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TOWN OF ALTON - ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES

November 7, 2025 APPROVED 12-04-2025

TOWN OF ALTON
ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
PUBLIC HEARING MEETING
Thursday, November 7, 2025, at 6:00 PM
Alton Town Hall

MEMBERS PRESENT

Frank Rich, Chair

Tom Lee, Vice Chair

Paul LaRochelle, Selectman’s Representative
Tim Morgan, Member

Joe Mankus, Member

OTHERS PRESENT

Norma Ditri, Code Enforcement Officer
Christopher Drescher Esq., Representative for Applicant
Chris ?77?

Dan Hebert

Ryan Heath, Town Administrator
Reuben Wentworth

Kenneth Kinney

Andrea Murray

Julie Cleary

Gary Boisvert, Esq., Representative for Applicant
Rick Lundy

John Dodge

Lisa Nicastro

John Goodrich

Stephen Nix

Jacquelin Dodge

Marc Deroy

David & Marilyn Slade

Catherine Gould

Sherri Johnson

Christian Johnson

Jason ?7?

CALLTO ORDER
Chair Rich called the meeting to order at 6:00 PM.

INTRODUCTION OF BOARD MEMBERS
Roll Call was taken for the Board members and individuals present at Town Hall.
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TOWN OF ALTON - ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT

PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES
November 7, 2025

APPOINTMENT OF ALTERNATES
No alternates present.

STATEMENT OF THE APPEAL PROCESS
The purpose of this hearing is to allow anyone concerned with an Appeal to the Zoning Board of
the Adjustment to present evidence for or against the Appeal. This evidence may be in the form
of an opinion rather than an established fact, however, it should support the grounds that the
Board must consider when making a determination. The purpose of the hearing is not to gauge
the sentiment of the public or to hear personal reasons why individuals are for or against an
appeal, but all facts and opinions based on reasonable assumptions will be considered. In the
case of an appeal for a Variance, the Board must determine facts hearing upon the five criteria as
set for in the State’s Statutes. For a Special Exception, the Board must ascertain whether each of
the standards set for in the zoning ordinance have been or will be met.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

APPROVED 12-04-2025

Ms. Ditri stated there is a letter under Correspondence that was not on the original agenda.

Ms. Ditri stated it is regarding a previous case. Chair Rich states Map 35 Lot 34, 178 Eastside
Drive. Ms. Ditri confirms. Chair Rich asks for approval of the agenda.

MOTION: To approve the agenda as written for November 6. Mr. LaRochelle makes

motion. Motion passed unanimously.

1. ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL

Case #725-32
Paul M. Monzione

Map 9, Lot 33-2
NH Route 11/239
Henry Wilson
Highway

Administrative Appeal
Rural Residential (RR) Zone

An Administrative Appeal is requested for article 500 Section 520.E in reference to the
Planning Board’s interpretation of the two-year deadline in the Alton Zoning Ordinance and
predetermination of the application prior to hearing on 6/17/25.

Chair Rich closed the hearing to the public.

Mr. Morgan states there are two issues that the Board needs to take a vote on. He states first,
what is the meaning of final approval, under that ordinance section. That ordinance section
corresponds with RSA 67433. He states that he doesn’t believe there’s a matter of discrepancy in
the law. He thinks interpretation hinges both on the RSA and the ordinance in determining what
constitutes final approval. He states, the second issue they need to address is whether the
Applicant exercised the rights that they acquired by getting a Special Exception. He states those

two issues should be addressed separately.

Mr. Lee asks Mr. Morgan for clarification on final approval, whether it is by the ZBA.

Mr. Morgan states the issue is whether it’s the final approval given by the ZBA at their hearing or
whether it’s the final approval given by the court system after their decisions repeals up to the

Page 2 of 26




89

90

91

92

93

94

95

96

97

98

99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134

TOWN OF ALTON - ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES
November 7, 2025 APPROVED 12-04-2025

Supreme Court level in this case. He suggests that they start with final approval and see what the
Board thinks is final approval, whether it is the ZBA final approval or is it appeal from the
Supreme Court.

Mr. LaRochelle states his interpretation and when a decision is made it would be the Zoning
Board of Appeals. He states that Superior or Supreme Court decisions are a higher standard. He
states in this particular case, the final decision would be court system and not the ZBA in his
opinion.

Mr. Lee states he understands what Mr. LaRochelle said and he disagrees with it. He feels final
approval starts and ends with Zoning Board. He perceives final approval to be through ZBA.

Mr. Morgan agrees with Mr. Lee. He states 67433 doesn’t seem to refer to court appeals. He
states when a court issues an appeal it doesn’t call it an approval. He states the approval has
already happened at the Zoning Board level. He states when the Zoning Board issues its
approval there is an option of an extension. He states an Applicant could come for an extension
for any number of reasons but He thinks that is the final opinion and the two years begins to run
at that point.

Mr. Mankus agrees with Mr. Morgan and Mr. Lee for the reasons just explained.

Chair Rich agrees with Mr. Lee, Mr. Morgan and Mr. Mankus that the final approval for
purposes of RSA 647334.6 in Section 520E of the Zoning Ordinance is final approval. He states
that based on the common language and the common sense of what those RSA’s and the Section
has said he agrees with what Mr. Morgan says. He states if there had been any concern on the
part of the then Applicant with regard to needing more time, they had time to go back to the
Zoning Board and get an extension and that was not done. He asks for a motion.

MOTION: Final approval under Zoning Ordinance means the Final Approval issued by
the Zoning Board. Motion by Mr. Morgan. Chair Rich seconds the Motion. Chair Rich
states four in favor and one opposed. Mr. LaRochelle was the opposing.

Mr. Morgan states his understanding of the facts of this case are that the Applicant began
operating something analogous to a Contractor’s Yard prior to request for the Special Exception.
He states that was not something the Board objected to. He states that they have continued in
that vain. He states that one of the requirements for exercising the rights that you gain from
Special Exception is that you go for Site Plan Approval within a two-year window. He states that
that didn’t happen in this case. He would argue that they haven’t exercised the rights under the
Special Exception and therefore it has lapsed.

Mr. Lee concurs with that and states that looking back through the notes and going over the case,
he specifically remembers that the application had stated that they felt they were exercising their
rights because they were continuing it. He states nothing gets exercised until they get Planning
Board approval. He feels there was certainly time for extension. He doesn’t feel that they
exercised accordingly. Mr. Mankus agrees with Mr. Morgan’s statement.
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Chair Rich asks if Mr. LaRochelle would like to comment. Mr. LaRochelle declines. He agrees
with Mr. Morgan and Mr. Lee that it wasn’t exercised within the two-year final approval. He
asks for a motion.

MOTION: Motions that the Applicant did not exercise the rights under Special Exception
within a timely period. Motion by Mr. Morgan. Seconded by Mr. Lee. Unanimous.

MOTION: To grant the appeal in Case #Z.25-32 as an appeal from Section 520E of the
ordinance. Motion by Mr. Morgan. Seconded by Mr. Lee. Unanimous.

