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Zoning Board of Appeals 

Virtual Meeting 

Wednesday, May 20, 2020 – 7:05 p.m. 

 

Participating electronically: Chairman Margaret M. Pinkham, Member Edward S. 

Robertson, Member John J. Ryan, Member Daniel Parrish, Member John Ray, and 

Alternate Member Richard Clancy 

  
1. Christopher Chase and Michael Chase, 391 Eastern Avenue, Lynn, MA 01902, Petitioners 

and Landowners, seeking a Special Permit from Section 7.3 of the 1985 Woburn Zoning 

Ordinances, as amended, to convert a single-family home to a 2-family home at 19 Center 

Street, Woburn, MA (continued from meeting of April 15, 2020): Chairman Pinkham said the 

petitioners are seeking a special permit for a 2-family use at 19 Center Street. She said the board 

received a communication from Christopher Chase on Tuesday, May 19, via email which was 

forwarded to all members of the board. She said Christopher Chase has requested leave of 

withdrawal without prejudice. Chairman Pinkham asked if anyone from the public participating 

on the Zoom platform wished to address the board about the petition. Jo-Ann Gorrasi, 19 ½ 

Hovey Street, said she lives 24 inches away from 19 Center Street. She said the applicants started 

construction a week ago, when she called City Hall. She said she spoke to a member of the 

construction crew named Alex who said one of the Chase brothers is still in Portugal. She said 

she called the Building Dept. and spoke with Building Commissioner Quinn who said he was 

going to come by. She said she has pictures of the roof, which she feels is unsafe, and she can text 

them to the board. Chairman Pinkham said the petition before the board is to convert a 1-family 

home to a 2-family home. She said the applicants are seeking to withdraw that request. She said 

the board is not aware of the status of the building permits. She said it is good Ms. Gorrasi 

reached out to the Building Dept. Ms. Gorrasi said it appears the petitioners are trying to convert 

the property to a 2-family on the fly. She said she found out this is not the only house the 

petitioners own. She said there was a couple that showed up on Sunday to look at the building. 

She said she cannot wait for this to stop. Motion made by Member Parrish and seconded by 

Member Robertson to grant leave of withdrawal without prejudice: Roll call – Member Parrish, 

aye; Member Ray, aye; Member Robertson, aye; Member Ryan, aye; Chairman Pinkham, aye; all 

in favor, 5-0.  

 

2. Yuan Zhang, 63 George Road, Winchester, MA 01890, Petitioner and Landowner, seeking a 

Variance from Section 6.1 of the 1985 Woburn Zoning Ordinances, as amended, for a 

reduction in the rear yard setback from 30 feet to 15.6 feet to construct an addition at 8 

Orange Street, Woburn, MA (continued from meeting of April 15, 2020): Chairman Pinkham 

said the board conducted a site visit on April 28. She said no votes were taken and there was no 

deliberation during the site visit. Member Ryan said it was helpful to see the site. He said he 

confirmed the area is very dense; very tight. He said he has a few concerns. He said he would like 

assurances from the property owner before he votes for this. He said he has drafted something. He 

said he would like to make the variance contingent upon the home remaining a single-family home. 

He said he would like to impose a condition on the numbers of cars parked at the property. He said 

he would like to impose a condition limiting the number of cars to the number of residents who are 

drivers licensed in Massachusetts. Chairman Pinkham said her reaction to that condition is what 

happens if Aunt Sally comes from out-of-state for a week to visit and would she be able to park 

there. Member Ryan conceded that is a good point. Chairman Pinkham asked Member Ryan what 

his concern is about parking. Member Ryan said he is concerned because there appear to be six 

parking spaces there. He said he is concerned there is enough parking for a multi-family use. 

Member Robertson asked the chairman to refresh his memory of the hardship that is being cited by 
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the petitioner. Chairman Pinkham said the petitioner has cited as a hardship the safety of his tenant’s 

children because they might trip over the bulkhead that was there. She said the petitioner also cited 

safety concerns about an easier means to egress from the premises. Member Robertson asked what 

the setback was without the addition. Chairman Pinkham said the lot came into existence because 

a variance was granted to allow for a subdivision. Member Robertson asked if the lot met the 30-

foot setback to begin with. Member Ryan said the setback was 23.5 feet. Chairman Pinkham said 

the existing setback is 23.5 feet and the petitioner is seeking a reduction to 15.6 feet. Mr. Zhang 

said the deck is only 10 feet from the back fence. Chairman Pinkham said the deck is less than 4 

feet in height. She said the zoning ordinance allows Mr. Zhang to have a deck there. Member 

Robertson asked if the bulkhead was replaced with a structure that was constructed without the 

benefit of a building permit. Chairman Pinkham said the entry way replaced the bulkhead. Member 

Robertson said he will support whatever Member Ryan wants to add in terms of conditions. Mr. 

