
 

 
MINUTES 

Danvers Board of Appeals 

 

#20-4883 

November 02, 2020 

 

Present: John Boughner, Kenneth Scholes, Robert Cignetti, 

Rebecca Kilborn, Jeffrey Sauer, Kenneth Jarvinen, 

Corinne Doherty. 

 

Also Present: Building Inspector, Richard Maloney  

  Secretary, Kathleen Archambault 

 

JHR DEVELOPMENT, LLC (20-4883) Requesting a Variance to allow a 

portion of the property to be used for multi-family residential 

purposes and a Finding to allow the alteration of the existing 

non-conforming parking setback and landscaping setback to 

decrease the non-conformity by increasing the parking setback 

and landscaping buffer over existing conditions in accordance 

with Table 3, Section 3 of the Danvers Zoning Bylaws at 51 

NEEDHAM ROAD, C-III 

 

Kenneth Scholes read the case mentioned above. 

 

Attorney Nancy McCann, representing the applicant mentioned 

above, JHR Development, LLC. The development team is also 

present.  She briefed the board once again on the applicants 

request to develop the site at the old Hollywood Hits.  They are 

looking to build 140 Residential units at Endicott Crossing.  

The board had asked for more information from the applicant.  

They had submitted new wetland delineations last week; 

Conservation Commission approval is not required for this 

project. They have addressed the parking concerns on a new plan.  

The 21E Report on test pit locations and findings of the Phase I 

and II studies were submitted and they did meet with the 

Technical Review Committee as well.  The technical Review 

Committee submitted a memo to the applicant as well as the 

Zoning Board members regarding that meeting.  What they have 

taken from that memo is that there are engineering and design 

issues that would come up normally during Site Plan review. They 

are not seeking anything unusual.  So, the Project Engineer 

would work with the town Engineering Department.  She also 

mentioned that Captain Brooks of the Fire Department was happy 

with the access to the site and the circulation in and around 

the site. 
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Robert Cignetti asked about the contaminants and how they were 

going to encapsulate, also who checks that it was done 

correctly, the EPA or how does that work? 

 

Attorney McCann stated that in Massachusetts a licensed 

professional, LSPU is responsible for doing the investigations 

as well as monitoring going forward with construction. Ryan 

Hoffman, their Environmental Engineer is here this evening 

should you have any questions for him.  She presented a plan 

that showed the studies based on Phase I and II.  It shows an 

extremely small area of contaminants and it will be encapsulated 

and it is located where the dumpsters will be. 

 

Ryan Hoffman, GEI Consultants, Inc., he stated that he is 

licensed by the state.  The contaminants are isolated to the 

Southeast corner of the site.  Reports get submitted, but no one 

physically comes out to the site to “look” at it.  He is held to 

a standard by state and ethical regulations. 

 

Mr. Cignetti said that years ago there was a 40B project next 

door to this site.  It was sold and the new owners found twice 

as many contaminants.  So, you are confident you found it all 

and are taking care of it. How are exactly are you going to 

encapsulate it. 

 

Mr. Hoffman said yes, he is confident.  They usually encapsulate 

with a pavement/fill combination. 

 

Attorney McCann stated that they will most likely be paving over 

it, that is where the dumpsters are being placed. 

 

Mr. Cignetti then asked about the Affordable Housing element of 

the project.  Is it still 10%, he wants to see more. He doesn’t 

feel Danvers is gaining anything. 

 

Attorney McCann said that they Danvers is gaining 14 Affordable 

units.  Affordable Housing is not required for this project; 

however, they are offering the 10%. 

 

Mr. Cignetti then said the TRC memo does not mention School 

impact. Has a study been done regarding that? 
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Attorney McCann stated that there are about 42 two-bedroom 

units, there will be a low number of children residing here. 

 

Rebecca Kilborn asked if there is a snow removal/storage plan. 

 

Larry Beals, Project Engineer with Beals Associates stated that 

an exact plan has not been designed, however it will go before 

site plan.  They do plan to use the perimeter of the property 

and they will be a minimum of 400 feet away from the river. 

 

Ms. Kilborn stated that there have been electrical issues with 

power on Endicott Street. How will this be addressed. 

 

Attorney McCann said that the site has 5KV, there is 23 KV near 

the site that could be accessed if needed.  It all comes down to 

specifics.  What sources they choose for heating or appliances.  

Steven King in Engineering is going to research the gas line on 

Endicott street.  

 

Ms. Kilborn then addressed the current water bans in the Town of 

Danvers and how is it that we can accommodate all these new 

units. 