1. NEW APPLICATIONS

Case #725-37 Map 31 Lot 35 Administrative Appeal
Christopher Drescher Esq., Agent for Robert 208 Main Street Residential Commercial
Flannery & Alton Pittsburg, LLC., Applicant and Zone (RC)
Owner

An Administrative Appeal is requested in reference to a Cease and Desist from Code Official
issued on September 4" 2025

Mr. Drescher states they’ve been doing drainage work and some landscaping. He wrote to the
Town after receiving the Cease and Desist. He stated in the letter if they needed some special
permitting for this to let him know and they would comply. He states he is there to address the
Cease and Desist. He states, however, the Cease and Desist discusses pickup trucks. He
confirms that there are four pickup trucks and one that is a daily driver. All of which are being
parked on the property overnight. He states that is the only reason for this appeal, due to the
pickup trucks.

Mr. Drescher states they were told to get a sign permit. He states that when they showed up to
do that, the Code Official said they were not going to act on it at least while this matter is being
addressed. He informs the Board that the State came by, and the State has no issue. He adds that
Mr. Flannery could not be present for the meeting. Mr. Flannery had a family vacation.

Mr. LaRochelle asks if the piping and the stone shown in the pictures from the 27" were all for
the work being done in the yard. Mr. Drescher confirms.

Mr. LaRochelle asks if the materials are still present or if they haven’t started that project yet. He
invites Dan Hebert to come up to the front to be heard on the mic.

Mr. Hebert states the piping is for a decorative retaining wall going across the embankment and
across the back to incorporate drainage run off. He explains that the Board is aware of how
much water run-off comes from the hill on all of the lots. He states he has fixed a couple of the
retaining walls in the neighborhood so far. He states that Ken Kinney is in the audience
(landowner from 192 Main St). He states he fixed Mr. Kinney’s retaining wall when he did his
septic system. He states he fixed a problem at 196 Main St and now there’s a problem at 208.
He states the work he is doing on the property in question is going to solve that. He states that
all the pipe is going into the wall and then the slope will be landscaped. He states that the rocks
came off the slope at 196 (Main St). He states he’s just storing it there until it can get hauled to
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Bob Flannery’s house in the next two weeks. He states once the rocks are removed then they will
start the retaining wall and be done approximately by Christmas.

Mr. Drescher inquires of Mr. Hebert whether all of that is related to the work that is being done
on the site. Mr. Hebert confirms.

Mr. LaRochelle asks if any of the equipment, the loader or anything else will be removed once
the work is done.

Mr. Hebert states that all the equipment will be removed as soon as the job is done.
Mr. LaRochelle inquiries about where the drainage is being directed to.

Mr. Hebert states they have a drainage swale in front of the property and a catch basin. He also
states that the water puddles on the sidewalk.

Mr. LaRochelle inquires if anything is going out onto the road.

Mr. Hebert states next year they would like to repave it.

Mr. Drescher states the last point he wants to make, and he defers to his pleadings, if pickup
trucks fall under the Contractors Yard definition, then they would have to be equipment. Mr.
Drescher states it is unclear. He states that the Code Official cited in their report that he received
that morning some dictionary definitions of equipment and one mentions vehicles. He
apologizes, stating he read those and thought to himself that the definition is overly broad. He
states that if he were to accept this as a definition of equipment with respect to a Contractors
Yard everybody with a pickup truck has a Contractor’s Yard. He explains that that is the reason
he is present at this meeting, that very narrow issue brought before the Board during this
meeting.

Mr. Morgan inquires when the work will be finished.

Mr. Hebert responds that all the work should be done before Christmas.

Mr. Morgan inquires what equipment will remain on the site after that?

Mr. Hebert states that no equipment will remain on site

Mr. Drescher also states that no equipment will remain. He clarifies that they are there at the
meeting to find out whether the pickup trucks can remain.

Mr. Morgan states that to clarify what the parties are suggesting is that after Christmas there will
be four pickup trucks and nothing else.

Mr. Hebert and Mr. Drescher confirm.
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Chair Rich asks if Ms. Ditri has anything to say.

Ms. Ditri states that as of today, equipment and piles of material, a dump truck, a pickup truck
and another pickup truck were on site. She states the bottom picture is from September after the
Special Exception was denied and after the Cease and Desist was issued. She states that
materials, equipment, and dump trucks were onsite. She states that the top picture is what the site
was like before Mr. Hebert moved in. She states there has been no approval, no communication,
nothing from the landowner or the tenant to the Town about what they should or should not be
doing. She states the party moved in and put a Contractor’s Yard there and it has been there for
two years. She states that now they are claiming the two years they have been there is all
approved and that they are not doing anything wrong. She states she does not understand why
they need to park all of the equipment and materials at 208 Main St when they are saying they
are working at 196 Main St and there is no equipment over there. She reads the letter from Mr.
Drescher: “Once everything is completed the area will be restored to compliance.” This letter is
dated September 10™. She states on September 15" the landowner told DOT that the work was
completed in the Right of Way and that they will still be doing an after the fact permit for the
work in the Right of Way. She states that the landowner told the DOT that the work that they are
talking about this evening was completed on September 15%.

Mr. Drescher states that the work that was completed for DOT was specific to what was in the
Right of Way because that was all the State cared about. He continues that all the equipment that
is onsite as of today is relative to the ongoing work. He states that when he talked about having
the area restored to compliance, one of the parts of the agreement is that they are supposed to
make clear the boundary between these two lots and make sure they leave a 10 ft buffer for the
side set back. He states this is what he was referring to. He states that when the work is done
that will be restored. He states respectfully he has reached out. He claims that he has left
question marks at the end of sentences that he has sent to the Town and did not receive a
response. He claims when he sent correspondence he asked if they needed to do something or get
more permitting to please advise but did not receive a response.

Chair Rich asks if Chris has emails or texts to show evidence of this.

Mr. Drescher states he has one and shares with Chair Rich. He explains that it was a direct
request for advice on what to do next. He explains that he sent that on September 10" and never
received a response. He states that when he reaches out to Attorney Whitley, he usually receives
a response.

Ms. Ditri states there is still no agreement, nothing in writing that was ever agreed on.

Mr. Mankus states that this has been going on for a while. He states he sees in the bottom picture
that there are two dump trucks that must be there for long term because they have sunshades in
the window that would not be there if it was only to work on the project. He states that they can
process a site in much less time than two years. He states that even if they began today that it
would be done by December. He states that to be a good neighbor it would be in his interest to be
friendlier to his abutters. He states that there have been a few meetings where a lot of abutters
were against doing this and the Board is trying to come to a resolution. He states it is his opinion

Page 6 of 26



269
270
271
272
273
274
275
276
277
278
279
280
281
282
283
284
285
286
287
288
289
290
291
292
293
294
295
296
297
298
299
300
301
302
303
304
305
306
307
308
309
310
311
312
313
314

TOWN OF ALTON - ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES
November 7, 2025 APPROVED 12-04-2025

that things are taking too long.
Mr. Drescher states that Mr. Hebert is busy doing septic systems during warmer months.