Zhang said he built the entry way without being aware he needed a permit. Chairman Pinkham 

asked if anyone participating on the Zoom platform wished to address the board about the petition. 

There were no respondents. Member Ryan said the chairman made an excellent point about the 

parking issue and he will withdraw his proposed condition. He said he would still like some 

assurances the property will be used as a single-family home. Mr. Zhang said he will use the 

property as a single-family home. He said his neighbors and not his tenants are the ones who park 

on the street. Chairman Pinkham said the board typically adds a condition with language limiting 

the premises to a 1-use home. Mr. Zhang said he thinks that is a good idea. Chairman Pinkham said 

the condition will give the board assurances the home will remain single-family if Mr. Zhang does 

not own the property in 10 years. Member Ray asked what is the second idea that Member Ryan 

put forward. Chairman Pinkham said Member Ryan wanted to place a restriction on parking to 

vehicles owned by the tenants. Member Ray said the condition that the home must remain a single-

family implies that that the property owner agrees to periodic inspection to ensure there is a single-

family use. Motion made by Member Ray and seconded by Member Parrish to grant the variance 

with a condition that the premises must be used as a single-family home with the following 

conditions: 1.) The premises may only be used as a single-family home, and; 2) the special permit 

does not authorize any change in use; 3) the finished basement shall always be accessible from the 

first floor of the structure and must remain connected to the existing single family home, with an 

opening, entryway or doorway to enter the addition from the existing structure with no wall or other 

structural barrier constructed to block access between the finished basement and the first floor; 4) 

the finished basement shall not be rented or leased to third parties who are not related to the property 

owner; 5) current and future owners and occupants hereby authorize representatives of the City of 

Woburn to inspect  the premises, and shall be deemed to have consented to such inspections and 

shall allow access to the interior of the structures to establish compliance with these conditions; 

and 6) the Board’s grant of the Special Permit is not intended and shall not be construed so as to 

allow a separate rental unit or two-family dwelling, which use is expressly prohibited; 7) the 

variance is granted solely for the enclosed entry door over the stairs leading to the basement, it does 

not authorize any other portion of the rear exterior wall of the home to be extended closer to the 

rear lot line; and, 8) no other additions to the structure shall be applied for or approved; Roll call: 

Roll call – Member Parrish, aye; Member Ray, aye; Member Robertson, aye; Member Ryan, aye; 

Chairman Pinkham, nay; variance granted, 4-1. 

 

 

3. Courtney Roffi, 71 Sheridan Street, Woburn, MA 01801, Petitioner, and Jeffrey Dillon, 

Trustee, 63 Sheridan Street, Landowner, seeking a Special Permit from Section 7.3 of the 

1985 Woburn Zoning Ordinances, as amended, to raze and replace a single-family home on 

a non-conforming 10,747-square-foot lot at 71 Sheridan Street, Woburn, MA: Representing 

the petitioner was Attorney Joseph Papetti, 81 Farmland Road, Lowell, MA. Attorney Papetti said 

Courtney Roffi and Mary Dillon are participating in the meeting. He said Jeffrey Dillon had other 
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business to which he had to attend. Attorney Papetti said Courtney and Mark Roffi are both 

lifelong Woburn residents and that Mr. Roffi is a Woburn police officer. He said Ms. Roffi is a 

member of the fifth generation of Woburn residents and her family arrived in the city in the 

1800s. He said the property at 71 Sheridan Street has been kept in the family. He said they would 

like to raze the existing structure and replace it with a new modern home. He said it makes more 

sense for the petitioners to demolish the existing structure. He said the applicants have submitted 

letters of support from about 13 neighbors. He said the existing home has three bedrooms and one 

bathroom, and the new home will have four bedrooms and two bathrooms. He said there will be 

no violations to the dimensional requirements other than the minimum lot size requirement of 

12,000-square-feet. He said the single-family use is consistent with the neighborhood and the new 

home will not have a detrimental impact on the neighborhood. He said the petitioners hope the 

impact on water and sewer will go down. He said the petitioners are replacing an antiquated 

building, and that the neighbors seem to be in support. Chairman Pinkham asked if anyone on the 

board has questions. There were no respondents. Chairman Pinkham said when she first read 

through the petition, she thought there is an existing garage that was not being demolished but 

upon further review she said she determined the garage will be removed and not replaced. 

