
Town of Scarborough 
Zoning Board of Appeals       August 8, 2012 

AGENDA 
1.  Call to Order (7:00 P. M.) 
 
2.  Roll Call 
 
3.  Approval of Minutes (July 11, 2012) 
 
4.  Appeals 
 
a.  Appeal No. 2464 – A Practical Difficulty Variance Appeal by Thomas and Teresa Keahon, 32 Jones 
Creek Drive, Assessor’s Map U22 Parcel 15, for reapproval of an appeal to demolish and rebuild a home 8 
feet 4 inches from the left side line and 20 feet from the front property line in the B-1 Zone 
 
b.  Appeal No. 2465 – A Practical Difficulty Variance Appeal by Thomas and Marcia Wahl, 17 Houghton 
Street, Assessor’s Map U2 Parcel 95, to replace their front steps 17.5 inches from the front property line in 
the R-4 Zone 
 
c.  Appeal No. 2466 – A Variance Appeal by Alan Pearson, 24 Champion Street, Assessor’s Map U1 Parcel 
31A, to demolish a garage and construct an entry porch 15 feet from the front property line in the R-4 Zone 
 
d.  Appeal No. 2467 – A Limited Reduction of Yard Size Appeal by Alan Pearson, 24 Champion Street, to 
construct a dormer 16 feet from the rear property line and a stoop 10 feet 1 inch from the rear property line in 
the R-4 Zone 
 
5.  Zoning Board Comments 
 
6.  Adjournment 
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Town of Scarborough 
Zoning Board of Appeals       August 8, 2012 
 

MINUTES 
Members Present      Staff 
 
Mr. Crockett       Mr. Grysk, Zoning Administrator 
Mr. Loisel       Ms. Logan, Recording Secretary 
Mr. Maroon 
Mr. Powers 
 
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. Dillon, Macisso and Stark were absent.  Mr. Maroon 
authorized Mr. Powers to vote. 
 
3.  Approval of Minutes (July 11, 2012) 
 
Mr. Crockett moved to approve the minutes of July 11, 2012 as written; Mr. Loisel seconded. 
 

Voted 4-0 
4.  Appeals 
 
a.  Appeal No. 2464 – A Practical Difficulty Variance Appeal by Thomas and Teresa Keahon, 32 Jones 
Creek Drive, Assessor’s Map U22 Parcel 15, for reapproval of an appeal to demolish and rebuild a home 8 
feet 4 inches from the left side line and 20 feet from the front property line in the B-1 Zone 
 
Mrs. Keahon stated that their appeal had been approved in January 2012 but their other home had not sold 
until recently and they could now build this project; she stated that their plans had not changed.  Mr. Grysk 
noted that their original appeal had expired after six months and this was a new appeal. 
 
Mr. Maroon opened the public hearing; no one spoke for or against the appeal; Mr. Maroon closed the public 
hearing. 
 
Mr. Maroon suggested that the Board use the record of the original appeal and approve the appeal as 
requested; the Board agreed. 
 
Mr. Maroon moved to approve the approve the appeal as requested and as approved in January 2012; Mr. 
Loisel seconded. 

Voted 4-0 
 

b.  Appeal No. 2465 – A Practical Difficulty Variance Appeal by Thomas and Marcia Wahl, 17 Houghton 
Street, Assessor’s Map U2 Parcel 95, to replace their front steps 17.5 inches from the front property line in 
the R-4 Zone 
 
Mr. Wahl explained that their home was built prior to the existing codes; he stated that the Code Enforce-
ment Officer verified their front property pin locations.  He stated that their front steps and platform were 
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rotted and unsafe and did not meet the current requirements.  He stated that this was their main entrance and 
they were seeking a variance to replace them and create a wider landing that was more accessible and met the 
current codes.  Mr. Grysk stated he could issue a permit without a variance if the platform were to remain the 
same but it did not allow easy access to open the front door. 
 
Mr. Maroon and Mrs. Wahl addressed the criteria a presented in writing. 
 
Mr. Maroon opened the public hearing; no one spoke for or against the appeal.  Mr. Maroon read a favorable 
letter from David and Kathy Stahelski, of 18 Houghton Street. Mr. Maroon closed the public hearing. 
 
Mr. Crockett asked whether a ramp might be necessary in the future; Mr. Wahl replied that a ramp could be 
created with the width they proposed.  Mr. Loisel stated that he appreciated the appellants coming to the 
Board to correct a safety issue. 
 
Mr. Loisel moved to approve the appeal as proposed; Mr. Crockett seconded. 
 