Mr. Mankus stated that he is the landowner, referring to Mr. Hebert. Mr. Drescher clarifies that
Mr. Hebert is the business owner.

Mr. Drescher states the landowner (Mr. Flannery) is not here tonight. He states he is representing
the landowner (Mr. Flannery), not the business owner (Mr. Hebert). The business owner is there
to answer any question he can. He states the project has been taking a long time. He explains
there is probably a technical reason for that.

Chair Rich inquires when Mr. Drescher and Mr. Hebert think the job will be done.

Mr. Drescher and Mr. Hebert respond the work should be done by Christmas or the middle of
December.

Mr. LaRochelle inquires of Ms. Ditri if she remembers the correspondence with Attorney
Drescher.

Ms. Ditri responds (Mic not working — some response may have been missed). She states the
Board is deciding on an Appeal of an Administrative Decision where she has determined that
there is in fact a Contractor’s Yard at 208 Main St and has been for two years. The Board has to
decide if her interpretation of Zoning Ordinance is correct or not. She states, that is all they have
to do. She states that if she is wrong (mic not working — some response may have been missed).

Mr. Lee states they denied the Special Exception in this matter. He states there was a Cease and
Desist at that point which was negated after they denied the Special Exception. He asks Mr.
Drescher if the work trucks, the trailer, and the backhoe are all for landscaping purposes.

Mr. Drescher replies that they are transient.

Mr. Lee states there must be finality to this situation either way. He states the conditions for the
appeal have to be made and exact dates as to when this will be completed. He states that once
that is done, everything thereafter moves off of that date. He states the property looks much
better than it had in the past. He states that there were a lot of questions on issues in the past and
it was clear cut. The Special Exception was denied.

Mr. LaRochelle requests to elaborate on Mr. Lee’s point. He states that if for example the
December 20" was chosen as a date, and they decided to get the drainage done, the retaining
wall built, the equipment off of the property and they understand that the Special Exception for a
Contractor Yard was denied, but that until the work is done you will have a few vehicles there
because you’re using the building as an office, you understand that.

Mr. Drescher confirms.
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Mr. LaRochelle inquires if that is what their intent was.
Mr. Drescher confirms.

Mr. LaRochelle states the whole reason for putting a Cease and Desist on it because it looked
like you were bringing in equipment, material, stockpiling it. He states he can understand that.
He states the yard looks good. He states that the work needs to end and be cleaned up and be
seen as not a Contractor Yard.

Mr. Drescher states he likes the idea of a date. He states that if they need to get any kind of
Special Permission to do the landscaping, he is fine with it. He inquires of Mr. Hebert if
December 20™ works.

Mr. Hebert confirms.

Mr. Drescher states you can hold him to that, after December 20" there will be nothing but
pickup trucks and an office.

Mr. Mankus inquires whether two weeks would be doable.
Mr. Hebert states he cannot do it in two weeks because he has too much work.

Mr. Mankus states they have ignored the Cease and Desist order multiple times. He states in two
weeks the work should be able to be completed.

Mr. Drescher states they appealed it. He states they appealed the interpretation of the Cease and
Desist and states that it is the reason for their presence at the hearing.

Chair Rich asks Ms. Ditri if she wants to speak.

Ms. Ditri states there is an Appeal that needs to be decided. She states they are not there to
negotiate a deal. She states that they are there to decide on the Appeal of an Administrative
Decision.

Mr. LaRochelle asks Chairman Rich to allow the Administrator to speak.
Chair. Rich invites the Administrator to speak.

Ryan Heath — Administrator introduces himself and explains that the communication Attorney
Drescher is referring to was with Mr. Heath’s office and not with Ms. Ditri’s office. He states that
his conversation through Steven Whitley of Town Counsel what was being negotiated in a
compromise was being done through Mr. Heath’s office because he had the institutional
knowledge of this property, referring to his 25 yrs of service in Alton, understanding the property
and what it has been used for in the past. He states that no agreement was made nor signed. He
explains that what was relayed from the property owner through Counsel was that they would
have everything removed by August 1% and that didn’t happen. He states that there was no
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communication regarding landscaping work or any other work that was passed down to other
properties. He states that when they started this conversation after the Special Exception was
denied through Town Counsel, the concern was that parking lot had been enlarged beyond the
boundary line up onto the septic system, almost to the vent pipe next door. He states that he
understands the property owner owns both properties. He states he can give permission to
whomever he wants to go back and forth. He explains that the issue is the parking lot has been
extended without any kind of Site Plan or any information. He explains that when they failed to
come to an agreement the boundary lines were not reestablished. He states that DOT has
unequivocally stated there is no commercial driveway permit. He states the only driveway cut
that is there is for the residential multifamily unit. He explains when he got back to the
institutional knowledge of that property, most people in town know that it was used at one point
as a grain store to support the hardware store. He explains there was parking directly across the
street. He explains that most recently it was Mahoney’s Plumbing that used it as an office. He
states that it was telling to see what the property looked like in September 2023. He states that it
was a building with a single drive that was connected to the original multifamily turnout. He
states that he believes the changes to the site to accommodate the business go against what
Zoning regulations have in definition of what criteria the Board has under Section 444 Special
Exceptions, in addition to the regular criteria, the Zoning Ordinance outlines other
considerations. He states one is off street parking and the other is structure setbacks within a
residential commercial zone — Contractor Yard, the additional considerations are size, location,
type of materials and stockpiles and other outdoor storage. He adds there were also shipping
containers onsite. He states that number two specifically states type and size and number of
vehicles entering and exiting the site. He explains pickup trucks add to the trip count for a
driveway cut that does not exist. He explains that screening of outdoor storage areas and parking
areas from adjacent properties and public streets, dust and erosion control are all part of what
everybody else needs to prove or display to the Board when considering this type of Contractor’s
Yard. He explains that none of this has been considered or brought to the Board. He explains it
may have gotten there except when the Special Exception was withdrawn. He explains the issue
now in trying to work with the property owner is trying to establish that the Town is not going to
dispute if you want to use it as a business office. He explains that is all it big enough for in the
original parking lot. He explains that to take it upon themselves to expand that parking lot, the
pictures show the entire parking area that is crushed stone all the way to the septic zone is all
new. He explains that has happened within the last year since this has been before the Board for
consideration. He states concern since they set their own date and did not comply with it (August
1Y), the agreement was not signed, and that is when the Code Enforcement office issued the
Cease and Desist letter. He states there was plenty of communication. He states that is why he
thought it was important for him to be present for the meeting. He states in the pleadings and
what was talked about, some of the dialogue was through Mr. Heath’s office via Town Counsel.

Mr. Drescher replies that the border that needs to be reestablished. That’s where the work is
going on and he has every intention of restoring it.

Chair. Rich asks if there are any questions for the Administrator.

Mr. Morgan asks if the hearing will be opened to public input.
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Mr. Mankus asks if he can ask one more question.