Chairman Pinkham asked if anyone from the public participating on the Zoom platform wished to 

address the board about the petition. There were no respondents. Member Parrish asked if the 

new home is going to comply with zoning restrictions regarding height. Attorney Papetti said the 

new home will be several feet under the 35-foot limit. Chairman Pinkham said she saw one 

measurement that indicated the home would be 36 feet high. She said the board could include a 

condition that the home meets the height limitation described in the zoning ordinance. Attorney 

Papetti said his clients have no problem with such a condition. Motion made by Member Ryan 

and seconded by Member Parrish to grant the special permit with a condition that the height of 

the new home must comply with the Woburn Zoning Ordinance;  Roll call – Member Parrish, 

aye; Member Ray, aye; Member Robertson, aye; Member Ryan, aye; Chairman Pinkham, aye; all 

in favor, 5-0. 

 

4.  Brendan and Pamela Clasby, 10 Cerqua Street, Woburn, MA 01801, Petitioners and 

Landowners, seeking a Special Permit from Section 7.3 of the 1985 Woburn Zoning 

Ordinances, as amended, to raze and replace a single-family home on a non-conforming 

10,000-square-foot lot at 10 Cerqua Street, Woburn, MA, 01801: Representing the petitioner 

was Scott Henderson, Henderson Consulting Services, Lexington, MA. Mr. Henderson said his 

clients are seeking a special permit for the construction of a new single-family home on a 

developed single-family lot. He said the R-1 zoning district was created in 1953 and the present 

home was constructed in 1954. He said the only dimensional requirement the lot does not meet is 

the 12,000-square-foot minimum lot size requirement. He said his clients are proposing to build a 

new home that will comply with all other zoning regulations. Chairman Pinkham asked if any 

members of the public participating on the Zoom platform wished to address the board about the 

petition. There were no respondents. Member Ray asked if the new home is going to abide by the 

height threshold set forth in the zoning ordinance. Mr. Henderson said the height to the peak of 

the roof is 34 feet. Chairman Pinkham said these applications for new homes when the only non-

conformity is the lot size seem easy and straightforward. She said she does not have any issue 

with voting in favor of the special permit. Motion made by Member Parrish and seconded by 

Member Ryan to grant the special permit; Roll call – Member Parrish, aye; Member Ray, aye; 

Member Robertson, aye; Member Ryan, aye; Chairman Pinkham, aye; all in favor, 5-0. 

 

5. Wendy A. Metz, 10 Rock Street, Woburn, MA, 01801, Petitioner and Landowner, seeking 

Variances from Section 6.1 of the 1985 Woburn Zoning Ordinances, as amended, for a 

reduction in the rear yard setback from 30 feet to 5.4 feet and a reduction in a side yard 

setback from 12 feet to 1.6 feet for the installation of a shed at 10 Rock Street, Woburn, 
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MA: Ms. Metz said she is seeking to install a shed in her backyard. Chairman Pinkham said the 

board has received an application, photographs and email communication from neighbors 

indicating they have no objection to the variance request. She said this is an accessory structure 

and under the tenets of the Woburn Zoning Ordinance a 30-foot rear setback is not required. She 

said the side setback of 12 feet is still required and therefore the petitioner does need relief. 

Member Parrish asked if the petitioner only needs relief for the side yard setback. Chairman 

Pinkham said that is correct. Chairman Pinkham said the plan indicates the shed will be less than 

two feet from the from the side lot line, but that the relief doesn’t match what is shown on the 

plan. Ms. Metz said there is enough room to put the shed 1.6 feet from the lot line. Chairman 

Pinkham asked Ms. Metz if she intends to place the shed square to the lot lines. Ms. Metz said she 

does. Chairman Pinkham asked where the 2.4-foot distance comes from. Ms. Metz said she does 

not know why that happened. Chairman Pinkham said the plan that was submitted shows the shed 

will be 5.4 feet from the rear lot line, but the shed will actually be four feet from the lot line, 

which the plan also shows the shed will be 1.6 feet from the lot line at one corner when it will 

actually be 2.4 feet. Ms. Metz said she was not aware she needed a plot plan. She said 5.4 

distance is acceptable to her. Chairman Pinkham said the shed is fine if it doesn’t get placed 

closer than four feet from the rear lot line. She said Ms. Metz does need relief because she is 

