nature of the business. Stapi¢gsshe has no intention of going full time witle thusiness.
He works full time in telecommunications and thsai part time hobby. P. Monzione questioned idapBys
understanding that but for the occasional visitabsetail customer to the location you would be ptet to
have an in home business, that being a legal ptakeep your records and to conduct your interakgssthat
you could do all that right now from your home retLake Shore Residential Zone without being ofation
of the zoning regulation, what brings you heregbnito require you to get this variance, is that gould have
6 or more retail customers coming to your placbuy stuff. Is that right? K. Stapley stated yest fils correct.
The foot traffic was one concern when K. Stapleykspwith Mr. Dever.

The floor was opened to public input, both in fagband in opposition to the granting of the apgiicn.
Therewas no public input, public input was closed.

DISCUSSION

S. Miller asked if the abutters were notified analsvihe Town Hall an abutter. K. Stapley stated tfes]ot to

his right is Town owned by tax deed. J. Dever ith@dhotice and there were no concerns by the Togadbl

P. Monzione discussed that previously a residenteckom Lake Shore Drive and wanted to see a client
occasionally and it was denied. It is only beingught up for example to see what the Board has datie
these issues in the past. The concern is thatdrbes very difficult to restrict the foot traffi©nce the variance

is granted for a business, there could be 50 cai@/acoming in and out. Once it's a business ittsuainess.
Lake Shore Residential is very strict with the ¢éabl uses. It has been discussed that you carhently a certain
amount of customers but that becomes an enforceissrg. Enforcement is the issue to establish basim
the Lake Shore Residential Zone. Not that the Basfibund to those decisions, every applicant akdd at
separately.

S. Miller mentioned that this was by great degmraécord keeping purposes only and do not wanhtluse to

be turned into a retail showroom. He recommendsamendment to show no retail showroom could be
established and be used for record keeping andnégtrattive purposes. P. Monzione pointed out tkabrd
keeping and administrative business is permittéddiail customers coming to the home, is not pteahi

This was discussed briefly. P. Monzione stated tthei_ake Shore Residential has the strictest goaiaa that

is in the Town of Alton. The town has consistentpheld that retail business in the Lake Shore Resia has
not been permitted. It is a unique area of the ToWwrKinnon questioned a Special Exception. P. Niomz
stated a variance is not granted to an individimgranted to the property. Enforcement was dised by all.
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T. Kinnon mentioned that if it was not opened te gublic, then he would consider it to be privaisibess. L.
La Course asked about if the retail part of it dook conducted off the premises. K. Stapley statedh of it
yes, but he still needs to have a legal establishnaed he cannot afford an external office.

WORKSHEET

P. Monzione stated the variance will be contraryhi public interest, for the reasons just statedlLacourse
agrees for the same reasons, S. Miller agreesa®chelle agrees with T. Kinnon because of thedagg in
request. He believes this falls in-between a rétaginess and an in home internet business. Pchelte would
like to change his vote, he agrees with the stattsrie Kinnon made. So there are three againstvamdor.

S. Miller said the request is not in harmony witle spirit of the Zoning Ordinance, intent of thedta Plan
and with the convenience, health safety and charadtthe district within which it is proposed. [Farochelle
disagrees. He feels it is not open to the pullis. private sales over the phone and mail. L. Las® asked then
why are people coming to the property ten timegar.yP. Larochelle stated if someone is local grpsd by
mail.

T. Kinnon does not feel it will adversely affectetltonvenience, health, safety and character ofiigteict
within which it is proposed; | do feel it is not rarmony with the spirit of the Ordinance. The patice was
written very stringently. He hopes this case wédhgrate some debate. That one of his concernssas tike
this is this applicant came in and asked for aavex¢. Some other residents may not. Much discussiont
granting a variance in Lake Shore. L. Lacourse é&skehey would be setting a precedent by grantinig
variance. P. Monzione stated it would not be sgtinprecedent. Because every request is deterrasee iy
case basis based on the fact of that case. Butawe hever permitted retail type business in Laker&h
Residential. The applicant moved into the Lake 8Hesidential Zone not the Rural Zone or any ofdhather
Zones where this will be permitted. P. Larochelfked if there is a moratorium on having yardsssdke
Monzione said it was a different category, enforeetivs. granting a variance. P. Larochelle disajyree

Tally: Public interest 3/2 for will be contrary
Spirit of the ordinance is 2 say iindarmony: 3 say it is not in harmony
Substantial justice is 2 say justic# be done: 3 say it will not be done
Values of the surrounding property R isavill diminish: 3 say it will not diminish
Hardship is not found by all (5).