 

Attorney McCann stated there is enough water available to this 

site; domestic flow and fire flow.  If the supply is not 

sufficient a booster may be needed. 

 

Kenneth Scholes stated that water capacity is a concern for him 

as well. 

 

Jeffrey Sauer stated he is not fond of Use Variances. He has two 

concerns: 1.  The threshold to declare a Variance is high.  This 

development could not be changed in the future if needed.  He 

does not feel there is a true hardship. 2. In residential 

developments there are rules for density, height, etc. You are 

proposing a residential building on a commercial lot and using 

those rules, specifically density and height.  

 

Attorney McCann said that this is part of the Variance process.  

The lot is an irregular shape, it is mixed use, there is no 

visibility.  Finding a use for this vacancy for almost 5 years 

has been difficult.  There is no C-III tenant who wants to be on  
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this site.  The dimensional requirements provided are for C-III, 

because that’s where they are, they are working within the 

zoning bylaw. 

 

Michael Wang, Project Architect, stated that they are taking all 

considerations.  It is a challenging site.  He compared it to 

the Marketplace in Lynnfield, MA.  The commercial/residential 

synergy. 

 

Kenneth Jarvinen asked what they storm water runoff plan was. 

What is the plan if the river were to run high? 

 

Larry Beals said that there are sandy and permeable area around 

the site.  Right now, there is no plan in use.  They will 

decrease the runoff, sandy and permeable soils ate beneficial to 

put storm water into the ground, the storm water management 

system will be underground.  Keep in mind, that the flow of 

ground water through soil is slower than off pavement.  Through 

soil it would take about a month to get to the river.  If the 

river surges, it is over 400 feet away and wouldn’t affect the 

area. 

 

Mr. Jarvinen also asked if there will be elevators in the 

proposed buildings. 

 

Attorney McCann answered yes, there will be elevators. 

 

Corinne Doherty stated that the site next door is a Super Fund 

site.  She wanted to know if the applicant had contacted anyone 

at the Super Fund site to check their status.  She said she is 

unsure if they have started their work on the site yet, however, 

she read that the start date was 2020 and it would take about 3 

years to complete.  She stated she is unsure how both projects 

could run at the same time without risks. 

 

Ryan Hoffman stated that the work on the site next door has not 

started yet. 

 

Ms. Doherty said that 55 Clinton Avenue is the most contaminated 

site, yet they haven’t started the Super Fund cleanup yet. 

Wouldn’t that have an affect o the residential property? 
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Mr. Hoffman said that impact would be minor, they are not on 

that Super Fund site, so it shouldn’t be an issue.  It is common 

for encapsulated land to be used for residential developments. 

 

Ms. Doherty asked Richard Maloney, Building Inspector, if he was 

aware of the clean up at the Super Fund starting and who is 

responsible for monitoring that? 

 

Mr. Maloney said that the Board of Health or Engineering may be 

responsible, not exactly sure.  He does know that they started 

the clean up at 33 Water Street and the back-bay area. 

 

Ms. Doherty asked if the clean up was three years total or 3 

years each site. 

 

Mr. Maloney said he was not sure.  They would have to check with 

the Board of Health, DPW or Engineering. 

 

Ms. Doherty said she is not sure how these could go on at the 

same time. 

 

John Boughner asked if they had given any thought to downsizing 

the project.  There were members that thought the project and 

building were too big. 

 

Attorney McCann stated no. 

 

Michael Wang, Architect, stated that the number of units is 

typically less that what you would find, example; Lynnfield had 

180 units. 

 

Mr. Boughner said what about the height. 

 

Mr. Wang gave Avalon in Newton, Ma and the Marketplace in 

Lynnfield, Ma are four stories high and 62’ in height is not 

uncommon. 

 

Mr. Boughner said ok, but what about downsizing the units? 

 

Attorney McCann said that they are trying to create an 

opportunity for a vacant site that is in nasty condition and not 

suited for C-III Commercial due to poor visibility.  This is not 

a virgin site.  They are looing to bring in residential use that  
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will fit in with what is there, they think this ties it all 

together.  It will look right and fit in here.  It has to work 

design wise and economically.  Knocking off say, 20 units… 

nothing would be noticeable to the board and it also would not 

work economically.  There is also going to be 20% reduction in 

impervious surface. 

 

Mr. Boughner referred to the Site plan submitted.  He said there 

are two blocks labeled “Amenities”. What exactly are those? 