Chair Rich confirms.

Mr. Mankus inquires if the Cease and Desist order is trying to be renegotiated.

Mr. Drescher states that his argument is that what is happening is not a Contractor’s Yard, it is
just landscaping. He states that when it is over, the materials will be gone. He states it is a
coincidence, timing. He states that if they need to acquire Special Permission to do landscaping,
they will do it. His understanding was that they do not need any.

Chair Rich inquires how long landscaping has been going on.

Mr. Drescher states it has been taking a while.

Chair Rich states the property is not big.

Mr. Drescher states he’s been working on it between jobs with his septic business.

Chair Rich states it needs to get done.

Mr. Mankus states that it is purposeful.

Mr. Drescher denies.

Mr. Mankus states the party is not being a good neighbor.

Mr. Drescher offers no comment.

Chair Rich inquires about why the agreement was never signed.

Mr. Drescher states it fell by the wayside.

Chair Rich asks if there was any reason that wasn’t done.

Mr. Drescher states it wthingsg on the emails August 1%'. He states the party got most of the
things off the site August 1. He states the things that remained afterward are the reason for this
meeting, which is the landscaping materials.

Mr. LaRochelle inquires of Mr. Heath if there’s ongoing issues with the state driveway permit.
Mr. Heath responds that there is not one.

Mr. LaRochelle inquires; there is no driveway?

Mr. Drescher states there is no driveway permit but they have no problem either with the office.
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Mr. Heath responds; there is no application.

Mr. LaRochelle inquires if that is known as a fact, by the State that there is no issue with the
State with their driveway.

Mr. Heath responds; the State has gone on record saying that there is no commercial access
whatsoever at that property.

Mr. LaRochelle understands.

Mr. Heath states that when he got involved and an agreement was discussed that it showed good
faith that the Town would not dispute that there was previous use of that property that the Town
did not challenge. He states that, for the record, that property has never had commercial use or
Site Plan other than the institutional knowledge of his knowing what has and has not been there.
He states the Town was not going to take issue with the property owner operating a business out
of there where there had previously been a plumbing business there that the Town did not take
issue with 10-15 years ago. He states that is where they tried to compromise. He states that the
parking lot has been expanded and now there is concern about the trucks, some of which have
dump bodies on them. He states that regardless of whether they meet commercial thresholds or
not once they are hauling material for hire, they are commercial. He states that the trucks that are
lettered, many have fuel cells to fuel his equipment. He states that some of surface bodies on the
back to maintain equipment which goes directly to the Zoning Board’s definitions.

Mr. Mankus states those are ton and a half trucks, not pickup trucks.
Mr. Drescher states the ones he is talking about are pickup trucks.
Mr. Mankus responds that the ones in the photo are not pickup trucks.

Mr. Heath states that through Town Counsel what the Town’s position was when this went back
and forth was that — and discussions with Ms. Ditri was that they were not going to challenge the
office use with the existing drive to the door. He states this did not include the fifteen parking
spaces that were leveled off in the photos, which was undisturbed hillside leading down slope
that’s been cut out. He continues that if that is their intention to use it that way that it does meet
the definition of a Contractor’s Yard and as such should have the Special Exception and then a
Site Plan approved.

Mr. Lee states frustration that the Board is still working through this. He continues that they
have other business to attend to. He agrees that it is common knowledge that it was previously
used as a commercial business, which had one van maybe two. It was an office. He reiterates
frustration with the ongoing back and forth over the issues regarding this matter. He states that he
is aware Mr. Heath negotiates and manages many issues that come up in the Town of Alton. He
inquires what Mr. Heath’s opinion is on this going forward. He inquires if there is any middle
ground where the parties can meet. He states this is his reason for suggesting a date to get this
completed. He states he knows the Applicant had a self-imposed date. He states he is aware they
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did not meet that date. He states he is aware of the business being extremely busy. He states you
can go anywhere in town and see septics being put in. Mr. Lee understands. Addressing Chair
Rich’s point and Mr. Mankus this is a matter of landscaping. Mr. Lee urges that especially
considering all that has happened to make it a priority because people are watching and wanting
to make sure things are up to code. Acknowledging Mr. Mankus’s point about being a good
neighbor, their reputation as a business in town, it looks good on the business to take care of
business. Mr. Lee states that the lack of communication is like a slap in the face. He
acknowledges that Mr. Drescher stated twice that he has been trying to work with the Town. He
acknowledges Mr. Drescher’s frustration.

Chair Rich asks if he can interrupt. He states that this is an Administrative Appeal on the Cease
and Desist.

Mr. LaRochelle agrees and states that that is what he wants to elaborate on.

Chair Rich inquires whether the Board is going to grant an Appeal for the Cease and Desist or
are they going to deny it. He states that is what their role is in this meeting.

Mr. LaRochelle agrees. He inquires, if the Cease and Desist takes precedence does that mean at
that point the party stops — Cease and Desist all activity on the property, including and not
limited to the work that they have been doing on the property? Would they be allowed to finish
the drainage, put everything back to the way it was?

Chair Rich asks for clarification. He asks the Cease and Desist is for what reason.

Ms. Ditri states there 1s a Contractor’s Yard at 208 Main Street. She mentions the business
Donald Hebet Septic & Site LLC is addressed at 121 Main St.

Mr. LaRochelle agrees.

Ms. Ditri continues that notices of violation were given in 2023 due to the business being at that
location which it wasn’t supposed to be. She states they moved the location to 208 Main St. She
explains the business address is still 121 Main St. She states she does not understand why they
have a business address at one address and functioning in another. She states that it is clear in the
three pictures the building was used for an office and that can still be the case. She continues
that from 2024 until present the site work has already been done. She states the area has been
cleared, a parking area has been made and they are operating a Contractor’s Yard. She states
they have material and heavy equipment and storage that is onsite which meets the definition of a
Contractor’s Yard that is there without Special Exception or a Site Plan. She states that it is clear
to her. She continues that the same equipment was there in 2024 as there is today. She states
whatever has been called landscaping looks the same as it has in the past year to her.

Mr. Heath states he wanted to clarify a point about the work. He states it sounded like the way it
was represented most of the work is being done on the neighboring property, not on 208 (Main
St). He states, the concern is the material storage and the expansion of 208 (Main St) would
make sense given the size of the property next door wouldn’t the material storage be more
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appropriate on the site that they are working on? He adds, the materials are two truckloads of
stone. He continues that when he had originally communicated with them there was no talk of
landscaping during that conversation. He states the stone was put in to put in the parking area.

Mr. LaRochelle agrees.

Mr. Heath continues, that is why he was told the stone was originally there. He states there is
more stone there in the same spot, dumped there. He asks for clarification on the landscaping is
going on. He asks if it is on the neighboring property, not 208?

Mr. Drescher states he is not sure, and asks Mr. Hebert if that is going on on the neighboring
property or on 208, the landscaping?

Mr. Hebert — (Off mic in public seating) we shaped 196 to cut the hill back (Inaudible) for 196.
Mr. Drescher inquires, which property 196?

