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C i ty  o f  N as h ua  
Planning Department 

229 Main Street 

Nashua, New Hampshire 03061-2019 

 
 

 

August 11, 2020 

 

The following is to be published on ROP August 16, 2020, under 

the Seal of the City of Nashua, Public Notice Format 65 MP 51. 

 

The Zoning Board of Adjustment will meet on Tuesday, August 25, 

2020, at 6:30 PM via WebEx. Real-time public comment can be 

addressed to the Board utilizing WebEx virtual meeting software 

for remote access. This will allow users to view the meeting 

and ask questions to the Board via the chat function. The 

public is also encouraged to submit their comments via email 

(planningdepartment@nashuanh.gov) to the Department email or by 

mail (please make sure to include your name/address and 

comments) before 5:00 p.m. on August 25, 2020 and read into the 

record at the appropriate time.  Letters should be addressed to 

City of Nashua, Planning Department, P.O. Box 2019, Nashua, NH 

03061.  Plans can be viewed online starting August 21, 2020, at 

www.nashuanh.gov in the Calendar or Agendas and Minutes. 

 

To access WebEx: 

https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m0af7613c889da00

e58860bc7dc4bf368  

 

Meeting number/access code: 129 313 9446 

Password: mSDD5i32HE7 

 

To join by phone:  1 (408) 418-9388  

 

If you are not able to connect to WebEx, please contact the 

Planning Department at (603) 589-3056. 

 

1. David Matthew Smith (Owner) 21 Columbia Avenue (Sheet 65 Lot 
208) requesting special exception from Land Use Code Section 

190-15, Table 15-1 (#3) to allow a home addition for a 

master bedroom and an accessory dwelling unit (in-law) in 

rear of house.  RA Zone, Ward 3. 

 

2. B & A Construction, LLC (Owner) 32 Groton Road (Sheet D Lot 
265) requesting variance from Land Use Code Section 190-223 

for minimum lot area, 40,000 sq.ft required - between 21,400 

sq.ft and 26,050 sq.ft proposed, for individual sewage 

disposal systems for Lots #1 - #9 inclusive for Meadow View 

Estates Conservation Subdivision.  R40 Zone, Ward 5. 

 

 

Planning & Zoning 589-3090 

Fax 589-3119 

WEB www.nashuanh.gov 

mailto:planningdepartment@nashuanh.gov
http://www.nashuanh.gov/
https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m0af7613c889da00e58860bc7dc4bf368
https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m0af7613c889da00e58860bc7dc4bf368


 

 

3. Eric Daniel & Margaret K. LaChance (Owners) Andy Erickson, 
ALL, LLC (Applicant) 4 Marquis Avenue (Sheet 101 Lot 79) 

requesting special exception from Land Use Code Section 190-

15, Table 15-1 (#3) to construct an attached garage addition 

with accessory dwelling (in-law) unit above.  RB Zone, Ward 

6.  

 

4. Hannaford Bros. Co (Owner) Merritt Place, LLC (Applicant) 8 
Merritt Parkway (Sheet C Lot 2544-8) requesting use variance 

from Land Use Code Section 190-15, Table 15-1 (#15) to allow 

up to 160 multi-family dwelling units in one building.  

R30/FUOD Zone, Ward 9. [POSTPONED FROM THE AUGUST 11, 2020 

MEETING.] 

 

 

OTHER BUSINESS: 

 

1. Review of Motion for Rehearing: 

 

2. Review of upcoming agenda to determine proposals of 

regional impact. 

 

3. Approval of Minutes for previous hearings/meetings. 

 

"SUITABLE ACCOMMODATIONS FOR THE SENSORY IMPAIRED 

WILL BE PROVIDED UPON ADEQUATE ADVANCE NOTICE." 



































































































































  

FOUGERE PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT Inc. 
Mark J. Fougere, AICP  

253 Jennison Road   Milford, New Hampshire 03055  
phone: 603-315-1288 email: Fougereplanning@comcast.net  

  

Maplewood Plaza 
160 Apartments – Garden Style 

August 17, 2020 
 

The development proposal for Maplewood Plaza is for the construction of 160 units of apartments 
within a four story garden style building.  Relative to the potential impacts to the school system, 
we offer the following: 

 

Enrollment Trends 

 

Students residing in the Maplewood Plaza apartments will attend the Main Dunstable Elementary 
School, Elm Street Middle School and Nashua High South.  District wide, enrollments at the both 
the elementary and middle school levels have decreased over the past seven years, with total 
high school enrollment remaining relatively flat as outlined in Table One and Figure One.  Overall 
elementary enrollments have seen the largest decrease at 10.47%.   

