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Notice
Request of a Variance

Application Review and Public Hearing
11-5-20

To:  All abutters and others to be notified
From: Zoning Board of Adjustment

Under the authority of New Hampshire Law (RSA 674:33), the Zoning Board of
Adjustment will hold a public hearing regarding a request for a variance and special
exception. Before an application can be considered all abutters shall be notified by
certified mail.

The Winchester Zoning Board of Adjustment will be meeting on 11-5-20 at 7pm on the
Main Floor of the Town Hall, 1 Richmond Road for the following: The board will review
for acceptance an application for a variance request of Article X, D, setbacks to enlarge a
deck. The application is submitted by William & Suzanne O’Donnell for property located
at 44 Headlands Road, map 33, lot 12-1. If the application is found complete the board
will move into a public hearing on the matter.

If a decision is not reached the hearing will continue at the following meeting without
further notice. The application is available for review in the Land Use Office during
regular business hours and on the town website, winchester-nh.gov.

Respectfully,
Margaret Sharra, Land Use Administrator



RECEIVED
0CT 09 2020

. OWN OF WINCP {ESTER
Application for: \/ﬂ/” :z,m(‘,t__ e Date: f /é)\?@ USEQFFICE

Map# SEiL Lottt 13 "i S—

Name & address of applicant: M. 4 MysS. Jillam & Cbonm-::// L1

119 Can d/{e'iu't cE L)/]\/‘f .V Z IR ‘,'?yz ok Lj_;,h 7
Email: MIOOL[ 2 @ﬁnﬂufq/ lom_ hore (EQig 53—‘1" ngéb
Namc & address of owner: (4,’_; thianm .0 Dopnell g, g,( QUL f)ﬂ.

2 Donnell //9 Candhyuye € paove, &fcfg%%%ﬁw Cr Gl
Email: _lA.‘afZ!/ QOYL"%VC/ ) %onc E&,;O) ;{/»’)9—5‘@

Location of property4/4/_(fea 4{@714%%[5 fz‘l _ Zoning District: %LI ’ é‘/’ ﬁ’bk 07‘“‘” D s frre s

Description of propeyty (mcludu a plot plan, frontage, side &rt,dr hnes watel structures,

cte) Aamily home . [lsulod [ike 10 e Jan
w:a%hﬁlse ;&; f/w Af_aé; éi/(?:;//d/ adsd

wilg o Q-AL dhe sty beclroon
1e' dib)e ﬁl A’JMS—Q-

e olr“:/c,wa/y
Proposui usc/existing use: Pdf(‘ Yz a//zc/ Zje (/K ,

Fill out the attached abutters list and submit the non refundable fec of $150 with the completed
application and other necessary forms at lcast 21 days prior to the review by the ZBA. The ZBA
generally meets on the sccond Thursday of each month if there is business. A complete

~ application will be reviewed for acceptance before d public hearing is held within 30 days. You or
your representative must be present at the hearing. All owners NOT representing themselves must
submit 4 letter of representation for the applicant with the application.

Pleasc complete and submit the following appropriate page(s) for the request of a variance, a
special exception, an equitable waiver of dimensional requirements, an appeal from an
administrative decision or a rehearing. Attach all other supporting documentation to the
application.
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After the public hearing, the board will typically render a decision within 30 days. You will be
sent notice of this decision. If you believe the board’s decision is wrong, you have the right to
appeal. The Selectboard or any party with standing has similar rights of appeal. With an appeal,
you must first ask the board for a rehearing. All requests shall be subiitted on the appropriate
ZBA forms and include the required fee. The motion must be made within 30 days of the decision
and must set forth the grounds on which the claimed the decision is unlawful or unrcasonable.
The board may grant a rehearing il it is determined there were errors of law or new information is
stated in the motion. Notice to the public and abutters are required for a rehearing. Refer to RSA
677:2 and RSA 676:7 for details.



Variance:

The undersigned hereby requests a variance to the terms of Article )< , scction \b_ 5
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Facts supporting the variance request:

1. Granting or ithe vatmncc will not be contrary 1o the public interest because:
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2. The spmt of the ordinance is  observed because:

3. By granting the varian Jibblanlla] JllbthC ‘would be done because:
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5. Literal enforccmem of the pmvmom of the ordinance would result in
unnecessary hardship; owing to special conditions of the - property that distinguish it from
other properties in the area, because:

a) No fair and substantial relationship cxists between the general public
purposes of the ordinance provision and the specific application of that provision to the
property because:

_See gifached .

and b) the ploposed use is a reasonable one because:

- Or: pr]am ‘how if the criteria of (a)&(b) are not Lstabhshed an unm,ceﬂ;sary hdrdslnp
will be deemed to exist if, and only if,-owing to special conditions of the property that
distinguish it from other properties in the area, the property cannot be reasonably used in
strict conformance with the ordinance, and a variance is therefore necessary to enable a
reasonable use of it.




