City of Rochester, New Han:
Zoning Board of Adjustment

Variance Application

DO NOT WRITE IN THIS SPACE
TO: BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT CASE NO.
CITY OF ROCHESTER
DATE FILED l0[‘23 Zl

ZONING BOARD CLERK

Applicant: ,S"f_'ﬂ/e/t/ ’"LW{"QY /{
E-mail: SJhaMT‘paVA 6 C"f"“;l’com Phone: (903~58l‘30‘-[9.
Applicant Address: S wilSow ..ﬂ Qackﬁf&" NH- 03361

Property Owner (if different):
Property Owner Address; o] C"“Sa’/ S f‘-
Variance Address: 5 Wﬂ&ﬂl\l S“

Map Lot and Block No: 8\0(‘,\,\:“: ';28 N L0+ “ d qu

Description of Property: S?UJLQ, “FQM.B home,

Proposed use or existing use affected: ‘S'}c}m? e

The undersigned hereby requests a variance to the terms of the Rochester Zoning Ordinance, Ch. 275, Section 2 ®»2.

. al i
and asks that said terms be waived to permit '“\-::_ C!)U\-f\!hﬁ"riou O'PA & X & SheA

iwdAe the fof set foaclk Cvom profecky lire, prw_&ﬁm_iﬂﬂﬁm_lL.

The undersigned alleges that the following circumstances exist which prevent the proper enjoyment of his land under
the strict terms of the Zoning Ordinance and thus constitute grounds for a variance. | understand that while
presenting my case the testimony should be confined to the 5 criteria and how they pertain to my case.

Signed:./ )/ Date: jOQXTIZOZ'




City of Rochester, New Hampshire
Zoning Board of Adjustment

Variance Criteria

1} Granting the variance would not be contrary to the fubllc mterest because
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3) Granting the variance would do substantial Justlce because:
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4.) If the variance were granted, the values of the surrounding properties would not be diminished because:
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5.) Unnecessary Hardship:
a. Owning to special conditions of the property that distinguish it from other properties in the area,

denial of the variance would result in an unnecessary hardship because:
i. No fair and substantial relationship exists between the general public purposes of theordinance
provision and the specific application of that provision to the property because:
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And:
ii. The proposed use is a reasonable one because:

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