S. Miller made a motion not to accept or issue @anae for #214-03 based on results of Tally. TnriGn
seconded the motion. All voted in favor of the rooti

P. Monzione stated the application for varianceisnot granted.

Case #214-04 Variance Rte 28 South aka 32 Suncook
Vicki Howard Map26/Lot6 Valley Rd

Vicki Howard is requesting a Variance from Artid0 Section 327:A2 of the Zoning Ordinance to petmi
construct one 12’ x 30’ deck on the front of thé Beilding (building 2). This property is locatéal the
Residential Commercial zone.

P. Monzione read the case into the record.
The Board reviewed the application for completenafidhave.
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S. Miller made a motion to accept the application as presented. P. L arochelle seconded the motion which
passed with all votesin favor, none opposed, and no abstentions.

Vicki Howard approached the Board and stated she the owner of the River Run Deli and is askingdor
variance due to her plan for a new deck on hemmlegsi The deck will be on the road side of RouteT2@
reason for the variance is the deck will be 1 &€ into the right of way set back. S. Miller adkabout access
and the purpose of the deck. V. Howard stated tvélde a stair on the side of the deck and it ¥l into the
existing deck. V. Howard said there is a concrei fnere now. P. Monzione asked what the rightaf was
and J. Dever stated Rte 28. J. Dever stated tieicof the building is in the right of way now. Teck would
make it 12 ft into the right of way. There is a cate pad of 8 feet out now along with shrubs. &othelle
asked about placing the deck on the rear of thiglihgi V. Howard said there already are table amairs. P.
Monzione asked J. Dever if the structure would eausafety concerns or issues in regards to thik do®ever
stated there are easements etc. If you measupatieenent the distance is longer. The deck itseifldvetill be
a fair distance from the road. P. Monzione questiothat the deck needed to be 12'. V. Howard statedder
to place table and chairs 12’ is needed to propselywe customers. There were discussions regattang
distance to the road.

P. Monzione opened up to public input both in faeband in opposition to the application.

No one spokefor or against the application and closed public input

DISCUSSION

P. Monzione stated this being a business and ¢me &f the building should be visible.

S. Miller disagrees saying it does not have to1# wide, it could be 8’ wide and there is no adeae of

having the tables out in front by the road side gdestions how much of the deck would not be caanpli

WORKSHEET

L. LaCourse state the variance will not be conttarthe public interest. All agreed

S. Miller stated the request is harmony with thieitspf the Zoning Ordinance, the intent of the MasPlan and
with the convenience, health, safety and charafténe district within which it is proposed. P. Moone said
the Master Plan encourages business in town arningotonight has been presented to show this demKdv
affect the health safety or character of the DistAll agree

P. Larochelle stated by granting the variance, tamftial justice will be done. This will enhance finent of the
building. All were pro business. All agreed.

T. Kinnon stated the request will not diminish treue of the surrounding properties. P. Monzioraest this
would enhance the value. All agreed

P. Monzione stated the will be no fair and unnemgsbardship between the general public purposdbeof
ordinance provision and the specific applicationthait provision to the property and the proposesl issa
reasonable one. The special conditions are thdidmcand as a business it is best to utilize tloatfiof the
business. The proposed use is a reasonable okBlle3.states there is a hardship issue due taitite of way
being the only place the deck can be constructécdghee.

T. Kinnon made a motion to approve the applicai@t4-4 if amended that it remains as an open déitk no
roof structure, however, a retractable or sunshadg be added. P. Larochelle seconded the motidm tivé
amendment. All in favor

P. Monzione stated the application was approved and granted by unanimous vote.

Case #214-05 Special Exception Suncook Valley Road
2010 Trust By the Bay Map6/Lot 18-2
Donald Roberts & Parvaneh
Anderson Trustees
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On behalf of 2010 Trust By the Bay, Jesse R. LimdljaOutside In Construction, Inc. is requestingpactal
Exception from Article 400 Section 401 of the zapi@rdinance to permit to a trade shop and contracto
equipment storage. This property is located inRbeal Zone.

T. Kinnon recused himself due to a professionati@hship with D. Roberts.

P. Monzione read the case into the record.
The Board reviewed the application for completeness

S. Miller made a motion to accept the application as presented. P. Larochelle seconded the motion which
passed with all votes in favor, none opposed, and no abstentions. The application has been accepted as
complete.

S. Miller noted there was 4 people to vote may generate a 2/2 tie, and wanted to give the applicant a
chance to have a continuance. P. Monzione stated that if there were to be a 2/2 tie, his understanding
would be that the application would be denied. P. Monzione offered a continuance to the applicant which
he denied.

