permit # & [~0Y%G ZONING PERMIT APPLICATION DateReceived: 5[ F / X[

Zonmg District D o TOWN OF EAST MONTPELIER Parcel # OF - ORIlg . OO
——  Overlays PO Box 157, East Montpelier. VT 05651 TaxMap#Z QR ~-QA~ A 1. Do

x** **A¢*$*4** ACE AR B b ok ek kKK e R **#***?*\***kk***+*$$**%&*k$k**i¥$#*$$ e o e ke RN f e oK & *$** e et ek e e
T NEmE of Uandowner. CodyE Michele Blake ™ Hir mrrsrm it b Bhone No. 80257 1-9?35

2. Address of Landowner 93 Woodiand Drive. Barre Vt. 03641

3. Applicant (other than owner). ... Phone No.........coooiiiiiiii
4. AdAress Of APPICANT.. ...ttt
5. Location of Property 1294 Brazier Rd Montpelier. 05602 (East Montpelier)

B: Application is made (check appropriate boxes):

To: For: For:

[] Construct [J One [ Two-family dwelling [] Subdivision of land V‘Vﬂ,(‘;
] Repair ] Multi-family dwelling '] Boundary adjustment R A ,-a_O
] Alter [ Accessory Structure (] Extraction of earth resources ‘_‘ar‘;) v
] Extend [] Commercial / Business ] Ground water withdrawal Jo— D =,

[J Remove [ Light Industrial [] Landfilling /2,4»9”0‘:!‘

[] Change use [ Industrial ] Other 4.5

Describe work to be performed
Requesting a Variance from the 33 foot heightfor Zone D.
After the trusseswere instaHed we discovered the truss design was changed by the supplier to deal with the oW Ioad that

into the character of the area. Please see addendum materiaisi

C. Lot description:

1. acreage......... 3.9B e i 4. depth side yards ....38............. Ft. 150+, Ft.
(building to lot lines)
2. roadfrontage......... 3304 cnsueims Ft.
3. depth Rear yard ..... JO00+a. sz Ft. 5. depth Front yard ......300+ ... ........... Ft.
(Road centerline to building) (building to lot line)

Important - Submit site location map which describes the property an which the proposed land development is to occur.
The map should indicate the length in feet of each boundary, the location and dimensions in feet of the development
within the property, the distance from that development to all adjacent property lines and the distance to the public road
centerline. Each parcel created by land development should be clearly described.

READ BELOW CAREFULLY AND SEE SECTION D ON PAGE 2 OF APPLICATION:

in accordance with 24 V.S A. §4448, no development or subdivision of land may begin in the Town of East Montpelier until all
applicable municipal land use permits and approvals have been issued. The undersigned requests a zoning permit as
described above, understanding that the permit will be voided and penalties imposed, if the land development is not
completed as described. The permit will be voided if development is not substantially commenced within one year from date
of issue. The undersigned hereby applies on the basis of the representations contained herein, and to the best of hisfher
knowledge believes them to be true. The undersigned acknowledges the Section D notices on page 2 of this application.

Landown ‘-{,./a .44..!.‘4,{2 ...... Date Z-Q-Zi ..................................
APPICANT L.ttt eanaran Date .o e
o ok ok e ok o ok ok ok R R okt sk kol ok ok ko ko s ol R R Aok R ok ek Rk ok kol kodok ke o ok ok kil kR ke R ok R R R ok kR Ak ok o kR kR R
Zoning Permit Fee: $ KZ& Cash cﬁ?ﬁ 83? Date g/ ‘;2_[_ Rec'd by Q&»

DRB Hearing Fee: $ \’/_4__ ___ Cash Check \]" Date v Rec’'d by _\Y______

Make checks payable to the “Town of East Montpelier”



Bruce Johnson

From: tom brazier <brazierins@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 12, 2021 9:13 AM
To: Bruce Johnson

Subject: Re: Issue with Variance App

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Good Morning Bruce:

The original drawing was when they were going to live over garage for a year or two, then build their house.

They found it was too expensive to do that, so the design of the roof changed to a 7/12. As over garage to be permanent
residence.

Sorry | did not see the email until this morning, as work is extremely busy.

Thanks

Tom

On Mon, Aug 9, 2021 at 4:29 PM Bruce Johnson <manager@eastmontpeliervt.org> wrote:

Hi Tom:

We've got a potential problem that you’ll need to be ready to explain — the building permit as issued (see attached)
called for a 5/12 roof. The plans provided for the building permit are dated June 2020. The plans you brought today,
showing the 7/12, are dated April 2021. The discrepancy would normally not be an issue and would likely be noted as
an adjustment on the certificate of compliance. In this situation, however, details matter and there’s obviously more to
the story. The DRB will want to hear it.

