
Ballot questions as of November 3, 2016:

Ballot question for zoning ordinance amendment no. 1:

Are you in favor of the adoption of Amendment No. 1 as proposed by the planning board 
for the town zoning ordinance as follows:  amend the permitting conditions for an 
accessory apartment stated in article 2, definition of “accessory apartment,” by adding the 
following permitting conditions:
(1) The ACCESSORY APARTMENT shall have an interior door between the 

PRINCIPAL DWELLING UNIT and the ACCESSORY APARTMENT, but this 
door is not required to remain unlocked.  (RSA 674:72, III.)

(2) The ACCESSORY APARTMENT shall have a floor area that is less than or equal to 
75 percent of the floor area of the PRINCIPAL DWELLING UNIT unless 75 percent 
of the floor area of the PRINCIPAL DWELLING UNIT is less than 750 square feet. 
If 75 percent of the floor area of the PRINCIPAL DWELLING UNIT is less than 750 
square feet, then the ACCESSORY APARTMENT shall have a floor area that is less 
than or equal to 750 square feet.  (See RSA 674:72, VII.)  In this condition, “floor 
area” of a DWELLING UNIT means the sum of the areas of all floors of the 
DWELLING UNIT, as measured from the exterior faces of the walls or from the 
center line of a wall separating the two DWELLING UNITS.

(3) The ACCESSORY APARTMENT shall be in a DWELLING that the owner of the 
DWELLING occupies.  The owner may occupy either the PRINCIPAL DWELLING 
UNIT or the ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT.  (See RSA 674:72, VI.)

The purposes of Amendment No. 1 are (1) to conform to state law (RSA 674:72, III) by 
requiring a door, which is not required to remain unlocked, between the principal 
dwelling unit and the accessory dwelling unit and (2) to impose conditions of relative size 
and owner occupancy in order to ensure that a permissible accessory apartment is truly 
accessory to the principal dwelling unit and is not half of a duplex.

Ballot question for zoning ordinance amendment no. 2:

Are you in favor of the adoption of Amendment No. 2 as proposed by the planning board 
for the town zoning ordinance as follows:  amend article 2, definition of “open space,” to 
include the phrase “other than fences more than 50 years old and permanent boundary 
markers” as follows:   OPEN SPACE:  “OPEN SPACE” means land where no 
STRUCTURES other than fences more than 50 years old and permanent boundary 
markers are on or in the land.
The purpose of Amendment No. 2 is to permit old fences and permanent boundary 
markers on or in land designated as open space.



Ballot question for zoning ordinance amendment no. 3:

Are you in favor of the adoption of Amendment No. 3 as proposed by the planning board 
for the town zoning ordinance as follows:  amend article 2, definition of “street” as 
follows:  (1) reorder the currently listed New Hampshire Supreme Court cases and (2) 
add the following citation of Gossler v. Miller:  Gossler v. Miller, 107 N.H. 303, 221 
A.2d 249 (1966) (“A sidewalk is a component part of the highway...”)
The purpose of Amendment No. 3 is to make clear that a sidewalk is part of the adjacent 
highway.

Ballot question for zoning ordinance amendment no. 4:

Are you in favor of the adoption of Amendment No. 4 as proposed by the planning board 
for the town zoning ordinance as follows:
(1) Amend article 2, Interpretation Rules and Definitions, to add definitions for 

“nonconforming activity,” “nonconforming structure,” “conforming lot,” and 
“nonconforming lot.”

(2) Amend article 2, definition of “nonconforming use” to delete superseding uses from 
the definition of “nonconforming use.”

(3) Amend article 4, Nonconforming Structures, Lots, and Uses, as follows:
(a) Rename the article as Nonconforming Uses and Lots.
(b) State the authority and purpose of the regulation of nonconforming uses and of 

nonconforming lots.
(c) Provide that the merger of every two or more lots shall be exempt from zoning 

requirements for area and frontage.
(d) Revise the requirements for building on contiguous nonconforming lots under 

common ownership so that contiguous nonconforming lots under common 
ownership cannot be separated in ownership and remain buildable.

(4) Amend article 3, Zoning Districts, sections 3 and 4, to make citations of article 4 
consistent with the amended article 4.

The main purpose of Amendment No. 4 is to close the current loophole in the current 
zoning requirement that contiguous nonconforming lots under common ownership must 
be merged in order to be buildable.
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