
Town of Scarborough 
 

Zoning Board of Appeals       January 9, 2013 
AGENDA 

 
1.  Call to Order (7:00 P. M.) 
 
2.  Roll Call 
 
3.  Approval of Minutes (December 12, 2012) 
 
4.  Election of 2013 Officers 
 
5.  Appeals 
 
a.  Appeal No. 2481 – A Variance Appeal by Susan Bayley, 5 and 9 Avenue Six, Assessor’s Map U21 
Parcels 12, 13 and 15, to split a parcel from family-owned land into two nonconforming lots in the B-1 
Zone 
 
6.  Zoning Board Comments 
 
7.  Adjournment 
 
 
 
 
 

MINUTES 
 

Members Present      Staff 
 
Mr. Crockett       Mr. Grysk, Zoning Administrator 
Mr. Dillon       Ms. Logan, Recording Secretary 
Mr. Loisel 
Mr. Macisso 
Mr. Stark 

 
1.  Call to Order  
 
Mr. Stark called the meeting to order at 7:00 P. M. 
 
2.  Roll Call 
 
The Recording Secretary called the roll; Mr. Maroon was absent.  Mr. Stark authorized Mr. Macisso to 
vote. 
 
3.  Approval of Minutes (December 12, 2012) 
 
Mr. Crockett moved to approve the minutes of December 12, 2012; Mr. Loisel seconded. 
 

Voted 5-0 



4.  Election of 2013 Officers 
 
This item was tabled till the February meeting. 
 
5.  Appeals 
 
a.  Appeal No. 2481 – A Variance Appeal by Susan Bayley, 5 and 9 Avenue Six, Assessor’s Map U21 
Parcels 12, 13 and 15, to split a parcel of family-owned land into two nonconforming lots in the B-1 Zone 
 
Mr. Johann Buisman, of Northeast Civil Solutions, explained that this was an odd shaped parcel which 
had been three different lots that were now merged under one owner.  He showed the two proposed lots, 
one a house lot and the other the Lobster Pound lot and stated that the two lots were taxed separately so 
the Town considered them different properties.  Mr. Buisman stated that the buildings were only five feet 
apart so there could be only a 2.5 foot setback on either lot.  He stated that the house lot had only 5,662 
square feet so needed a 4,338 square foot variance and the business lot was large enough.  He stated that 
they showed the best lot line to make both lots viable.   
 
Mr. Stark and Mr. Buisman addressed the criteria as presented in writing.  Mr. Buisman noted that the 
buildings had been on the property for about 100 years and owned by the Bayley family for 66 years; he 
stated that nothing on the site would change. 
 
Mr. Stark opened the public hearing; no one spoke for or against the appeal; Mr. Stark closed the public 
hearing. 
 
To a question from Mr. Loisel, Mr. Grysk replied that a functional division would make the properties 
nonconforming but the appellant wanted to make the property as workable as possible with the business 
and the house on their own lots.  He noted that the lot coverage was an issue but it was grandfathered.  
Mr. Loisel noted that if one of the lots was sold, there would be a business very close to a residence.  Mr. 
Grysk stated that the B-1 Zone allowed residences and businesses and there were a lot of buildings at the 
beaches that were close to each other; he stated that they may need to be fire-rated between the buildings 
for insurance purposes.  Mr. Grysk stated that nothing on the site would change. 
 
To a question from Mr. Macisso, Mr. Grysk replied that this was now the only B-1 Zone in Town.  Mr. 
Crockett asked what would happen if someone wanted to build a bigger structure on one of the lots; Mr. 
Grysk replied that any change would require a variance and the only thing this appeal would do was make 
the lots legal as they are.  Ms. Bayley stated that, because she received two tax bills, she was not aware 
that this was one piece of property; she stated that she had no intention of selling or changing the property 
but wanted to take the property line out of the middle of the building.   
 
The Board addressed the criteria and agreed 5 to 0 that all the criteria had been met.  Mr. Stark noted that 
selling the whole property would be an issue in trying to get either a business or a home loan.  The Board 
agreed that the site had been built prior to zoning. 
 
Mr. Loisel moved to approve the appeal as presented; Mr. Dillon seconded. 
 

Voted 5-0 
 
6.  Zoning Board Comments 
 
The Board noted that one more member was needed. 
 



7.  Adjournment 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 7:25 P. M. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AGENDA 
 
 

Zoning Board of Appeals       February 13, 2013 
 
 
 
 
Because no appeals were submitted, there will be no Zoning Board meeting in February.  The next regular 
meeting will be on March 13, 2013.         
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