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Case # 1045

Notice of Decision

You are hereby notified of the Decision in the case of:
Case # 1045: Richard Kohlmorgan,  220 Woodbound Road, Rindge, NH 03461. 603-899-2069. Map 11 / Lot 1-1: Variance Application from Article V, Section A of the Rindge Zoning Ordinance to permit earth excavation of approximately 13,500 cubic yards in the Residential / Agricultural zoning district.
Sitting on this case: Drouin, Breckenridge, Thomas, Stenersen, Sirvint
The Board found that:

1. The variance use would not be contrary to the public interest because: 

It would not alter the character of the neighborhood and it would not
threaten the public health, safety or welfare. 

Vote:  Y          (All)                         N:                                           

2. Granting the variance would do substantial justice because: 

It would benefit the public to have sand available for purchase, it is far
enough off the road so as not to cause distraction to the residents, and there
is no gain to the general public by refusing this variance. 

Vote:  Y          (All)                         N:                                           

3. The variance would be consistent with the spirit and intent of the Rindge Zoning Ordinance because:

It would seem to be consistent with past use and the other small, isolated gravel pits in town. 

Vote:  Y          (All)                         N:                                           

4. Granting the variance would not diminish surrounding property values because:
This property has already been used for gravel excavation, and once the 
gravel operation is complete and the pit is reclaimed, the land will revert to an approved contour.

Vote:  Y          (All)                         N:                                           

5. Special conditions do exist on the property that distinguish it from other properties in the area, such that literal enforcement of the ordinance results in unnecessary hardship.

The 45-acre parcel includes an existing pit and only one acre is proposed for excavation. That acre includes knobs that would lend themselves to being leveled and the land is buffered from the road since the road since the frontage is narrow and there is greater backland. 
Vote:  Y          (All)                         N:                                           

5a. No fair and substantial relationship exists between the general purposes of the Zoning Ordinance provision(s) and the specific application of the provision(s) to the property because:

As 5 was passed, 5a was not needed.
Vote:  Y          (All)                         N:                                 

AND

5b: The proposed use would be a reasonable one because:
Same as 5a.

Vote:  Y          (All)                         N:                                           

The Variance was granted because:  
The five criteria and all the conditions were met

Bill Thomas motioned to grant the variance with the recommendation that the Planning Board consider the Conservation Commission’s August 23, 2012 site report. Marcia Breckenridge seconded. 
Vote:  Y          (All)      5-0                   N: 
Respectfully submitted,
Joseph C. Hill MD
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