Have a nice evening,

Bruce

C. Bruce Johnson

East Montpelier Town & Zoning Administrator
40 Kelton Road

PO Box 157

East Montpelier, VT 05651
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Gmail - Fwd: FW: blake https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=24beb222 12 & view=pt&sear...

1of2

N‘ G mai! tom brazier <brazierins@gmail.com>

Fwd: FW: blake

Cody Blake <getup2code@gmail.com> Mon, Aug 9, 2021 at 1:18 PM
To: brazierins@gmail.com

---------- Forwarded message -—------

From: Dan Fortin <dfortin@pouliniumber.com>

Date: Fri, Aug 6, 2021, 9:00 AM

Subject: FW: blake

To: getup2code@gmail. com <getup2code@gmail com>
Cc: Mike Blouin <mblouin@poulinjumber.com>

From: Mike Blouin

Sent: Thursday, August 5, 2021 6:51 AM
To: Dan Fortin <dfortin@poulinilumber.com>
Subject: FW: blake

Cody | write this e mail in response to your looking to see how this project went and why we ended up above the 35°
maximum height.

We had an Employee draw up an elevation plan showing first floor wall height of 12’ from slab height, with an 11 7/8 “
floor system drawn in the plans then with a 8’ wall height for the living space on the 2nd fioor.

Then in the elevations we drew in a 7/12 scissor pitch roof truss adding 13’.035 6inches in height making total height

of 35.27 to peak . The floor system needed to change in order to free span using no post on 15t floor new Floor truss
was 22” high, trusses came in at 8/12 (missed in the sign off) which made a difference of approx. 12” to help with
keeping within snow load requirements , which added 26" more to the overall height of the structure. Poulin Lumber
was not aware of any height restriction at this time , and this was brought to our attention after trusses were installed.

You had asked to see what a cost would be to have the trusses removed and to install new trusses . First of all
we would have to efiminate the scissor truss and go to a maximum truss pitch of 6/12 pitch and keep ceiling height
flat no cathedrals . The truss would have to be made to handle the snow load on a lower pitch . Cost from Poulin
Lumber would be as follows there is no labor included in this estimate as that would be by others .

Trusses estimate: 9500.00
5/8 ZIP SHEATHING 5600.00

Truss bracing 2x4 600.00

8/9/2021, 1:21 PM



Gmail - Fwd: FW: blake https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=24beb22212& view=pt&sear...

Zip tape 780.00
Misc. nails and Screw 800.00

Wall zip for gables 1100.00
Total $18,380.00

Dan Fortin

Poulin Lumber/ USLBM

Director of sales and Business Development
Sales manager

802-673-6877

Derby, Hardwick, Williamstown, Milton

*** Due to the current market conditions, all quotes and pricing are good for 5 days. ***

20f2 8/9/2021, 1:21 PM
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Town of East Montpelier

The East Montpelier Development Review Board will hold a Public Hearing Tuesday,
September 7, 2021 at 7:00 p.m. by Zoom remote conferencing to conduct review of
zoning application 21-049 submitted by Cody & Michelle Blake. The purpose of this
application is to seek ratification, by way of a standards variance, for the too-tall
garage/residence structure under construction at 1294 Brazier Road. The building has
been constructed fundamentally in accordance with Zoning Permit 20-026 with the
exception of an altered roof element that, for a variety of reasons, has resulted in an over-
height structure. The following notice will appear in the Times Argus on Saturday,
August 21, 2021:

The East Montpelier Development Review Board will hold a Public
Hearing on Tuesday, September 7, 2021 at 7:00 p.m. to consider the
following:

Height standard variance review of Application #21-049, submitted by
Cody and Michelle Blake, to allow an already-built, non-conforming
alteration to the structure constructed under Zoning Permit 20-026. The
property is located in Zone D — Rural Residential & Agricultural, where
the maximum building height is 35 feet above average finished grade. The
applicant requests §7.6 variance relief from the height standard to allow a
building height no higher than 39°7”.

The meeting will be held utilizing Zoom remote conferencing.

Participation options are listed at: https://eastmontpeliervt.org/september-
7-2021-drb-meeting/

Applicants must hand deliver or send by certified mail a copy of this notice to all abutting
landowners at least 15 days before the Development Review Board’s hearing date.
Neighbors do not need to attend the hearing unless they would like to make comments to
the Development Review Board. However, participation (in person or in writing) in
the local proceeding is a prerequisite to the right to appeal any resulting decision or
action of the Development Review Board, pursuant to 24 V.S.A. §4464(a)(1)(c).

Questions may be directed to the zoning administrator at the East Montpelier Municipal
Office Building (802-223-3313x204) or by e-mail at manager@eastmontpeliervt.org.

C. Bruce Johnson

East Montpelier Town & Zoning Administrator
P.O. Box 157

East Montpelier, VT 05651