Mr. Hebert (Off mic in public seating -Inaudible) that’s done.
Chair Rich inquires if Mr. Mankus has any questions.
Mr. Mankus has no questions.

Ms. Ditri states she has additional comments. She states in one day in the Town of Alton there
were 7-8 pieces of equipment all over other people’s properties. She inquires where the
equipment will go. She states that the company name that is on all of the trucks that are all over
town have to go somewhere. She inquires if this is a Contractor’s Yard because there’s a couple
of pickup trucks there, where is all of the other equipment going to go when they’re not using it?
Are they going to park all of that at 208 Main St?

Mr. Drescher states the party (Dan Hebert) has an offsite location. He states he does not know
much about it because he does not represent Mr. Hebert, he represents the landowner. (Mr.
Flannery). He states that after August 1% the bulk of equipment was taken off site, so it is stored
somewhere else.

Ms. Ditri inquires where that is. Is it 121 Main St?

Mr. Drescher states he does not know, because he does not represent him. It is not 208.

Mr. Mankus states if that is the case, why can’t this equipment be moved to the site if he cannot

get to the work anyway. He states he can bring it back when he is working on it. He states if he
does not have time to do the landscaping, move the equipment to the other site and get it off the

property.
Mr. Drescher inquires of Mr. Hebert if that is possible.

(Mr. Hebert responds from the public seating area but is inaudible.)
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Mr. Hebert continues.

Mr. Dresher states that the question is wherever you’re storing the equipment — He states that the
direct question is, can Mr. Hebert move the equipment to the other site while it’s not being used.
Or does it have to stay on site?

Mr. Hebert responds but is in public seating and is inaudible.

Mr. LaRochelle states that when a person is speaking on the record, they need to come to the mic
to be heard.

Mr. Drescher states that it is just easier because he does a little at a time so it’s easier to have it
onsite. Mr. Drescher states that it will be moved to where he keeps it.

Chair Rich inquires if the Board has any more questions. Board denies.
The matter is opened for public input.
Chair Rich asks for any in favor of this appeal and invites them to speak.

Mr. Reuben Wentworth states that he would like to start. He states he is the owner of Alton
Home and Lumber Center, direct abutter to the property in question. He states for the last two
years he has watched it. He states that first, his hope is that if he takes an Alton Home and
Lumber Center truck home and park at home five nights a week he is not considered a
Contractor Yard. He continues if he brings the hay truck home with summer hay runs and brings
it home, he hopes he will not get in trouble for bringing a hay truck home. He states this property
has gotten hostile from the Town’s point of view and possibly the other point of view. He feels he
is caught in the middle. He states he brought it to the Selectman’s attention twice. He states
pictures were taken from his property today. He states he has asked to stay out of this situation.
He states that his request has not been honored. He refutes Mr. Heath’s comments. He states that
Weatherbee’s who formerly owned the property years ago built that garage for an appliance retail
store. He states the property was sold to a family and that family subsequently got divorced. He
continues that the Shield’s took it over and made apartments. He states he ended up renting the
garage across the street for the grain store. He explains he was running a loader back and forth.
He states none of the neighbors had any concerns. He states he kept the snowbanks clear. He
states the question of the parking area he believes was an access point to get the two properties
together and get the septic system done because that was the easiest way. He acknowledges it has
taken a while. He states his neighbors up the street used to look in his windows to see headlights
coming because they could not see around the trees. He says they do not have any trees anymore.
He states there are two other Contractor’s Yards on Main St that the Town has not done a thing
about. He states he has brought it to the Town’s attention three times. He states there is a
laundromat that has turned into a big Contractor Yard down bottom. He states it was never a
Contractor Yard; it was a laundromat. He states the laundromat has been closed 15-20 years. He
states the Town is only going after a few, which bothers him as a lifelong Alton resident. He
states he has lived in Alton for 64 years. He states that this is the worst he has seen in the last two
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years because of Contractor Yards. He feels that this is all a simple process as to determining
Contractor Yards. He states that people interpret the Board’s definition differently and that is why
people come here with Appeals and Cease and Desist. He states the property is maintained better
and the slopes are better. He states that the State of New Hampshire came. He stated that the
telephone pole is set just outside the Right of Way. He states that Mr. Flannery and Mr. Hebert
were working within three feet of the Right of Way which is the edge of the sidewalk. He states
that in his store one of the biggest things is the communication with the Town’s Building
Department. He states that people come in, a lot of contractors say, “How do we get in touch?”
He gives Nick Buonopane’s number out and says, “Call the Selectman.” He states he does not
want to have anything to do with it.

Chair Rich asks if anyone else is in favor.

Ken Kinney states he owns 192 Main St. He states he takes offense to the comment about Mr.
Hebert not being a good neighbor or neighborly. He states he’s a very good neighbor. He states
that Mr. Hebert did his septic and cleared up a lot of the front yard. He states his house was
abandoned for 20+ years. He states Mr. Hebert was key to getting his yard straightened out,
getting up-to-date date septic in there, getting control of the flow of the hill, helping with the ice
in the road in the winter on the curve. He states the line of sight is so much better. He states they
always used to inch out of their driveway, just to see around the corner. He states Bob Flannery’s
place, the hill coming down, he had a massive oak tree that was obstructing sight. He states Mr.
Hebert removed it. He states he never hears any noise from all of his (Mr. Hebert’s) trucks. He
states he hears more trucks taking off from everywhere else, rather than Mr. Hebert’s equipment.
He states that there are no leaks in Mr. Hebert’s equipment. He states that Mr. Hebert leases a lot
of his equipment. He states that is why they are always on the jobs working. He states he
believes Mr. Hebert has done a great job all on Main St. He states Mr. Hebert a big utility to this
town. He states that there are a lot of old septics and dry wells in town and they are clearly not
getting addressed quickly enough around the lake. He feels Mr. Hebert is a big asset to the town.
He states that when it comes to beautifying Main St, he cannot think of anyone who has done
more in town to make Main St look better than him. He states that along the Bay you see Mr.
Hebert’s signs all over the place because he works 6-7 days a week. He states that it was always
a business next door. He states that it was a plumbing business when he moved in. He states that
He has known all of the businesses that have been there over the years. He states he does not see
why it’s unreasonable to have his business there. He admits there are a few pieces of equipment,
because it’s a different type of business. But it is still a business, still an office. He does not see
any reason not to let Mr. Hebert be there. He states he has had more problems with the elderly
community behind his house dumping brush down the hill than anything to do with Mr. Hebert’s
business. He states that his issue with the elderly community still has not been resolved. He
states that it is supposed to be a nice 18-unit elderly community that does not bother anybody,
but their landscapers dump 4 or 5 dump trucks down on my property. He states that nothing has
been done about it. He states that no one could figure out who did it. He states he asked if Mr.
Hebert would be willing to go and clean it up and he was willing to do it. He states that he feels
the board is alienating a good asset. He states that there are not a lot of septic contractors in town
and not enough to do all septics there. He states Mr. Hebert has not been dealt with honestly or
respectfully. He states that the Board attacked Mr. Hebert a lot the same as he was with his
property. He states the reason he had Mr. Hebert do his septic is because he was threatened with

