
TO: John P. Bohenko, City Manager

FROM: Joan M. Long, Planning Department

RE: Actions taken by the Portsmouth Board of Adjustment meeting held on June 18,
2002 in the Council Chambers, Municipal Complex, 1 Junkins Avenue,
Portsmouth, New Hampshire

PRESENT: Vice-Chairman, Charles LeBlanc, Jim Horrigan, Nate Holloway, Alain Jousse,
and Bob Marchewka

EXCUSED:  Chairman, Jack Blalock, Chris Rogers, and, alternate, David Witham

Please Note: Due to the length of Agenda, Public Hearings on applications #1 through #13 will
be held on Tuesday, June 18, 2002 and applications #14 through #16 will be held on the
following Tuesday, June 25, 2002 at 7:00 P.M. in the City Council Chambers, Municipal
Complex, 1 Junkins Avenue, Portsmouth, New Hampshire.

I. Approval of Minutes

Voted to approve the minutes from the Meeting of May 21, 2002 with the following amendment
that on Page 11 under Decision of the Board, the second sentence read that Mr. Horrigan
stated that given the surrounding properties, there would be no fair and substantial relief to
deny the application.  The sentence should have read that Mr. Horrigan stated that given the
surrounding properties, there would be no fair and substantial reason to deny the application.
The motion to grant with the above amendment passed unanimously with a 5 - 0 vote.

II. Public Hearings

1) At the request of the applicant, the Board tabled the following application to the
reconvened meeting on June 25, 2002 to be heard last on the Agenda the Petition of Susan
Turner, owner, for property located at 111 Wibird Street wherein Variances from Article III,
Section 10-302(A), Article II, Section 10-206(4); and, Article IV, Section 10-401(A)(2)(c) are
requested to allow a 21’ x 28’ one story addition to the rear of a single family dwelling with: a) a
7’ left side yard where 10’ is the minimum required, and b) a second dwelling unit on an 8,748 sf
lot where 15,000 sf of lot area would be required for two dwelling units.  Said property is shown
on Assessor Plan 134 as Lot 46 and lies within the General Residence A district.  Case # 36-02

2) At the request of the applicant, the Board tabled the following application to the
next scheduled meeting on July 16, 2002 the Petition of Victoria Smith and Robert Bowser,
owners, for property located at 692 State Street wherein the following are requested: 1) a
Variance from Article II, Section 10-206 to allow a dwelling unit in an accessory structure
(garage) for a total of two dwelling units on the lot, and 2) a Variance from Article III, Section 10-
302(A) to allow: a) two dwelling units on a 4,644 sf lot where 7,000 sf of lot area is required, b) a
2’ rear yard where 20’ is the minimum required, c) a 1’ left side yard where 10’ is the minimum
required; and, d) 43% building coverage where 35% is the maximum allowed.  Said property is
shown on Assessor Plan 137 as Lot 6 and lies within the Apartment district.  Case # 6-1



3) Petition of Ron and Lois Lawrence, owners, Marilyn Morrissey and Steve
Little, option holders, for property located at 524-526 Islington Street wherein a Special
Exception as allowed in Article II, Section 10-207(4) is requested to allow a professional office
(Audiology and Hearing Aids) in an existing 5 unit apartment building after combining 2
apartments on the first floor for the professional office.  Said property is shown on Assessor
Plan 156 as Lot 3 and lies within the Mixed Residential Business district.  Case # 6-2

4) Petition of Ann E. Beattie, owner, was granted as presented and advertised
for property located at 2 Sagamore Grove Road wherein the following are requested for a 20’ x
20’ one story detached garage: 1) a Variance from Article II, Section 10-208 to allow an
accessory detached garage for a single family dwelling in a district where dwellings are not
allowed, and 2) a Variance from Article IV, Section 10-402(B) and Article III, Section 10-304(A)
to allow a 10’ front yard where 30’ is the minimum required.  Said property is shown on
Assessor Plan 201 as Lot 3 and lies within the Waterfront Business district.  Case # 6-3

5) Petition of Virginia Ross and Gael Boyd, owners, was granted as presented
and advertised for property located at 328 Aldrich Road wherein a Variance from Article III,
Section 10-302(A) is requested to allow a 16’ x 25’ one story addition to the rear of an existing
building replacing an existing deck and 4’ x 24’ egress stairs to the right side of the building
creating 22.3% building coverage where 20% is the maximum allowed.  Said property is shown
on Assessor Plan 166 as Lot 49 and lies within the Single Residence B district.  Case # 6-4

6) Petition of Michael and Ann C. Bliss, owners, was granted as presented and
advertised with the stipulation that the steps not infringe any further than what is being granted
for property located at 48 Thornton Street wherein a Variance from Article III, Section 10-302(A)
is requested to allow a 4’ x 6’ one story addition to the right side and an 8’ x 8’ two story addition
to the front of the existing dwelling creating 27% building coverage where 25% is the maximum
allowed.  Said property is shown on Assessor Plan 143 as Lot 24 and lies within the General
Residence A district.  Case # 6-5