 

Over the last five years, Main Dunstable Elementary School enrollment has declined by 66 
students, 12.87%.    The Elm Street Middle School (scheduled to be replaced), saw a 6.02% 
increase in enrollment over this same time period. 

Table One 

  2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 % Change 
Total Elementary 5,635 5,501 5,405 5,300 5,255 5,199 5,045 -10.47% 

Main Dunstable - - 513 488 470 466 447 -12.87% 
Total Middle School  2,512 2,414 2,425 2,349 2,381 2,415 2,456 -2.23% 

Elm Street Middle  - - 1,047 1,005 1,039 1,093 1,110 6.02% 
Total High School 3,522 3,573 3,547 3,529 3,476 3,547 3,523 0.03% 
Total District Enrollment 11,669 11,448 11,377 11,178 11,112 11,161 11,024 -5.53% 

 

 

  



Figure One 

 
 

 

Estimated School Age Children  

 

Based on a review of newer apartment developments in the region, as outlined in Table 
Two, few school age children (SAC) are expected to reside within the residential complex.  
Reviewing 660 apartment units within two apartment developments indicates only 39 
school age children attend local schools, resulting in a per unit SAC ratio of .056 (37/660).  
Based on this ratio, it is estimated that 9 school children will reside within the proposed 
complex.  If the Tara Heights SAC ratio is applied (.060), then the estimate would 
increase to 10 SAC. 

 

Table Two 

Project Town 
Two 
Beds 

School Age 
Children (SAC) 

SAC 
Unit Est. SAC 

Tara Heights Nashua 564 34 0.060   
Gilbert Crossing Merrimack 96 3 0.031   

Total – Averages   660 37 0.056   
Maplewood Plaza   160     9 

 

 

Based upon the enrollment profile found at Tara Heights (Table 3), we estimate that 7 
school children will be of elementary age, 1 child will attend middle school and there will 
be 1 high school student.  With the ongoing decline in enrollment at the Main Dunstable 
Elementary School ample capacity will be available to accommodate new students. 
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Table Three 

  Grade # SAC Enrollment % 
Tara Heights  1 - 5 24 0.706 
  6 - 8 5 0.147 
  9 - 12 5 0.147 
  Total 34.00   
Maplewood Plaza Grade # SAC   
   1 - 5 7.00   
  6 - 8 1.00   
  9 - 12 1.00   
  Total 9.00   

 





















































































From:                              Wayne Eckstein <wayne.eckstein@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 03, 2020 5:02 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          DENY Hannaford! Land Variance request 8 Merritt Pkwy Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

City of Nashua

Planning Department 

PO Box 2019

Nashua, NH 03061

 

Attention Nashua Planning Board,

    I am an original home owner,  residing in Maplewood for 20 years (12 Hollyhock Ave). This is a great family

community!

The request by Hannaford Bros Co. for a land variance to build housing is UNNACEPTABLE and should be

DENIED!

Maplewood is a planned community developed twenty years ago with The City of Nashua and an example of
why people desire to live here. 

Hannaford was scheduled to build a small market at 8 Merritt Pkwy back in 2001 but never did. Why not??

It’s a disgrace Hannaford is attempting to ruin Maplewood. The “secret” is out. EVERYONE in Maplewood is

aware of Hannaford attempting to undermine the community. 

The Maplewood convenance EVERY homeowner and business signed is crystal clear. 

The convenance issued back in 2000 and lasting 30 years has NO designation for 160 “multi-family” dwelling

units apartments. The City of Nashua should HONOR the convenance and DENY Hannaford’s request. 

This is pure Corporate Greed! Please protect the tax paying citizens of Nashua, NOT a supermarket with only

(1) One Nashua location who selfishly only cares about themselves; NOT Nashua or its residents Maplewood

community has 2,300 tax paying residents. 