Page 15 of 26



683
684
685
686
687
688
689
690
691
692
693
694
695
696
697
698
699
700
701
702
703
704
705
706
707
708
709
710
711
712
713
714
715
716
717
718
719
720
721
722
723
724
725
726
727
728

TOWN OF ALTON - ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES
November 7, 2025 APPROVED 12-04-2025

being thrown out of his house for not having a sanitary system. He states that he bought a house
on existing septic and it was not failed. He states he still spent $35,000 on a septic to have it
replaced. He does not feel that Mr. Hebert has been treated fairly by the officials in the Town of
Alton. He states he was standing on his front lawn while Ms. Ditri is in a Town vehicle using
cameras. He states that’s electronic use in a Town vehicle. He states that it is not right. He states
Mr. Hebert should be allowed to stay there with his equipment. He states that he is not bothering
anybody. He states if people take offense to a lot of new equipment he feels sorry. He states that
Mr. Hebert has been good to have for a neighbor. He asks if the Board has any questions for him.

Board declines.
Chair Rich asks if anyone else is in favor of this Appeal. He asks if anyone is opposed to it.

Ms. Murray introduces herself, owner of 214 Main St, abutter to property. She states that her
main issue with this matter is her sight. She states everybody flies down the street. She states she
is on two corners. She states she is happy that the tree was cut down. She states she could still
see between the trees. She states that Hebert trucks still park in the residential parking lot. She
states that when she showed pictures last time she was present, she states Mr. Flannery saw them.
She states they are not supposed to park there, that area is for residents. She states they still park
there. She states that she has pictures from last month and the month before. She states she
cannot see around the pickup trucks around the corner. She agrees they have made their parking
lot bigger but they put the snow in front of the sidewalk instead of in their bigger parking lot, out
of the way. She states she does not want to die backing out of her driveway, and that is her main
issue.

Chair Rich thanks Ms. Murray and asks if there are any more comments from her.

Ms. Murray states that the last time they were there she thinks the party was supposed to get a
permit. She states he (Mr. Hebert?) was going to do a new driveway from his abutting site
around to make a semi-circle for the Hebert trucks.

Chair Rich states it might require a State permit from the State.

Ms. Murray states that has not been done or inquired about.

Chair Rich states he has no idea whether that is the case.

Ms. Murray states it has not been approved.

Chair Rich states he does not think the State would allow that. He explains he is not the State. He
explains that that is a state road, and they give the permits to additional driveways as far as he

knows.

Ms. Murray states that it is fine. She inquires if they made a bigger driveway why don’t they
utilize it? She states that’s not being a friendly neighbor.
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Chair Rich asks if anyone else would be opposed to the appeal.

Mr. Heath states that if nobody else needs to or wants to talk right now, he wants to address a
couple of things that were said that he feels were very important. He agrees with Mr. Wentworth.
He states there’s a lot of non-conforming uses around town. He states some of them predate these
regulations. He states that in the essence of keeping consistency the Town does not allow
businesses or enterprises to operate without the accompanying state permits required. He states it
is a condition of any approval that goes out that all necessary local and state permits are
obtained. He states the one glaring issue with this is DOT has taken a stance that there is no
driveway cut. He states any increase to vehicles whether they are dump trucks or pickup trucks
increases the trip count. He states the reason that driveway wasn’t approved the last time was
because of line of sight. He states that it goes directly to the abutters (inaudible). He states the
other thing he would like to comment on is about Code Enforcement taking pictures or driving
by with a camera or targeting people or threatening people. He states that to classify that the job
by nature is not very popular. He states when you send an individual out to town to tell people
they are not following the regulations it’s not popular. He states that taking photographs is the
burden of the job to make a case that is provable on behalf of the town in front of the court. He
states it is the nature of the beast, it has to be done. He states that if they were to tell Code to stop
doing it, for example when the individual said he was forced or threatened to put a septic system
in because he didn’t have sanitary conditions, that is the burden we put on the Health Officer and
Code Enforcement to make those calls. He states he felt it was important that he came back up to
speak to that for the record and also for the Board.

Chair Rich asks how the Board would like to proceed.
Mr. Morgan suggests to close public input and debate it.
Chair Rich closes public input.

Mr. Morgan states he would like to discuss this. He feels there was good input on both sides. He
points out that this is not a Special Exception. He reminds the Board that they are discussing an
Appeal from an Administrative Ruling. He states this Board has very limited authority. He states
they do not have the authority to negotiate, he explains it is not their job. He states it is not a
Special Exception where they can grant these rights or put conditions on it. He states it is just a
matter of voting on whether it is an appropriate administrative decision. He states that what can
be taken into account in their considerations is much more limited than the breadth of the
testimony they have had this evening.

Mr. LaRochelle states he is struggling with the fact of the Cease and Desist. He states that they
already know the Special Exception was denied. He states that the Cease and Desist stops the
person from continuing to fix the property. He understands that there are some issues with the
State as far as the driveway is concerned. He states he knows there is some concern with the
expansion of the driveway area. He states that they know already that they are not supposed to
have a Special Exception for a Contractor Yard and that is not supposed to exist. He states there
has been equipment there. He states the pictures attest to that. He states the Code Enforcement
Officer attests to that. He states there has still been activity there. He states that the Board has
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been told that the activity there was strictly to finish the drainage and take care of it. He inquires,
where does the Board stand? If they follow through the Cease and Desist does that mean they get
everything off the property right now and everything goes and nothing gets finished?

Mr. Morgan states he thinks one paragraph in the Cease and Desist gives him 7 days to comply.
Mr. LaRochelle states he is not sure if that is doable or not.

Mr. Morgan states the letter is old and is just coming before the Board this month. He states he is
not sure if they still have 7 days or not but he thinks they only have the authority to vote up or
down on the Cease and Desist. After that it is up to the Applicant and the Town to try and figure
out how to rectify it. He does not think the Board can solve the problem.

Mr. LaRochelle agrees.

Chair Rich says he concurs with Mr. Morgan. He does not feel the Board can solve the problem.
He states they need to vote on the Cease and Desist.

Mr. Mankus agrees.

Chair Rich states that is what is before the Board. He states that it is up to the Applicant to work
it out with the Town and the Town Administration in terms of getting the other stuff done. He
states that the Board’s job is on the Cease and Desist. He states if they grant this Appeal then the
Cease and Desist does not exist. He states if the Board denies it then the Cease and Desist stays
in place.

Mr. LaRochelle agrees.

Chair Rich asks if he is stating that correctly.

Mr. LaRochelle agrees.

Chair Rich asks for a motion. He asks if Mr. Mankus has any further comment.

Mr. Mankus has no further comment.

The Board has no further comment.

Chair Rich asks for a motion.