 

 

Michael Wang, Architect said that those are areas for the 

residents to use. An example would be a lobby or sitting area. 

 

Robert Cignetti asked if there would be any employees on site, 

like a Superintendent.  Also, who plows the property, it is 

private or town. 

 

Hillary Rocket, JHR Development, LLC addressed the board.  He 

stated that there will be no employees on site, other than the 

Office during the day.  There will be on call emergency 

services.  The site is private and plow services will be 

provided by a private company paid for through Condo Fees. 

 

Rebecca Kilborn asked about signage. 

 

Michael Wang said the Hollywood Hits sign is 34’ from the ground 

to the top of the sign and is 40’ long.  The sign is 800 square 

feet.  We are going to decrease the sign to 200 square feet, 

only using 25% of the existing sign. 

 

Robert Cignetti asked Richard Maloney, Building Inspector if the 

sign was considered abandoned if it hasn’t been used in two 

years. 

 

Attorney McCann interjected that the sign is not abandoned, just 

has not been in use. 

 

Mr. Cignetti stated that there was a gas station on Route 1, it 

had been closed for five years.  The case went to court and the 

ZBA won the case. 
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Richard Maloney researched the question.  He replied to Mr. 

Cignetti that the sign is only considered abandoned if he issues 

a repair order and they do not comply within 30 days. 

 

Ms. Kilborn asked about the Endicott Street sign. 

 

Hillary Rocket said yes, there will be a sign there for the 

leasing office. 

 

Mr. Boughner then turned questions and comments over to the 

audience. 

 

Bill Bradstreet, TMM, P1, asked if a traffic study had been done 

and what the affect that traffic will be on Needham Road. 

 

Rebecca Kilborn answered that a traffic study had been 

submitted. 

 

Attorney McCann said that they did provide a copy of the traffic 

study to the board, but it will go before Site Plan for review.  

The study does show less impact traffic wise. 

 

Matthew Duggan, TMM, P1, stated that he had several concerns.  

The impact on traffic, the impact on infrastructure, the impact 

on schools, the affordability of 10% is insufficient.  20% is 

more appropriate. The developers are looking to benefit 

themselves, yet nothing for the town. He also had concerns about 

zoning, all of these parcels and how they will end up hodge 

podge if they keep allowing these use variances.  Town Meeting 

should be the final stop on these decisions, not the Zoning 

Board of Appeals. 

 

There were no more questions or comments. Back to the Board. 

 

John Boughner said that the affordable housing has been brought 

up a few times, are you willing to adjust this? 

 

Attorney McCann said yes, they are willing to review and adjust 

that number of affordable units. 

 

Robert Cignetti said that he would not vote for this with 10% 

affordable housing. 
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Rebecca Kilborn said that she believes residential use here 

makes sense.  Most of her concerns will be addressed by the 

Planning Department.  The site is challenging, the design is 

good, high, but good.  She sees the similarity to Downtown with 

merging residential and commercial.  She would like to see more 

affordability, but she is in favor. 

 

Kenneth Scholes said that he is favor of the use change but 

would like to see more affordable units and that there are still 

too many units, but he is in favor. 

 

John Boughner asked Attorney McCann if they can give a new 

number of affordable units, it looks like the board wants to see 

more. 

 

Attorney McCann said that they will increase to 12.5% Affordable 

and they would take it as a condition. 

 

Mr. Cignetti said that he would vote in favor with the 12.5% 

affordability change. 

 

Jeffrey Sauer said he would not vote for this. 

 

Kenneth Jarvinen said that it is too big. 140 units for an 

economic windfall for the developers.  They have talked about 

Lynnfield and Newton, but who cares. This is about Danvers. Two 

big daunting buildings, maybe if it was two stories… He would 

vote no. 

 

Corinne Doherty stated that she agrees with Mr. Duggan’s 

comments.  Town Meeting needs to vote on this, and she still has 

concerns with the contaminants.  She would vote no on this. 

 

John Boughner said that he doesn’t really see a hardship. There 

isn’t supposed to be residential in commercial zones. He feels 

it is a slippery slope to cherry pick an overlay. He also thinks 

that this should go before town Meeting, let them decide.  He 

said he would vote no. 

 

Attorney McCann said that she would like to continue to the 

December 14, 2020 ZBA Meeting.  She would hate to see a missed 

opportunity on development of this site. 
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Mr. Boughner mentioned that at least three members would like to 

see this smaller. 

 

Rebecca Kilborn stated that she believes for this to go before 

town Meeting it would be approximately a 2 year process.  So, 

this property could sit vacant for 2 years.  It is her opinion 

that the ZBA can vote on this. 