Adding 160 apartments will devalue our property for the reasons outlined below. 

The idea of adding 160 apartments will negatively impact the Maplewood  neighborhood:

  - Will add 250-300 cars to Maplewood & surrounding single lane roads that are not built to accommodate

additional traffic

x-apple-data-detectors://0
x-apple-data-detectors://1


 - This will increase congestion & pollution. 

 - Impact safety of pedestrians 

 - Increase traffic, speeding,

 - Risk of increased auto   accidents/incidents 

 - School construction commencing in Maplewood off Cherrywood will already add heavy equipment,

machinery, trucks 
  - New school will already increase traffic dramatically; cars, school buses 

   - Maplewood was NOT PLANNED for an additional 350+ residents and will negatively impact quality of life

to the community. 

Please Nashua Planning Board,

    I am an original home owner,  residing in Maplewood for 20 years (12 Hollyhock Ave). This is a great family

community!

The request by Hannaford for a land variance to build housing is UNNACEPTABLE! This planned community

with The City of Nashua is an example of why people desire to live here. 
How dare Hannaford try to ruin Maplewood. 

Hannaford was scheduled to build a small market at 8 Merritt Pkwy back in 2001 but never did. Why not??

The Maplewood convenance EVERY homeowner and business signed is crystal clear. 

The convenance issued back in 2000 and lasting 30 years has NO designation for 160 “multi-family” dwelling

units apartments. The City of Nashua should HONOR the convenance and DENY Hannaford’s request. 

This is pure Corporate Greed by Hannaford. 
Please protect the tax paying citizens of Nashua, NOT a supermarket chain with only (1) One Nashua location

who only selfishly cares about themselves and NOT Nashua or its residents. Maplewood community has 2,300
tax paying residents. 

Adding 160 apartments will devalue our property for the reasons outlined below. 

The idea of adding 160 apartments will negatively impact the Maplewood  neighborhood:

  - Will add 250-300 cars to Maplewood & surrounding single lane roads that are not built to accommodate
additional traffic

 - This will increase congestion & pollution

- Lack of infrastructure to support hundreds of additional residents and vehicles

x-apple-data-detectors://0
x-apple-data-detectors://1


 - Impact safety of pedestrians 

 - Increase traffic, speeding

 - Risk of increased auto   accidents/incidents 

 - School construction commencing in Maplewood off Cherrywood will already add heavy equipment,
machinery, trucks 

  - New school will dramatically increase traffic; cars, school buses, student drop-offs, pick-ups, after school &
weekend activities

   - Maplewood was NOT PLANNED for an additional 350+ residents and will negatively impact quality of life

for the community. 

Please DENY Hannaford’s request for Land Variance.

Thank you for supporting the Citizens of Nashua & the Maplewood community. 

Regards,

Wayne Eckstein 
12 Hollyhock Ave 

Nashua, NH 03062
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From:                              Steven Hansen <stevenrhansen@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 3:11 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          8 Merritt Parkway Variance Application
Attachments:                 8 Merritt Parkway.pdf
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

I am opposed to the variance request for the property at 8 Merritt Parkway.  My reasoning and comments are

covered in the attached letter in pdf format.

 

Thank you,

 

Steven R Hansen

10 Houston Drive 



August 5, 2020 
 
City of Nashua 
Planning Department 
P.O. Box 2019 
Nashua, NH 03061 
 
RE:  8 Merritt Parkway Variance Request 
 
I am writing you to express my opposition to the variance application request for the property at 8 
Merritt Parkway.  I reside at and am the owner of the residence at 10 Houston Drive in Nashua.  I urge 
you to deny the variance request. 
 
A four story 160 unit apartment building will alter the character of the neighborhood.  The size of the 
building will significantly dwarf all other structures in the area.  
 
I am concerned about parking. The map attached to the submittal shows less than one parking space per 
unit. How many units will have two or three vehicles?  What about parking for guests? Amazon 
deliveries alone will add significant congestion as they need to park while they make a delivery. 
 
I am also concerned about adding to the congestion and traffic on Conant Road, Searles Road, and at the 
intersection of Spit Brook and East Dunstable near Bicentennial Elementary School.   
 