William E. O’Donnell, Jr.
Suzannc C. O"Donnell
119 Candlewyck Drive
Newington, CT 06111
(860) 324-7286

October 9, 2020

Zoning Board of Adjustment
Town of Winchester

i Richmond Road
Winchester, NH 03470

Attn: Margaret Sharra

RE: Application for a Variance for 44 Headlands Road, Winchester, NH

Dcar Zoning Board of Adjustment:

Enclosed is an Application for a variance regarding our property at 44 Headlands Road in
Winchester, New Hampshire.

We are requesting to modify the previously existing porch of 7 x 7 feet to a 7 x 12 oot porch.
We are requesting that we add 5 feet to the night of the existing porch which from the edge of the
porch at the 12 foot mark is 8 feet 7 inches to the fence. As we extend the poreh to 12 feet it gets
farther away from the fence. See pictures attached.

Since we purchased our home in 2016, we have made several improvements which has added to
the home values in the area. This small addition to the porch will add value to our property and
the neighborhood. Our porch would not cause any tratfic concerns for the neighbors or visitors
to the lake. The poreh is currently in the back of our property facing the fence. There is no one
living behind our home.

I have enclosed pictures with the dimensions for your convenience.



We would also like to ask for a variance to replace the balcony which was previously located in
front of our home. The balcony was originally 3 feet x 10 feet. We would like to propose
replacing the balcony to the left of our home facing the driveway. The balcony would be 10 feet
x 10 feet. The proposed balcony would be 12 feet from the road and would be 10 feet from the
abutters property linc. The balcony will provide a view of the lake from our property. 1t will be
cqually distributed to the side of the house. This would raise the value of our property, which
would be a great real estate comp for pcople who tive in the Forest Lake District. This would be
acsthetically pleasing to the eye and it would not causc any traffic issucs.

The reason we had to remove the balcony was because water was getting behind the wall and
rotted out the front structure of our home due to poor maintenance and neglect of the property
from the previous owner and poor cantilever design. We were forced to remove it for safcty
reasons. The home was vacant for many years and was an eye sore to the neighborhood. This
made the home unpleasant to ook at and brought down the values of the neighborhood.

1. The variance will not be contrary to the public interest. The porch is located in the back
of our home which will not cause any tratfic issues or impede the neighbors view in any
way. This will not cause any negative impact to the public interest. The balcony would
be located on the left side of our house facing our driveway and would not cause any
traffic concerns.

2. The variance will not be contrary to the spirit of the ordinance and will not negatively
impact the neighborhood.

The porch as well as the balcony would be acsthetically pleasing and would be an
improvement to the neighborhood. Granting the variance will not be contrary to the spirit
of the ordinance and will not negatively impact the neighborheod. Granting the vanance
will not cause traffic concerns.

3. By granting the variance substantial justice would be done because if it 1s not granted,
there would be a monetary loss to the property owner. The request for a variance would
not cause harm to the general public. It will improve the neighborhood.

4. The value of surrounding properties are not diminished because the property would
increase in value with the improvements that have been made and would raise the value
of our property along with neighboring homes. The improvements have made the
ncighborhood more aesthetically pleasing which makes the neighborhood a more
desirable place to live.



5. Literal enforcement of the provisions of the ordinance would result in unnecessary
hardship; owing to special conditions of the property that distinguish it from other
propertics in the arca, because: The previously cxisting porch was not
aesthetically pleasing. The porch was in dirc need of repair and had many holes
in the screened in porch and the wood was all rotting around the frame of the
porch. The porch was originally built on concrete blocks. The porch will now be
built on footings which, we feel, will make the porch more secure,

a) no fair and substantial relationship exists between the general public purposes of
the ordinance provision and the specific application of that provision to the property
because: The proposed variance will have a positive impact on the neighborhood. If
the variance is not granted, it would make our property less valuable which, in turn,
would affect the values of the neighborhood.

b) The proposed variance request is a reasonable one because: The porch is located in
the back of our home which will not cause any traffic issues or impede the neighbors
view in any way. This will not causc any ncgative impact to the public interest. The
balcony would be located on the lett side of our house facing our driveway. The
balcony would be located on the side of the house and would be farther from the road
than the original balcony.

Thank you for your consideration of our variance requests.

Ver

truly yours,

ﬂm-@@@%&é&,

uzaine C. O'Donnell
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