MOTION: To deny the request for an Administrative Appeal from the Cease and Desist.
Motion by Mr. Morgan. Mr. Mankus seconds that motion. Motion passed unanimously.

ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL DENIED.

Board takes a five-minute break.
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Board reconvenes.

2. NEW APPLICATIONS

APPROVED 12-04-2025

Case #725-38
Jay & Julie Cleary, Owners

Map 12 Lot 92
Bear Pond Road

Special Exception
Rural (RU) Zone

A Special Exception is requested for Article 300, Section 360 to permit construction of a shed

larger than 240 sq ft as a principle building on a lot.

MOTION: To accept the application for Case #7Z25-38 as complete. Motion by Mr. Lee.
Second by Mr. LaRochelle. Motion passed unanimously.

Ms. Cleary states she and her husband purchased the property two years ago. She states they are
on a 45-acre lot, the driveway up to the lot is a road Northern Land Traders put in when they
cleared the lot 40 years ago. She states that she already engineered a house design and already
has a sep design but they are not in a position to build right now. She states that they plan on
building at the top. She states that until then because she and her husband are doing everything
themselves, they would like to put a shed at the top. She states that the abutter’s list is quite
large. She states that they cannot see her and she cannot see them. She states she brought this
before the Board to see if they can get the exception to put in a shed that is bigger than the 12x
20 that does not need to be permitted. Mr. LaRochelle asked if there have been any changes to
the applications since submitted in 2021. Mr. Lee asks how big the shed would be. Ms. Cleary
24x32. She states there is no electric or water up there. She states that the Conservation
Department had worried about wetlands. She states she has no wetlands. She states there is
probably 4 acres of pretty flat property. She states that her husband has put in the crushed gravel
next to that Conex container, on the left side of the ridge. She states that basically the property is
two ridges with a valley in between and both sides of the ridges are extremely steep. She states
you need to hold the trees to climb up. She states they wanted to put in a shed to house all of that.
She states when they do build, they would like to attach the utilities to the house and either have
it as a garage or barn or in law apartment or something like that. She asks if the board has any
questions. Chair Rich asks what the height of the barn is. She states 12.5 ft. Chair Rich states he
has an X on the plan and asks if that is where the shed is going. She confirms. Chair Rich asks
how they access this and if there is a road or a driveway that goes all the way to the top. She
states there are two roads. Chair Rich asks the distance from the road to the shed. She states it is
over 1000 ft. Mr. Mankus states She had mentioned 24-acre lot. Ms. Cleary corrects Mr. Mankus
and states it is a 44-acre lot. Chair Rich asks if there are more questions from the Board.

Chair Rich asks if there is any public input. Chair Rich asks if anybody present is in favor of this
Applicant’s application for the shed. Chair Rich asks if anybody is opposed to this Applicant’s
application for the shed. Chair Rich closes public input.

Chair Rich asks if Ms. Cleary would like to say anything else before the Board approves or
disapproves it. Ms. Cleary states she feels they provided everything that the Board needs. She
states they have improved the property and the neighbors know that. Chair Rich asks if the

board is ready to decide.
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The Board worked through the Special Exception worksheet.
Discussion — Case#Z25-38

The Board must find that all the following conditions are met in order to grant the Special
Exception:

Mr. Lee states a plat has been submitted in accordance with the appropriate criteria in Article
500 Section 520 B. The Board agrees.

Mr. LaRochelle states the specific site is an appropriate location for the use. He states it is simply
a shed being put up on a wooded property and believes this is very appropriate for the location.
The Board agrees.

Mr. Morgan states that actual evidence is not found that the property value in the district will be
reduced due to incompatible land uses. The Board agrees.

Mr. Mankus states that there is no valid objection from abutters based on demonstrable fact. The
Board agrees.

Chair Rich states there is no undue nuisance or serious hazards to pedestrians or vehicle traffic
including the location and design access of ways of off-street parking. The Board agrees.

Mr. Lee states adequate and appropriate facilities and utilities will be provided to ensure the
proper operation in the proposed use of structure. He states there are adequate and appropriate
facilities. The Board agrees.

Mr. LaRochelle states there is adequate area for safe and sanitary sewerage disposal and water
supply. He states this is a storage shed on a wooded lot so that does not apply at this time. The
Board agrees.

Mr. Morgan states that proposed use of structure is consistent with the spirit of this ordinance in
the intent of the master plan. The Board agrees. Chair Rich asks for a motion.

MOTION: To approve special exception from article 300 Section 360 for application #Z.25-
38. Motion by Mr. Morgan. Second by Mr. LaRochelle. Motion passed unanimously.

OTHER BUSINESS
1. Previous Business: (None)

2. New Business: Chair Rich states Discussion to consider rehearing request regarding
#725-35 Map 11, Lot 2813 for Thane LLC property owner submitted by Gary Boisvert,
Esq. This is a discussion by the Board and I do not think that we need to have any public
input but it’s an open discussion so the public can hear it, but it’s closed to any public
input. Just so the public knows that there is no public input. The Board has received
information from the Applicant and we will discuss it by the Board and make a decision
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based on whether we feel that there needs to be consideration for rehearing request that
the Board, if we make that decision for rehearing would be another hearing concerning
the Applicant in terms of this particular discussion.

Mr. LaRochelle states that he feels as though in lieu of looking at the Attorney’s letter and
looking through this that the Applicant should be granted a rehearing request on this
particular case.

Mr. Morgan agrees. He states this board has always been pretty liberal about allowing
rehearings just to make sure that they get it right and that the Applicants are given a fair
hearing. He states rehearing this case accomplishes that.
Mr. LaRochelle agrees.
Mr. Lee agrees. He states the level of detail and the comprehensive nature of the brief that
was put forward is excellent. He states it took a while to get through but it was very
informative and educational on a few different points. He states he would like to go
forward with a rehearing.
Mr. Mankus agrees for the same reasons. Chair Rich states that for all the same reasons it
is very comprehensive. He reviewed it in great length. He states there are several issues
that the Board needs to reconsider and listen to it more intently. Chair Rich asks for a
motion.
MOTION: To grant the request for the rehearing for case #72.25-35 Map 11, Lot 28-13 of
Thane LLC, property owner submitted by Gary Boisvert Esq. Motion by Mr. LaRochelle.
Mr. Lee seconds the motion. Motion passed unanimously.

Chair Rich states that rehearing is approved. Chair Rich states he imagines the rehearing would
be at the next meeting.

Ms. Ditri agrees.
Mr. Lee states December 4™,

Chair Rich states December 4. The next rehearing would be on December 41" just for the public
to know.

Ms. Ditri asks Chair Rich to consider a withdrawal from the Planning Board regarding the
second case that is a request for rehearing.

Chair Rich states we have a withdrawal.
Ms. Ditri states we have a request for rehearing for a case.

Chair Rich states, from Catherine Gould abutter.
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Ms. Ditri states the property owner is here and may be able to shed some light on this, but thinks
his plans will change a bit. She states she does not know how that will affect the Special
Exception that was granted or if that needs to be done again. She expressed uncertainty if the
case would be reheard regardless. She states she is not sure how to handle it. She asks Mr.
Lundy if he wants to give a synopsis of where things are at and if The Goulds want to go forward
with a rehearing or not.