Jesse Lindland came forward to present the apicaand mentioned this was to be a Special Exaeptot a
Variance as noted on the agenda. P. Monzione @gqulaihat had been addressed in the beginning of the
meeting and was in fact a Special Exception. Jdlaimd noted he is here to obtain Special Excegtiothe use
of a construction business in a Rural Zone are@aAs zoned that does allow it but requires a $peci
Exception. He has plans, layouts, tax map and alayapg out what is proposed. P. Monzione statésnJand

is the applicant and agent. P. Monzione explaiesBbard usually gets a representation to the bsarthey
know what the structures are what they are in gmahting. He asks what the dimensions are goingetal.
Linland stated the office will be 32 by 42 feet @hd storage will be 40 by 60 feet. P. Monzionesaahout the
height which J. Lindand states it will comply. Lacourse asks about the main office building. hdldand
states the downstairs will be mostly storage betetwill be some polyurethane and painting done fahger
building will be for storage only. P. Larochelleentioned cabinets and J. Lindland stated no. Thé&csand
well location will be done as part of the site ptarce this is approved. S. Miller asked about tedamds and if
there is the ability to get a septic plan, J. Lam#l stated no plans have been done yet. Theréevilater and
bathroom in office only.

P. Monzione opened the floor to publicinput.

Bob Longabauegh came up in favor of the buildingarjlee Longabauegh came forward in favor of the
application. D. Roberts came up in favor and readréion of the letter he sent to the Board. Hmifavor of

the application. He addressed about the septionatid D. Roberts stated when he got approval ferltdt he
had test pits done.

Amy Stanley came forward in opposition of the apgtiion. She is a direct abutter. She mentionetter vhich

she also wrote. The Board read the letter. Shedsttie was assured this was Residential not Bssiwmsed.

Her lot is back to back with the proposed lot. $&eon Chamberlain Rd. Concerns are a business in a
Residential area. Plans were looked at and addfesdength. S. Miller asked about the distancenftbe house

to the boundary lines of the proposed lot. A. Statated there were woods and wetlands. P. Monzsked
whether the structure could be seen from the hdusBtanley thought so. J. Dever states that tiseabout 600
feet from the house to the property line. The ctowliof the property was discussed. P. MonzionedskA.
Stanley was aware of the size and style of thecires requested. She states yes, but it will @lalpaved
parking lot.

P. Monzione noted to the public that they will not be able to take any more applications tonight due to
time.

The next Zoning Board Adjustment will be on April 3.

Andy Smith for case#Z14-07 cameforward on behalf of A & J Norton and will come back April 39,
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S.  Miller  motioned to approve the continuance and L. Lacourse seconded.
J. Pauley for case#Z14-06 came forward and will come back April 39,
S. Miller motioned to approvethe continuance and L. L acour se seconded.

Susan Lambert came forward in opposition of theliegiion. She is an abutter at 48 Chamberlain Rer H
concerns are 2 buildings on a two acre lot. The@sed structures are significantly larger thanHwmne. She
believes that most of the trees will be lost. Shesented an aerial view to the Board. There wasudsson
about the location of the property and the aeii@ivv

P. Monzione closed public input.

WORKSHEET

P. Monzione stated a plat has been accepted indeue with the Town of Alton Zoning Ordinance $mtt
520 B. All agree

L. Lacourse stated the specific site is an appadgibcation for the use. L. Lacourse stated talitimm there is
an acceptable plan form the state. P. Monzionedthtt the conditions will have to be met. Alieg

S. Miller stated Abutters’ value may be affected &éwalid objection has not been found. All agree

S. Miller made a motion to accept the Special E«ioapwith the amendment that proper septic and wate
supplies are installed per code. P. Larochellersds. P. Monzione wanted to amend the motion

to include conditions that there be a tree bufegmeen this property and the abutter of a minim@i@0ofeet as
represented by the applicant. That there be notemti®n work performed on the site, that the csldrage
building be just that and there be no toxic materi@ permitted to be stored on the property ard tifne
applicant obtain the appropriate DOT approval far driveway. L. Lacourse wants to add that no datkieavy
construction equipment should be left running. SlleM motioned to approve the applications with the
amendments and was seconded by L. Lacourse.

P. Monzione stated the application is passed with specified conditions. The mation passed with all in
favor, none opposed and no abstentions.

VIl. OTHER BUSINESS

Previous Business: None

New Business: None

Previous Minutes Approved

The meeting was adjourned at 11:30 p.m.

oo

The next regular ZBA meeting will be held on Apfjl2014 at the Town Hall.

Respectfully submitted,

Pat Pizzano
Recorder, Public Session
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