
Town of Scarborough 
 

Zoning Board of Appeals       September 8, 2010 
AGENDA 

 
1.  Call to Order (7:00 P. M.) 
 
2.  Roll Call 
 
3.  Approval of Minutes (August 11, 2010) 
 
4.  Appeals 
 
a.  Appeal No. 2379 – A Special Exception Appeal by Arthur and Barbara Smith, 2 Gunstock Road, 
Assessor’s Map U4 Parcel 35, to create an Accessory Unit in their home in the R-2 Zone 
 
b.  Appeal No. 2380 – A Special Exception Appeal by Ellen Moskevich, 16 Seavey Landing Road, 
Assessor’s Map R85 Parcel 14, to operate a home occupation as a piano teacher in the R-2 Zone 
 
c.  Appeal No. 2381 – A Special Exception Appeal by Central Maine Power Co., for a six month 
extension on a previously approved appeal to construct a new transmission line in their right of way in 
West Scarborough 
 
d.  Appeal No. 2382 – A Limited Reduction of Yard Size Appeal by Nicholas and Kathleen Alfiero, 41 
Pearl Street, Assessor’s Map U2 Parcel 12, to construct a garage 10 feet from the front property line and 
10 feet from the side property line in the R-4 Zone 
 
e.  Appeal No. 2383 – A Limited Reduction of Yard Size Appeal by Thomas and Karen Lafferty, 8 
Minuteman Drive, Assessor’s Map U3 Parcel 3, to square off existing deck 12 feet from the side property 
line in the R-2 Zone 
 
5.  Zoning Board Comments 
 
6.  Adjournment 
 
 

NO NEW APPEALS SHALL BE TAKEN UP AFTER 10:30 P. M. 
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Zoning Board of Appeals       September 8, 2010 
MINUTES 

 
Members Present      Staff 
 
Mr. Dillon       Mr. Grysk, Code Enforcement Officer 
Mr. Loisel       Ms. Logan, Recording Secretry 
Mr. Maroon 
Mr. Stark 
 
1.  Call to Order  
 
Mr. Maroon called the meeting to order at 7:00 P. M. 
 
2.  Roll Call 
 
The Recording Secretary called the roll; Messrs. Crockett and Macisso were absent. 
 
3.  Approval of Minutes (August 11, 2010) 
 
Mr. Dillon moved to approve the minutes of August 11, 2010; Mr. Loisel seconded. 
 

Voted 4-0 
4.  Appeals 
 
a.  Appeal No. 2379 – A Special Exception Appeal by Arthur and Barbara Smith, 2 Gunstock Road, 
Assessor’s Map U4 Parcel 35, to create an Accessory Unit in their home in the R-2 Zone 
 
Mr. Smith stated that he and his wife had lived in their home for 32 years and would rather not move to   
a new neighborhood and wanted to create an accessory unit in their basement in the event either of them 
could no longer use the stairs.  He explained that the rooms in the basement of the split foyer home could 
easily become a living room, kitchen and a bedroom and the existing half bath could be made into a full 
bathroom.  Mr. Grysk stated that the appellants had done some renovations and wanted to keep the 
kitchen on the second floor; he stated that they met the square footage requirements.   
 
Mr. Maroon and Mr. Smith addressed the criteria and the Registration of Accessory Units form.  Mr. 
Grysk stated that the Code Enforcement Office had received renovation plans.  Mr. Maroon stated that  
he was comfortable with the Board not seeing plans since a split foyer was standard.   
 
Mr. Maroon opened the public hearing; no one spoke for or against the appeal; Mr. Maroon closed the 
public hearing. 
 
Mr. Dillon moved to approve the appeal as presented; Mr. Loisel seconded. 
 

Voted 4-0 
 
b.  Appeal No. 2380 – A Special Exception Appeal by Ellen Moskevich, 16 Seavey Landing Road, 
Assessor’s Map R85 Parcel 14, to operate a home occupation as a piano teacher in the R-2 Zone 
 
Ms. Moskevich stated that she had taught piano lessons for 20 years and had created a studio in her home 
in the hopes that she would be able to teach at this location.  She stated that she would not teach during 
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school vacations or on weekends; she stated that she would teach after the regular school day and would 
have no lessons after 8:00 P. M.  Mr. Grysk stated that this was a straightforward, one person home 
occupation. 
 
Mr. Maroon and Ms. Moskevich addressed the criteria. 
 
Mr. Maroon opened the public hearing; no one spoke for or against the appeal; Mr. Maroon closed the 
public hearing. 
 