closer than 12 feet to the side lot line. Member Ryan said it looks like crushed stone has already 

been put down, but the stone appears to be at least four feet from the rear lot line. Ms. Metz said 

the crushed stone is indeed four feet from the lot line. Chairman Pinkham asked the petitioner 

which form of hardship she is citing in her variance request. Ms. Metz said there is a stone wall in 

her back yard. She said the slope and topography are such that she cannot place the shed 

anywhere else on her lot and comply with the zoning ordinance. Chairman Pinkham asked if any 

member of the public participating on the Zoom platform wished to address the board about the 

petition. There were no respondents. Member Ryan said he was inclined to vote in favor of the 

petition because there is no opposition from neighbors. He said he also agrees there is a 

topography issue. Motion made by Member Ryan and seconded by Member Ray to grant the 

variance; Roll call – Member Parrish, aye; Member Ray, aye; Member Robertson, aye; Member 

Ryan, aye; Chairman Pinkham, nay; motion passes, 4-1. 

 

6. Nicholas Davis, 23 Hart Street, Woburn, MA 01801, Petitioner and Landowner, seeking a 

Variance from Section 5.3.2 of the 1985 Woburn Zoning Ordinances, as amended, to 

increase a 3-foot fence to a 6-foot fence at 23 Hart Street, Woburn, MA: Representing the 

petitioner were Nicholas and Michelle Davis, 23 Hart Street, Woburn, MA. Chairman Pinkham 

said the petitioners have sent a letter from Sgt. Charles Stokes of the Woburn Police Dept.’s 

traffic division and a letter from neighbors who are in support of the Mr. Davis’ quest to increase 

the height of his fence. Chairman Pinkham asked if Mr. Davis is planning to install a swimming 

pool. Mr. Davis answered affirmatively and said he and his wife do not feel comfortable with a 

fence that is only four feet high around the pool. Chairman Pinkham asked where on the lot the 

petitioners are planning to install the pool. Mr. Davis said they want to put the pool as close as 

possible to the fence. Chairman Pinkham asked if it will be within the setback. Mr. Davis 

answered affirmatively. Chairman Pinkham noted the lot is a corner lot. Member Ray said a fence 

along the property line it typically not something the board looks upon favorably. He asked if 

there was any way the petitioners can relocate the pool and the fence about 10 feet from the 

property line. Michelle Davis said their yard is of good size, but they have a water problem on the 

opposite side of the lot. She said there is a mini-pond in the back corner of their lot. She said their 

children are five and seven. She said the flooded portion of the yard is submerged most of the 

year. Mr. Davis said there are also visibility aspects. He said he does not believe there will be any 

negative impact to the neighborhood. He said that’s why they had the neighbors sign the letter of 

support. He said he does not believe there are any objections from neighbors. Mrs. Davis said 

there is only one neighbor who is directly across from their backyard who might be affected 
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visually by the fence. She said that neighbor is ok with the new fence. Chairman Pinkham said 

the board needs to find there is a hardship. Mr. Davis said the shape of the lot and the slope are 

hardships. Chairman Pinkham said the petitioners currently have a fence that complies with the 

Woburn Zoning Ordinance. Chairman Pinkham asked if any from the public participating on the 

Zoom platform wished to address the board. There were no respondents. Member Robertson said 

he has lived in Central Square all his life and can attest to the water issues described by the 

petitioners. He said he understands a fence does not contribute to the water problem there. He 

attributed issues with flooding to the proximity to the Middlesex Canal. Member Ryan asked the 

petitioners to confirm the height of the fence along the Hart Street side. Mr. Davis said the height 

of the fence is three feet until it rises to six feet at the 25-foot setback. Mrs. Davis said people 

walking on the sidewalk can see over the fence and into the yard. Member Ryan said he is 

referring to the other side. He said it looks like it is below grade. Mr. Davis said there is a little bit 

of a difference. Member Ryan said he is leery of 6-foot fences, but the elevation of the Davis’ 

fence would not be six feet from grade. Member Ryan asked if the petitioners could pull the fence 

back five feet and add some shrubs to shield the fence. Mr. Davis said they lose most of their yard 

due to flooding most of the year and they would prefer not to do that. Mrs. Davis said there is a 

little room outside of the fence. Mr. Davis said the fence is about six feet off the street. Chairman 

Pinkham asked if the existing fence is on the property line. Mr. Davis said it is not. Chairman 

Pinkham asked if the Davis’ yard goes right up to the sidewalk. Mr. Davis said he believes it 

does. Member Ray asked if the petitioners intend to move the fence closer to the street. Mr. Davis 

said they do not. Member Ray asked if the petitioners are opposed to installing landscaping. Mr. 