Mr. Lundy states that he talked to (Jeff Hurtell?) and asked him if he would sell him an easement
through his property another access through his storage units onto Hodgdon Rd, a Class VI Road
that I just did the entrance to get up into his property. He said yes, he would. Mr. Lunday states
he would extend Hodgdon Rd at his own expense, another 50 ft to go right behind his building.
Mr. Lundy states he still wants his other entrance. He states he has a legal entrance there. He
states he wants to use the entrance onto Hodgdon Rd right onto the highway. He states that he is
making a deal with (Jeff Hurtell) on that.

Chair Rich states that the Board approved his ZBA. Chair Rich states that this rehearing request
is from one of Mr. Lundy’s abutters, Catherine Gould.

Mr. Lundy agrees.

Chair Rich states to the Board that he believes they have to rule on this here and whatever Mr.
Lundy decides that he wants to do in addition depending on how the Board rules on this matter
Mr. Lundy can bring up other things at that hearing. He states that he does not believe it is
appropriate for Mr. Lundy to bring up whatever additions he wants to do within this hearing
being heard.

Mr. Lundy agrees.

Chair Rich explains that what the Board has to decide is a rehearing for the approved ZBA,
should it be reheard based on the information they were given by the abutter. He states it is
irrelevant to what the Board is looking at. He states that Mr. Lundy has every right to the
Planning Board for an approval. He states that Mr. Lundy can do that even if someone appeals it.
He explains he would be doing it at his own risk. He explains that anything that the ZBA does or
has approved could be appealed an adjudicated by a court of law and anything that Mr. Lundy
might have done or any expense that he may have taken to do anything on his property could be
reversed. He asked if Mr. Lundy understood.

Mr. Lundy understands.
Chair Rich asks if the Board feels differently (and they don’t) they have a rehearing request and
as a Board have to decide if a rehearing is appropriate just as they did on the last case. He states

that they did feel they needed a rehearing.

Mr. Lee states that there is relevancy in the fact that if Mr. Lundy is making an adjustment to the
access road, it would be noteworthy a discussion with the abutters and even a rehearing gets
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scheduled it might get cancelled based on negotiation between you and any other parties
associated with it. He states that that is up to Mr. Lundy and the parties involved. He states that
the Board will vote on the rehearing portion.

Chair Rich asks for discussion consideration of a rehearing request for #225-36, Map 15, Lot 9-
3-1 for Catherine Gould abutter submitted by Stephen Gril, Esq.

Mr. Morgan states that in keeping with their pattern of a Board in being liberal and allowing
Appeals so they make sure they get it right and that everybody feels adequately heard he would
vote in favor of a rehearing.

Mr. Lee concurs with that.

Mr. LaRochelle states in all fairness he would have to agree.

Mr. Mankus agrees.

Chair Rich asks for a rehearing.

MOTION: To approve the request for a rehearing in case #72.25-36. Motion by Mr.
Morgan. Mr. Lee seconds that motion. Motion passed unanimously.

Chair Rich states that there will be a rehearing on December 4™ 2025 based on the Board’s
decision in all fairness to have a rehearing based on the information that was submitted by

Catherine Gould as the abutter.

Chair Rich states approval of the minutes from ZBA minutes of August 7, September 4" and
October 2",

Ms. Ditri states we are approving October 2" minutes only.

Chair Rich states we are only approving October 2nd minutes. He states they will not be
approving August 71 nor September 4" because they are still in the works. He states they are
approving with any changes. He states he hopes everybody got to see what the original draft was
verses what the new draft is. He asks if he needs time to read them. He asks for an approval.

Ms. Ditri asks for Motion to approve.

MOTION: To approve the October 2"%, 2025, public hearing for the Zoning Board. Motion
by Mr. LaRochelle. Mr. Mankus seconds the motion. Motion passed unanimously.

Chair Rich states that was just October 2",
Mr. Mankus states revised.

Chair Rich asks Ms. Ditri if there is any correspondence.
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Ms. Ditri states yes.
3. Correspondence: Yes
Mr. Morgan states he thinks this Board made quite a point of saying they didn’t think this was an
RV.
Mr. Lee states yes.

Mr. Morgan states he is unsure if the opinion they put out reflected that or not. He has a strong
sense that that was what the board was trying to say.

Mr. Lee agrees.
Ms. Ditri states that that might be beyond what the Board can do.

Mr. Morgan asks if they think the Board has to correct what they did before by going forward
with this.

Ms. Ditri states she does not believe a correction can be made on what was already done. She
states this will be step two which will go however it goes. She states there will be another
variance before the Board and they will have to decide on the case.

Mr. LaRochelle states that it will be another variance.

Ms. Ditri agrees.

Chair Rich states they approved the RV.

Ms. Ditri agrees. She states Section 5-356 but didn’t approve Section 412.

Mr. LaRochelle asks if they applied for 412.

Ms. Ditri states they did not.

Mr. LaRochelle asks if they were advised to use Section 412.

Ms. Ditri states they had one discussion where she told the Applicant what he wanted to do
wasn’t allowed by the Town’s zoning and he went to zoning on his own and filled out an

application. It was filled out before she had a chance to talk to him about it.

Mr. Lee asks that she notified them and this was just a couple of days ago. He states they will
have to wait until the case comes before them if they in fact apply.
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Ms. Ditri states that it was correspondence that was done regarding the Board here and what you
do here so it is important you know what I’'m doing and what I’'m saying and who.

Board agrees.

Chair Rich asks if the vehicle is already there.

Mr. LaRochelle says it is not.

Ms. Ditri states the mobile home is gone.

Chair Rich asks the RV is not there?

Ms. Ditri states that it is not there that she knows of.

Mr. LaRochelle within the last two or three weeks it was removed. There’s nothing there right
now.

Chair Rich states they approved this in August. It is now November 4™, Did you just notify them
now?

Ms. Ditri states yes. She states he got a demo permit for the manufactured home not too long
ago.

Mr. LaRochelle asked, he just got the demo permit?
Ms. Ditri states yes it has not been gone that long.
Mr. LaRochelle states a couple of weeks.

Ms. Ditri states she told him verbally and he did not agree with her on the phone so she followed
up with a letter.

Mr. LaRochelle states it was a shame that this was not brought to his attention at the time of the
hearing.

Ms. Ditri states that people don’t always listen or come in and talk to anybody they just apply.
He did the whole application himself and brought it in to Robin. She states she did not know he
was doing that until it was after the deadline date.

Mr. LaRochelle states that now the other building is gone.

Ms. Ditri agrees.

Mr. Lee states he appreciates the correspondence.
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MOTION: To adjourn the meeting. Motion by Mr. Lee. Second by Mr. Mankus. Motion

passed unanimously.
The meeting was adjourned at 8:00 PM
Respectfully Submitted,

Sandra Monaco, Recording Secretary
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