To a question from Mr. Loisel, Ms. Moskevich replied that there was a turnaround in her driveway and no 
one would have to back into the street. 
 
Mr. Dillon moved to approve the appeal as presented; Mr. Stark seconded. 
 

Voted 4-0 
 
c.  Appeal No. 2381 – A Special Exception Appeal by Central Maine Power Co., for a six month 
extension on a previously approved appeal to construct a new transmission line in their right of way in 
West Scarborough 
 
Ms. Stephanie Swiezynski, of TRC Companies, stated that they would like to have a six month extension 
on their approval which would expire on September 11, 2010.  She stated that they had received all of 
their permits from the Planning Board and the State and Federal agencies and wanted to begin their work 
in December of this year.  Mr. Grysk noted that once the project was started within six months there was 
no specific timeframe for it to be completed; he stated that, in this case, he would consider clearing the 
land as substantial start.  Ms. Swiezynski stated that the site plan had not changed. 
 
Mr. Maroon and Ms. Swiezynski addressed the criteria.  Mr. Maroon opened the public hearing; no one 
spoke for or against the appeal; Mr. Maroon closed the public hearing. 
 
Mr. Loisel moved to extend the approval for six months; Mr. Stark seconded. 
 

Voted 4-0 
 
d.  Appeal No. 2382 – A Limited Reduction of Yard Size Appeal by Nicholas and Kathleen Alfiero, 41 
Pearl Street, Assessor’s Map U2 Parcel 12, to construct a garage 10 feet from the front property line and 
10 feet from the side property line in the R-4 Zone 
 
Mr. Alfiero stated their home was built in 1985 and expanded in 1997.  He stated that they had lived at 
this home full time since 1997 and felt that it was difficult living without a garage which they needed for 
storage and when he needed to get out in an emergency during the winter.  He stated that they were ask-
ing for a one car garage.  Mr. Grysk stated that he and Mr. Alfiero had considered all the options and this 
was the only viable location for the garage because of the wetlands in the rear and the layout of the site. 
 
To a question from Mr. Maroon, Mr. Alfiero replied that they could not connect the garage to the house 
because of the angle of the lot on the other side and the windows in the front.  Mr. Alfiero stated that they 
wanted the garage to be the style of the house. 
 
Mr. Maroon and Mr. Alfiero addressed the criteria.  Mr. Maroon opened the public hearing; no one spoke 
for or against the appeal; Mr. Maroon closed the public hearing. 
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To a question from Mr. Loisel, Mr. Alfiero replied that the structure on the property line was a house and 
the owners had no issue with the proposed garage, but asked that the vegetation at the property line be 
trimmed. He stated that there was a fence that would be removed and trees would be planted.  Mr. Alfiero 
stated that there was plenty of parking on the lot and there was very little traffic because they were the 
next to the last house on the road and the house blocked the visibility of the garage from the street.  
 
Mr. Loisel stated that Mr. Alfiero’s discussion with his neighbor helped him determine his vote.  
 
Mr. Loisel moved to approve the appeal as presented; Mr. Dillon seconded. 
 

Voted 4-0 
 
e.  Appeal No. 2383 – A Limited Reduction of Yard Size Appeal by Thomas and Karen Lafferty, 8 
Minuteman Drive, Assessor’s Map U3 Parcel 3, to square off existing deck 12 feet from the side property 
line in the R-2 Zone 
 
Mr. Lafferty stated that they wanted to create a three-season porch on half of the existing deck and square 
in the corner of the area so it could be used during mosquito season and into the fall.  He stated that the 
deck was built as is because it did not meet the required setbacks.  Mr. Grysk stated that there was an 
approved Variance Appeal for the garage but the request for a Variance on the deck was not granted at 
that time.  He stated that the criteria were different for the Limited Reduction Appeal.  He stated that the 
property now conformed to what the Zoning Board allowed. 
 
Mr. Maroon opened the public hearing and read an e-mail in favor of the appeal from David Langzettel 
and Wanda Morrison, of 11 Minuteman Drive.  No one spoke for or against the appeal; Mr. Maroon 
closed the public hearing. 
 
Mr. Maroon and Mr. Lafferty addressed the criteria. 
 
Mr. Stark moved to approve the appeal as presented; Mr. Dillon seconded. 
 

Voted 4-0 
 

5.  Zoning Board Comments 
 
There were no comments. 
 
6.  Adjournment 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 7:35 P. M. 
 
 

 
 