7) Petition of Dennis M. and Sandra Bridgeman, owners, was granted as
presented and advertised for property located at 1360-1362 Islington Street wherein a Variance
from Article III, Section 10-302(A), and Article IV, Section 10-401(A)(2)(c) is requested to allow
an 8’ x 45’ deck to the rear of and existing two family dwelling creating 27.6% building coverage
where 20% is the maximum allowed.  Said property is shown on Assessor Plan 233 as Lot 99
and lies within the Single Residence B district.  Case # 6-6

8) Petition of William K. and Amy M. Gum Jr., owners, was granted as
advertised and presented with the clarification that the 14’ x 26’ deck that was advertised
should have read that it is a 14’ x 26’ addition for property located at 71 Taft Road wherein a
Variance from Article III, Section 10-302(A) is requested to allow a 14’ x 26’ deck with a 26’ rear
yard where 30’ is the minimum required.  Said property is shown on Assessor Plan 247 as Lot
82 and lies within the Single Residence B district.  Case # 6-7

9) Petition of Stanley and Donna Nice, owners, was granted as advertised and
presented for property located at 14 Suzanne Drive wherein a Variance from Article III, Section
10-302(A) is requested to allow a 5’ x 14’ front porch creating 20.7% building coverage where
20% is the maximum allowed.  Said property is shown on Assessor Plan 292 as Lot 88 and lies
within the Single Residence B district.  Case # 6-9



10) Petition of 55 Congress Street Condo Association, owner, AT&T Wireless
Services Inc., applicant, was granted as advertised and presented with the clarification that
that there will be a total of four cabinets rather than five cabinets that was advertised for
property located at 55 Congress Street wherein a Special Exception as allowed in Article II,
Section 10-208(51) is requested to allow one additional telecommunication equipment cabinet
to the existing four cabinets on the roof for a total of five cabinets.  Said property is shown on
Assessor Plan 117 as Lot 9 and lies within the Central Business B and Historic A districts.  Case
# 6-10

11) Petition of Richard C. S. and Linda H. Harding Jr., owners, was tabled to the
July 16, 2002 meeting to allow for a complete set of detailed specification, dimensions and
drawings to be submitted for property located at 1808 Islington Street wherein a Variance from
Article II, Section 10-206 is requested to allow a second dwelling unit in the barn attached to the
single family dwelling in a district that only allows one dwelling unit on a lot.  Said property is
shown on Assessor Plan 241 as Lot 15 and lies within the Single Residence B district.  Case #
6-12

12) Petition of Kathryn R. Lynch and Robert J. Andelman, owners, was granted
as presented and advertised for property located at 3 Boyan Place wherein the following are
requested: 1) an Equitable Waiver as allowed in NH RSA 64:33-a (Equitable Waiver of
Dimensional Requirement) to allow a 13’3” front yard where 30’ is the minimum required, and 2)
a Variance from Article III, Section 10-302(A) to allow a 9’ x 39’ first floor addition onto the right
side of an existing dwelling 21 ½’ at the closest point and a second floor addition (1,064 sf) over
the existing garage, screened porch, and new addition with a one foot front overhang with a
12’3” front yard at the closest point where 30’ is the minimum required.  Said property is shown
on Assessor Plan 207 as Lot 30 and lies within the Single Residence B district.  Case # 6-13

13) Petition of Leonard and Ann Kovit and Mary Yager Estate, owners,
Bluestone Properties, Inc., applicant, was granted as presented and advertised to include
the representation made at the meeting that there will be landscaping at the front of the
property and that the Planning Board will ensure that the landscaping will be safe for the
line of sight for property located at 2236 Lafayette Road wherein the following are requested:
1) a Variance from Article III, Section 10-301(A)(8) to allow a 60’ front yard where 105’ is the
minimum required, 2) a Variance from Article III, Section 10-304(A) to allow a 13’ rear yard
where 50’ is the minimum required, 3) a Variance from Article XII, Section 10-1201(A)(3)(E) to
allow parking and maneuvering isles be located within 40’ of the front property line where a 40’
setback with landscaping is required; and, 4) a Variance from Article XII, Section 10-1203(A)(1)
to allow a loading zone to be within 25’ of the rear property line where 50’ is the minimum
required.  Said property is shown on Assessor Plan 267 as Lot 2 and lies within the General
Business district.  Case # 6-14

III. Adjournment

Voted to adjourn the meeting at 9:00 p.m. and meet at the reconvened meeting on June
25, 2002 to complete the Agenda in the City Council Chambers at 7:00 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Joan M. Long
Secretary
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