Voted 4-0 
 

c.  Appeal No. 2466 – A Variance Appeal by Alan Pearson, 24 Champion Street, Assessor’s Map U1 Parcel 
31A, to demolish a garage and construct an entry porch 15 feet from the front property line in the R-4 Zone 
 
Mr. Walter Wilson, of The Design Company, stated that the property had a two story house with a two car 
garage constructed in 1988. He stated that there was a common driveway with the abutter at 23 Champion 
Street with an easement to the Sanitary District pump station.  He stated that the Zoning Board, in 1988, 
allowed the house to be built with a 20 foot front setback from the easement as part of the agreement with the 
Sanitary District.  Mr. Wilson stated that the appellant would like to remodel the home by removing the 
garage and relocating the front door to the side with an entry porch and adding a dormer.  He noted that it 
had been determined that the front setback was from the easement since Champion Street ended at the 
property line. 
 
Mr. Wilson stated that they proposed removing the garage from the side and relocating the front door and an 
entry porch 15 feet from the easement.  To a question from Mr. Maroon, Mr. Grysk replied that the front was 
apparently determined by the previous Board because of the easement to the pump station and it was con-
sidered the front of the house because the easement was considered the road where the frontage of the house 
was taken.  He stated that this would allow the porch to be five feet closer to the easement than the existing 
house.  Mr. Grysk stated that the easement was registered at the Registry of Deeds as the front of this house. 
 
Mr. Maroon noted that the street was the nonconformance, not the house; the Board agreed. 
 
Mr. Maroon opened the public hearing.  Patrick Donahue, of 25 Vesper Street, stated that he was the rear 
abutter and had no objections to the proposal.  Mr. Maroon closed the public hearing.   
 
Mr. Maroon noted that the Variance criteria could not be met for this project but the Board should look at it 
differently because of the easement with the town.  The Board addressed the criteria as follows: 
 
a.  Mr. Maroon stated that the street frontage was the problem and not the house and for all intents and 
purposes, this was a side setback and it was an unreasonable expectation to have to meet the requirements.  
Mr. Loisel agreed that this was an agreement between the Town and the original homeowner.  Mr. Crocket 
noted that the abutter was in agreement; he and Mr. Powers agreed that this covered the criteria. 
 
b.  The need for the appeal was because of the location of the easement; the Board agreed. 
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c.  The Board agreed that this would be an improvement to the neighborhood. 
 
d.  Mr. Maroon stated that it appeared to be a mutual agreement with the Sanitary District; the Board agreed. 
 
Mr. Loisel moved to approve the appeal as presented; Mr. Crockett seconded. 
 

Voted 4-0 
 

Mr. Maroon stated that this was a unique situation and this would not normally require a variance because 
this was a paper street and it appeared that the Pearsons worked with the Sanitary District in good faith. 
 
d.  Appeal No. 2467 – A Limited Reduction of Yard Size Appeal by Alan Pearson, 24 Champion Street, to 
construct a dormer 16 feet from the rear property line and a stoop 10 feet 1 inch from the rear property line in 
the R-4 Zone 
 
Mr. Wilson stated that there was a bedroom above the garage that would be removed which left only two 
bedrooms in the home, and the proposed dormer in the rear would allow a third bedroom.  He stated that the 
house was not even with the property lines and the dormer and overhand would be 12.5 feet from the rear 
property line; he stated that this would be where the overhang is now so the new structure would be no closer 
than at present.  Mr. Grysk noted that this lot was created when the sewer was installed and the property was 
wedged in. 
 
Mr. Wilson stated that the stoop would also be in the backyard; he stated that they needed a small access 
platform because of the grade of the lot and were requesting a 4 foot 11 inch reduction.  Mr. Grysk stated that 
this new 3 foot 4 inch by 4 foot 6 inch stoop would meet the code requirements.   
 
.Mr. Maroon opened the public hearing.  Patrick Donahue stated that this would be the area of his back-yard 
and this would make the house look better.  Mr. Maroon closed the public hearing. 
 
Mr. Maroon and Mr. Wilson addressed the criteria as presented in writing. 
 
Mr. Loisel noted that the applicant had indicated that the dormer could not be moved in closer because of the 
location of the bearing wall. 
 
Mr. Loisel moved to approve the appeal as presented; Mr. Crockett seconded. 
 

Voted 4-0 
5.  Zoning Board Comments 
 
Mr. Maroon reiterated that the Board handled Appeal No. 2466 as it did because of the way the house was 
originally located on the lot with the easement to the pump station. 
 
Mr. Maroon stated that the Board was looking for a new member. 
 
6.  Adjournment 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 7:45 P. M. 

 