 

Mr. Boughner the said that he still thinks it is too big and 

that there is no hardship. 

 

Attorney McCann replied that a hardship has been found on this 

property eight times by the Zoning Board of Appeals. 

 

Attorney McCann requested a continuance to December 14,2020. 

 

Robert Cignetti motioned the board to continue the case to 

December 14, 2020. 

 

Kenneth Scholes seconded. 

 

All in favor. 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 
MINUTES 

Danvers Board of Appeals 

 

#20-4887 

November 02, 2020 

 

Present: John Boughner, Kenneth Scholes, Robert Cignetti, 

Rebecca Kilborn, Jeffrey Sauer, Kenneth Jarvinen, 

Corinne Doherty. 

 

Also Present: Building Inspector, Richard Maloney  

  Secretary, Kathleen Archambault 

 

PETRAQ SHKURTI (20-4887) Requesting a Special Permit to build an 

Extended Family Living Area on lot that does not meet frontage 

requirements. The E.F.L.A. will be 711 square feet in accordance 

with Section 9.3.3.2 of the Danvers Zoning Bylaws at 21 SHERWOOD 

AVENUE, R-II 

 

Kenneth Scholes read the case mentioned above. 

 

Petraq “Peter” Shkurti addressed the board.  He explained that 

he is looking to create an E.F.L.A. for he and his wife.  His 

family will reside in the remainder of the house and the new 

addition. They have resided in Danvers for 16 years and want to 

stay in Danvers.   

 

John Boughner asked if the addition will stay in the same 

footprint that exists. 

 

Mr. Shkurti said yes. 

 

Corinne Doherty said that she has a couple of questions. She had 

visited the property and noticed that constructions had already 

started. 

 

Mr. Shkurti replied yes. 

 

Richard Maloney, Building Inspector, interjected.  He wanted to 

explain to the Board what had transpired.  Mr. Shkurti had 

called him a while ago and they had a conversation regarding 

extended family living areas.  Then a builder called regarding 

21 Sherwood and an addition. There was a miscommunication and 

the permit for the addition was issued.  Once he finally 

received the drawings it showed the second kitchen.  So, he  
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issued the permit with approval without the second kitchen. The 

owner thought it was by right. So, plans were submitted without 

the second kitchen and he advised them to apply to the Zoning 

Board of Appeals for the Special Permit. 

 

Ms. Doherty asked for explanation of the floor plans. 

 

Mr. Maloney explained that the EFLA is going to be the first-

floor right side. The rest of the house and the second floor 

will be the main body of the house. 

 

Kenneth Jarvinen asked what the shared space will be. 

 

Mr. Shkurti answered the computer room, common hallway and 

laundry. 

 

Jeffrey Sauer had no questions. 

Kenneth Scholes had no questions. 

Rebecca Kilborn had no questions. 

Robert Cignetti had no questions. 

John Boughner had no questions. 

 

Mr. Boughner then turned questions and comments over to the 

audience. 

 

There were no questions or comments, back to the board. 

 

Corinne Doherty said she would vote for this. 

Kenneth Jarvinen said he would vote for this. 

Jeffrey Sauer said he would vote for this. 

Kenneth Scholes said he would vote for this. 

Rebecca Kilborn said she would vote for this. 

Robert Cignetti said he would vote for this. 

John Boughner said he would vote for this. 

 

 

Robert Cignetti motioned the Board to grant the Special Permit 

in accordance with Section 9.3.3.2 of the Danvers Zoning Bylaw 

for an Extended Family Living Area on a lot that does not meet 

the frontage requirements, as shown on the drawings. 
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1. The municipal water & sewer shall not be overloaded by the 
E.F.L.A. 

2. The public streets shall not become overloaded by the 
E.F.L.A. 

3. The value of other buildings and properties shall not be 
depreciated by the E.F.L.A. 

4. The specific site is an appropriate location for the 
E.F.L.A. 

5. The E.F.L.A. will not adversely affect the neighborhood. 
6. There will not be undue nuisance to vehicles or pedestrians 

and adequate and proper facilities will be provided to 

ensure the proper operation of the E.F.L.A. 

7. The proposed E.F.L.A. will be in harmony with the general 
purpose of the bylaw. 

 

Rebecca Kilborn seconded. 

 

All in favor. 