Davis said any landscaping installed with the fence at its current location would be too close to 

the sidewalk. Member Ryan said pushing the fence back a few feet might be something to 

consider. He said he likes what Member Ray has to say. Chairman Pinkham said variances 

require very challenging legal standards, and she does not think the standards have been met. She 

said if the petitioners decide to put in a pool, a 4-foot fence with a safety enclosure will satisfy the 

zoning requirement. She said she understands the petitioners’ need for privacy, but she won’t be 

voting in favor. Member Parrish said he has made some mistakes in the past voting for fences on 

corner lots. He asked the petitioners if they have considered installing a 4-foot fence. Mr. Davis 

said a 6-foot fence is a lot safer and he wouldn’t feel comfortable with a 4-foot fence. Member 

Parrish said if everyone installs a 6-foot fence, the neighborhood loses its ambiance. Mr. Davis 

said there were about 45 neighbors who signed their petition in support of their petition. 

Chairman Pinkham asked the board members how they wished to proceed. Member Ray said he 

will not be making a motion to approve a 6-foot fence right along the sidewalk. Member Ryan 

said the applicant can consider alternatives. Mr. Davis asked if the fence could be installed a 

certain distance off the street, with plants as a buffer. Chairman Pinkham said the petitioners have 

the right to request a continuance. She said there are clearly members of the board who will not 

vote for the petition as it has been submitted. She said the petitioners can think about what they 

want to do and take their time. Mrs. Davis asked what their options are. Chairman Pinkham asked 

the members of the board if they wished to give the petitioners with any guidance. Member Ray 

said the idea is to figure out what works for their pool. He said they could move in the fence 10 

feet but that would take up a large portion of the petitioners’ back yard. He said he would prefer 

something that doesn’t obstruct the sidewalk; maybe 5-6 feet back from the property line. He said 

they need to come back with a plan that shows the dimensions from the lot line. Member Parrish 

said the board can continue the hearing until next month so the petitioners can submit a new 

drawing. Mr. Davis said they will come back with pool dimensions and shrubbery. Mr. Davis 

asked for a continuance. Motion made by Member Ray and seconded by Member Parrish to 

continue the public hearing until the board’s meeting in June. Roll call – Member Parrish, aye; 

Member Ray, aye; Member Robertson, aye; Member Ryan, aye; Chairman Pinkham, aye; all in 

favor, 5-0. Chairman Pinkham said the board will meet on June 17.  
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7. Patrick Snell and Christal Snell, 6 Dix Road, Woburn, MA 01801, Petitioners and 

Landowners, seeking a Variance from Section 5.3.2 of the 1985 Woburn Zoning Ordinances, 

as amended, to install a 6-foot fence at 6 Dix Road, Woburn, MA: Ms. Snell said they are 

seeking an extension to their 6-foot fence to enclose their existing pool. She said there is 120 feet 

of frontage. She they live on a corner lot. She said a 6-foot fence seems a little safer. She said they 

are open to any feedback from the board. She said their hardship is they are not able to utilize all 

the space on their property. Chairman Pinkham asked if there is another section of fence to enclose 

the pool. Ms. Snell said the pool was installed last fall and they have not yet put in the water. Ms. 

Snell said the neighbor at 4 Rich Road was nice enough to write a letter in support of the Snells’ 

petition. Member Ryan said the Google image he viewed is outdated. He said he is trying to get a 

handle on the scope of the fence. He said it looks like it will be quite a bit away from the property 

line, but it’s hard to tell how far. Ms. Snell said they are asking for relief to the sidewalk. Member 

Ryan said the intersection of Rich Road and Dix Road does not appear to have a stop sign, and if 

the fence is going to the corner, there may be a line of sight issue. Ms. Snell said their property line 

is 120 feet from Rich Road to Dix Road. She said the portion of the 40-foot section of fence will 

be 120 feet from any intersection. Member Parrish asked if the dotted line on the plans indicates 

the location of the fence. Ms. Snell answered affirmatively. She said the existing fence wraps 

around to the side yard. Chairman Pinkham asked if there is a fence along Rich Road. Ms. Snell 

said there is not. Chairman Pinkham asked if any member of the public participating on the Zoom 

platform wished to address the board about the petition. There were no respondents. Member Ray 

said he doesn’t like 6-foot fences along property lines and asked the petitioners if they would 

consider creating a buffer. He said there are other considerations besides sight lines like appearance. 

