Town of Hampton; Zoning Board of Appeals

Special Meeting r}:wre[ej oF
19 July 2012

Call to order/roll call at 7:20pm members present, Edward Burchfield Chairman, George Miller, Tom
Curry, Morris Burr, and Linda Seretny.

Alternate Joan Freeman present but not seated, the Chair acknowledges and appreciates her dedication
to the Board and the Town.

Audience for Citizen: None

Approval of Minutes: From the Public Hearing, and Special Meeting of 2 June, 2011. |
Miller moved and Curry seconded to approve the minutes of 06-02-11, carried unanimously.

Old Business: None
New business:

A. Lee, C. Higbie & Bette Jane Briggs of 6 Hammond Hill Rd. to appeal the Zoning regulation 4.1
regarding a 50’ front yard sethack requirement, (22’ requested) for the purpose of mstallmg a porch on
the front entryway.

The Chair asked the applicant if they had considered moving the entryway right or left of centerline of
the house. The applicant responded in that they had not. _
The chair asked, how the apphcant would be lmpacted if they had to move the entryway right or left of
centerline. The applicant responded that this would not bie their preference. Discussion ensued asto
the feasibility of moving the entryway as well as the impact of a ppearance/character of the structure.

- Morris Burr made the point that since this particular house was built that the road has been widened
encroaching on upon whatever setback that there is.

A motion was made by Seretny to approve the application and seconded’ by Curry. The chair explained
that there are requirements to be met for approval and offered ari example for readlng to Board;
Seretny read the example motion to the Board. The readmg is as fol!ows '

“The house floor plans doesn’t allow for a reasonable option of moving the entry {front door} due to the
stairs leading to the 2™ floor; and/or without also potentially adversely impacting the overall look or
character of the front of the structure. The placement of the house on the lot which predates zoning
regulations (regulations do not consider this unique placement) has not been found to apply generally to
other properties within the district, or be strictly of a financial concern, but does cause an unnecessary
hardship for the applicant.”

“Adding a porch to as requested would be in the best interest of the applicant and the Town in support of
these regulations and more specifically aifow for the health, safety, convenience, and general we!fare of
the occupant and of the public visiting the property; will maintain the character of the structure which

. sits among other historic properties adjacent to main street thereby supporting the integrity of area
property values and these regulations.”



“Approval of this request will complement our efforts to preserve and protect:the unique rural character
of the town and allow for the changing needs of the citizenry as they age making ingress/egress safer
without detriment to the public or these regufatfons

“I move to approve the application for variance requested by lee C. Higbie & Bette Jane Briggs
concerning the property Iocated at 6 Hammond Hill Rd., Hampton, Ct.,, permitting a 22’ front yard
setback requirement for the puirpose of erecting a front porch to the existing entryway

The Chair advised the board to _inclu_de_ the specific information leading 1o its” decision into the motion,

After the Chair explained the process for amending or withdrawal of a pending motioh, t;he:;boell'd
unanlmouslv approved Seretny’ s request to withdraw her motion. .

The Chair directed the members’ attention to Article i, and para.7. 4 of the Zomng regulations J e
explaining the need for clarity of the mot:on to address the specific reqwrements for approva[ or demai

Curry asked if he needed to restate the language of the previously read statement in a motion, the Chair
responded that if that was the language desired then it was already in the record and could snmply be
referenced as part of a motion.

Curry moved 1o approve the appllcatlon seconded by Mliler The Chalr reaterated that the mot:on made
was in reference to the language of the aforementioned readmg, with no reservation from Board
members. All in favor, motion carries... ;

The list of adjacent property owners and malllng documents are |ncluded in thls record w1th a smgle
wrltten response from Ann Gruenberg of 295 Mam St., statlng she has no objectlon to the apphcatlon
The Chair reminded the eoplicant of the p"rocess' for ﬁlihg with the town clerk (teé 'a‘;ipnes') and"of a Iegel
notice of Board decision. .. :

B. Review of proposed changes to the Zoning Regulat'ions" |

There are new regulations in place and no new proposed regulations at this time, although the town.
website shows the regutattons as proposed Copies of the new/current regulatlons were distnbuted

Discussion ensued as to whether or not the PZC shou!d be forma!ly notlfymg the ZBA as to regulatlon
changes so as to gather input prior to implementation.

Cohilrhunicati_ons_: Note from _Ano Grd_en__betg.'
Au_d_ie'nce for citi;eos_‘;_ N_ohe
Adjournment: At 8:43pm.

Recorded by the _C_hait
Edward Burchfield