 

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 
MINUTES 

Danvers Board of Appeals 

 

#20-4888 

November 02, 2020 

 

Present: John Boughner, Kenneth Scholes, Robert Cignetti, 

Rebecca Kilborn, Jeffrey Sauer, Kenneth Jarvinen, 

Corinne Doherty. 

 

Also Present: Building Inspector, Richard Maloney  

  Secretary, Kathleen Archambault 

 

JAN & FRANCIS FARRELL (20-4888) Requesting a Special Permit for 

a kennel license to have four dogs total on premises in 

accordance with Section 6, Table 1 of the Danvers Zoning Bylaws 

at 7 PUTNAM LANE, R-III 

 

Kenneth Scholes read the case mentioned above. 

 

Frank Farrell, property owner addresses the Board.  He explained 

that he wanted to acquire two puppies before they lose one of 

the two 10 year old West Highland Terriers they already own. 

 

Mr. Cignetti asked if they would accept as a condition that the 

kennel license would allow no more than four dogs maximum and 

that this Special Permit is limited to the current property 

owner only. 

 

Mr. Farrell said yes. 

 

Rebecca Kilborn asked if there would be any breeding. 

 

Mr. Farrell said no. 

 

Kenneth Scholes asked Richard Maloney, Building Inspector, how a 

kennel license works. 

 

Mr. Maloney explained that it runs with the property, unless 

specified. This would be four dogs maximum. 

 

Jeffrey Sauer had no questions. 

Kenneth Jarvinen had no questions. 

Corinne Doherty had no questions. 

John Boughner had no questions. 
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Mr. Boughner then turned questions and comments over to the 

audience. 

 

There were no questions or comments. Back to the Board. 

 

Robert Cignetti said that he would vote yes with the conditions. 

Rebecca Kilborn said she would vote yes with the conditions. 

Kenneth Scholes said he would vote yes with conditions. 

Jeffrey Sauer said he would vote yes with conditions.  

Kenneth Jarvinen said he would vote yes with conditions. 

Corinne Doherty said she would vote yes with conditions. 

John Boughner said he would vote yes with conditions. 

 

Robert Cignetti motioned the Board to grant the Special Permit 

in accordance with Section 6, Table 1 and Section 30.2.1 of the 

Danvers Zoning Bylaw for a Kennel (maximum 4 dogs) with the 

Condition that Special Permit applies to the current property 

owner only and is non-transferrable. 

 

1. The municipal water & sewer shall not be overloaded by the 
kennel use. 

2. The public streets shall not become overloaded by the 
kennel use. 

3. The value of other buildings and properties shall not be 
depreciated by the kennel use. 

4. The specific site is an appropriate location for the kennel 
use. 

5. The kennel use will not adversely affect the neighborhood. 
6. There will not be undue nuisance to vehicles or pedestrians 

and adequate and proper facilities will be provided to 

ensure the proper operation of the kennel use. 

7. The proposed kennel use will be in harmony with the general 
purpose of the bylaw. 

 

 

Rebecca Kilborn seconded. 

 

All in favor. 

 

 

 

 



 

 
MINUTES 

Danvers Board of Appeals 

 

#20-4889 

November 02, 2020 

 

Present: John Boughner, Kenneth Scholes, Robert Cignetti, 

Rebecca Kilborn, Jeffrey Sauer, Kenneth Jarvinen, 

Corinne Doherty. 

 

Also Present: Building Inspector, Richard Maloney  

  Secretary, Kathleen Archambault 

 

TODD WILSON (20-4889) Requesting a Special Permit to create an 

Extended Family Living Area on a non-conforming lot that is 

undersized. The E.F.L.A. will comply with all requirements in 

accordance with Section 9.3.2 of the Danvers Zoning Bylaws at 2 

BROWN ROAD, R-III 

 

Kenneth Scholes read the case mentioned above. 

 

Todd Wilson, property owner addressed the Board.  He explained 

that he has taken ownership of his parent’s home and wants to 

create an EFLA space for them in the home. 

 

John Boughner asked if the EFLA was going to be 750 square feet. 

 

Mr. Wilson said yes. 

 

Corinne Doherty said that she went to look at the property and 

she is trying to visualize where the EFLA is going to be. 

 

Mr. Wilson explained that when you walk into the front of the 

home the EFLA will be to the left/middle of the existing house. 

 

Kenneth Jarvinen asked if there will be a backdoor off the new 

addition. 

 

Mr. Wilson said there will be a door off the back of the garage 

and there is a slider off the existing structure. 

 

Franco Carullo, Builder, said that the slider is off the sitting 

room of the existing home. 
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John Dugger, Architect on the project said that the addition is 

a master bedroom and additional bedrooms. The shared area will 

be a computer room.  The core of the house is the EFLA.  