Ms. Snell asked for suggestions. Member Ray said for the petitioners to get his affirmative vote, 

they will have to install some type of buffer. Ms. Snell asked if that means the addition of shrubbery. 

Member Ray said the curbing on Rich Road isn’t that high, and that needs to be taken into 

consideration. He said he will leave it in the petitioners’ hands. He said he does not want them to 

install shrubbery and then have their petition denied. Ms. Snell asked if 4-5 feet back would be 

enough. Chairman Pinkham asked if there are sewer and drainage easements on her property. Ms. 

Snell answered affirmatively. Chairman Pinkham asked if the petitioners have the right to install a 

fence across the easements. Ms. Snell answered affirmatively. Chairman Pinkham said the plans 

indicate there will be a 15-foot drainage easement and a 5-foot sewer easement running parallel to 

the pool. She asked who the easements benefit. Ms. Snell said the easements benefit no one. 

Chairman Pinkham asked Ms. Snell if she has any easement documents. Member Robertson said 

he knows the city has easements in that area. Chairman Pinkham asked if there are sewer lines in 

the easement. She said the petitioners may be taking a risk by putting a fence across easements. 

She said the existing fence has a right angle on the side yard and there seems to be some symmetry 

to having it connect to the other corner of the house to the lot line. She said if the applicants can 

request to continue the hearing until the next meeting to give more thought to what they want to 

live with. She said there was a petition earlier this year for a fence that was continued for several 

months and that got old quickly. Member Ryan said the petitioners could give it their best shot to 

come up with alternate plans. Mr. Snell said they are only asking for 40 feet of fence. He said the 

state code requires a fence at least 4-feet high to enclose the pool. He said if they must move the 

fence back five feet to put up the fence they want, they are willing to do that. Chairman Pinkham 

asked the petitioners if they are making a formal request to allow a 6-foot fence that is five feet 

back from the property line. Member Ray said he would like to see some vegetation to obscure the 

white fence. Mr. Snell said that is not a problem. Member Ryan said he will support that. Mr. Snell 

asked if the board will require evergreen plantings. Member Ray said he is not going to tell the 

Snells what shrubs to use but suggested installing plantings that will have some height. Mr. Snell 

said they already have some arborvitaes on Dix Road. Member Ray said arborvitaes would be 

enough. Mr. Snell said they have no issue with arborvitaes. Chairman Pinkham asked how many 

arborvitaes will be installed. Mr. Snell said there will be a row. Motion made by Member Ray and 
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seconded by Member Parrish to grant the variance with the conditions that the 40-foot section of 

fence along Rich Road be set back five feet from the property line with a row of arborvitaes. Roll 

call – Member Parrish, aye; Member Ray, aye; Member Robertson, aye; Member Ryan, aye; 

Chairman Pinkham, nay; variance granted, 4-1. 

 

8. Approval of minutes from meeting of April 15, 2020: Chairman Pinkham said she made two 

corrections which she sent to the clerk. Motion made by Member Ray and seconded by Member 

Parrish to approve the minutes of the April 15, 2020 meeting, as amended; Roll call – Member 

Parrish, aye; Member Ray, aye; Member Robertson, aye; Member Ryan, aye; Chairman Pinkham, 

aye; all in favor, 5-0. 

 

9. Any other matter that may be legally before the Board: Chairman Pinkham said there is a 

letter in this month’s packet regarding the adoption of an ordinance change by the City Council 

that would allow the board to make minor modifications without the petitioner having to go 

through the public hearing process. She said it didn’t make sense for the applicants to go through 

the time and expense of re-filing for minor modifications. She said language was reviewed by 

City Planner Tina Cassidy and City Solicitor Ellen Callahan Doucette. She said the point of the 

exercise was to allow minor modifications without public hearings and notice. Member Ray 

asked how that would be posted on an agenda, and if it was listed separately. Chairman Pinkham 

said she hadn’t thought about that.  

 

10. Motion made by Member Robertson and seconded by Member Parrish to adjourn. Roll call 

– Member Robertson, aye; Member Parrish, aye; Member Ray, aye; Member Ryan, aye; 

Chairman Pinkham, aye; all in favor, 5-0.   Chairman Pinkham adjourned the meeting at 8:56 

p.m. 

 

ATTEST:                                                          ________________________ 

Gordon Vincent 

Clerk of the Zoning Board of Appeals 
 

 


