Beloin Findings and Decision

Town of Development Review Board

Application for a Variance for Carport and Ramp from Front-yard
- Setback Requirements and Review under Flood Hazard Zoning Bylaw

for a Non-Complying Structure

In re: Denis and Margaret Beloin, 564 Pleasant Valley Road, Underhill

Docket No. DRB-07-4

INTRODUCTION AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY

1.

This proceeding concerns the application request of Denis Beloin for a variance
from the front-yard requirements of the Underhill Zoning Regulations, §VIII (E)
(1), which requires a 200-foot setback for the Scenic Preservation zoning district,
and §ITI(N)(1), which states that a non-complying structure shall not be expanded
or modified in a manner not in compliance with zoning requirements without
previous approval by the Development Review Board (DRB).

On January 4, 2007, the Applicants submitted an application for a variance
hearing for a proposed carport and wheelchair ramp.

. OnJanuary 18, 2007, notice of a public hearing was published in the Mountain

Gazette.
On January 18, 2007 notice of a public hearing was posted at the following
places:

The Underhill Town Clerk’s office

The Underhill Center Post Office

The Underhill Flats Post Office

The Deborah Rawson Memorial Library
The subject property

O Re e

On January 18, 2007, a copy of the notice of a public hearing was mailed to the
applicant and the following abutters:

DEO008, Ertle & Coughlin, 8 Deane Road, Underhill, VT, 05489

PV554, Bower & Claxton, 554 Pleasant Valley Road, Underhill, VT, 05489
DEO004, Deforge & Scribner, P.O. Box 125, Colchester, VT, 05446

PV558, Clayton & Ryan, P.O. Box 187, Underhill Center, VT, 05490

e o

A site visit was conducted on February 3, 2007 at 11:00 AM: The application was
considered by the Development Review Board at a public hearing an February 3,
2007 at 6:45 PM.
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Beloin Findings and Decision

Side & Rear Setbacks: 75'

Accessory: 20" side and rear lot lines

Driveway: 20" side and rear lot lines
Variances

1. This is an existing small lot, + 2.94 acres in a 10-acre zoning district, with a house
on it that predates (1940) the minimum lot size requirements. .

2. The house is situated in a floodplain, per the National Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) map 10B for Underhill, VT. .

3. The existing house is a non-complying structure, with the front-yard setback
being 22 feet.

4. The proposed carport and ramp are located behind the front plane of the house.

5. The proposed carport meets the side-yard and rear setback requirements for the
zoning district.

6. The proposed carport and ramp do not further encroach upon the front-yard
setback.

7. Because of the small lot size, the age of the house, and the existing
nonconformity, the property could not be developed in strict conformity to the
requirements of the zoning district.

8. The Applicant did not create the necessity for the variance as the lot and the house
pre-exist Underhill Zoning Regulations.

9. The character of the area is residential and the proposed additions to the house

will not change that.

10. The variance is the least required to afford relief.
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