 

Mr. Jarvinen was inquiring because he wanted to make sure there 

wasn’t an access for this to become an illegal apartment in the 

future. 

 

Richard Maloney interjected that the Bylaw does not want two 

entry doors visible from the street, so that it would look like 

a two-family. 

 

Jeffrey Sauer asked why they had decided on the courtyard design 

as opposed to capturing that first-floor space. 

 

Mr. Dugger explained that they would hate to lose that sunlight.  

It would be very dark without that design element. 

 

Kenneth Scholes had no questions. 

Rebecca Kilborn had no questions. 

Robert Cignetti had no questions. 

 

John Boughner asked for clarification on the egress out the back 

and the shared area. 

 

Mr. Dugger stated there is a slider in the kitchen between the 

two windows. The shares areas are the computer room and a 

hallway with access to the garage and laundry area. 

 

Mr. Boughner then turned questions and comments over to the 

audience. 

 

There were no questions or comments, back to the Board. 

 

Corinne Doherty said she would vote for this. 

Kenneth Jarvinen said he would vote for this. 

Jeffrey Sauer said he would vote for this. 

Kenneth Scholes said he would vote for this. 

Rebecca Kilborn said she would vote for this. 

Robert Cignetti said he would vote for this. 

John Boughner said he would vote for this. 
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Robert Cignetti motioned the Board to grant the Special Permit 

in accordance with Section 9.3.3.2 of the Danvers Zoning Bylaw 

for an Extended family Living Area on an undersized lot as shown 

on the drawings. 

 

1. The municipal water & sewer shall not be overloaded by the 
E.F.L.A. 

2. The public streets shall not become overloaded by the 
E.F.L.A. 

3. The value of other buildings and properties shall not be 
depreciated by the E.F.L.A. 

4. The specific site is an appropriate location for the 
E.F.L.A. 

5. The E.F.L.A. will not adversely affect the neighborhood. 
6. There will not be undue nuisance to vehicles or pedestrians 

and adequate and proper facilities will be provided to 

ensure the proper operation of the E.F.L.A. 

7. The proposed E.F.L.A. will be in harmony with the general 
purpose of the bylaw. 

 

 

Rebecca Kilborn seconded. 

 

All in favor. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



MINUTES 

Danvers Board of Appeals 

 

#20-4890 

November 02, 2020 

 

Present: John Boughner, Kenneth Scholes, Robert Cignetti, 

Rebecca Kilborn, Jeffrey Sauer, Kenneth Jarvinen, 

Corinne Doherty. 

 

Also Present: Building Inspector, Richard Maloney  

  Secretary, Kathleen Archambault 

 

MICHAEL BETTANO (20-4890) Requesting a Finding to raise the roof 

to make more room on existing second floor in accordance with 

Section 3.11.1 (a & b) of the Danvers Zoning Bylaws at 2 DONEGAL 

LANE, R-II 

 

Kenneth Scholes read the case mentioned above. 

 

Michael Bettano, property owner, addressed the Board, he 

explained that he is looking to raise the roof.  They had a fire 

in the home and want to turn the Cape style home into a Colonial 

style home.  He is looking to add three full bedrooms upstairs. 

 

Robert Cignetti had no questions. 

Rebecca Kilborn had no questions. 

Kenneth Scholes had no questions. 

Jeffrey Sauer had no questions. 

Kenneth Jarvinen had no questions. 

Corinne Doherty had no questions. 

John Boughner had no questions. 

 

Mr. Boughner then turned questions and comments over to the 

audience. 

 

There were no questions or comments. Back to the Board. 

 

Robert Cignetti said he would vote for this. 

Rebecca Kilborn said she would vote for this. 

Kenneth Scholes said he would vote for this. 

Jeffrey Sauer said he would vote for this. 

Kenneth Jarvinen said he would vote for this. 

Corinne Doherty said she would vote for this. 

John Boughner said he would vote for this. 
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Robert Cignetti motioned the Board to grant the 2-part Finding 

in accordance with Section 3.11 (a&b) of the Danvers Zoning 

Bylaw to raise the roof to make more room on the existing second 

floor. 

1. The proposed addition increases the non-conformity. 
 

Kenneth Scholes seconded. 

All in favor. 

 

2. The proposed addition is not more detrimental to the 
neighborhood than what currently exists. 

 

Kenneth Scholes seconded. 

All in favor.  

 

 

 