A four story building will require substantial foundation support.  Significant bedrock is exposed on the 
property at 8 Merritt Parkway. Will blasting be required to prepare the foundation, and if it is what 
effect could this have on existing gas lines, the existing sewer and water systems, and on residential 
structures? 
 
The variance application states “denial will impose substantial harm to the applicant in that a reasonable 
use of the property is construction of an apartment building.” I take issue with that logic. The property is 
not zoned for such use.  Allowing it is likely to impose substantial harm to nearby residents. 
 
I urge board members to physically walk the property, if you haven’t already, if you are considering 
approving the application for variance. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
Steven R. Hansen 
10 Houston Drive, 
Nashua, NH 03062 
 
stevenrhansen@gmail.com 
603-459-8204 



From:                              Nancy McCormack <nancymccormack1997@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 13, 2020 8:03 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Big "No" to 8 Merritt Parkway Application from McCormacks
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear Sir/madam, 
 

This is Wei & Simon McCormack living at 15 Forsythia Drive, Nashua, NH, 03062, we have big concerns

about Merritt Parkway application, which applies to build 160 unit apartment buildings in maplewood and we

definitely are not in favor of it. Reasons are: 

1. This absolutely will alter the character of the maplewood neighborhood. Currently, this is a nice & quiet single

family house area, the closest apartment building is probably a few miles away. this apartment building just

doesn't fit in at all. 
2. This will definitely increase traffic for surrounding areas dramatically. 

There will be 160 units, let's assume 3 cars/2 units, that would be 240 more cars on the road about twice a day.

not including all other cars for service for that building that they need daily or weekly or monthly. 

3. This will definitely diminish property values from surrounding properties.

based on item 1 and 2 I listed above, surrounding properties will go down significantly. 

4. Big concern for our area's environment and safety 
Since we live so close to this location, all those people can just easily walk to our area and it will definitely cause

more noises and safety concerns. 

5. Concern for school bus capacity .

We don't have school age children, but in this area, there are a good number of families that have school age

children. Will these 160 families require extra school buses? 
Please consider our concerns and all those issues with this big apartment building and hope you can decline this

request to keep our neighborhood to stay the same. 

6. One final point we walk through this area every day and its a nice peaceful walk where you feel you can get
away from everything, but this large apartment would totally change this area for the worse

 

Thank you very for your consideration, 

 

Wei & Simon McCormack



From:                              Michael McDonough <mpmsu2001@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 2:42 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Formal opposition to Merritt Place, LLC variance application
Attachments:                 8 Merrit Parkway Opposition Letter McDonough.pdf
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

City of Nashua
Planning Department
229 Main Street
Nashua, NH 03061-2019
 
To whom it may concern,
 
We are writing to express our firm objection to the Land Use Code Section 190-15, Table 15-1 variance application
from ‘Merritt Place, LLC’ to build a 120-160 (“up to 160”) unit multi-family apartment building at 8 Merrit Parkway in
Nashua.
 
While we support and welcome suitable development to this parcel of land, this particular proposal is highly flawed
and would be harmful to the abutting community. In our opinion, it also adamantly violates the purpose, intent and
usage of this particular R-30/Flexible Use Overlay District (FUOD) zone.
 
The responsibility of the Zoning Board is to determine whether an applicant requesting a variance has sufficiently
provided adequate and fact-based justification for a project and whether it meets the criteria to obtain a variance.
 
It is clear that the applicant (Merritt Place, LLC) fails to adequately demonstrate the five conditions of law
that would warrant a variance, particularly in the following areas:
 
1). Granting of the requested variance will not be contrary to public interest.

·         a). The applicant states, “the proposed use will not alter the character of the neighborhood.”
o    The Maplewood community is a quiet and highly rural community, with a strong village-feel and

acres of conversation land that residents across Nashua enjoy and value. It’s for these reasons,
among many, that it was specifically designated – and has remained for years – as an R-30
suburban residential district. There are zero buildings of the size and height proposed with these
apartments within the entire district and the surrounding area. Additionally, there are no rental
apartments within at least a mile. A 160-unit, 120,000 square-foot structure, only 250 feet from
neighboring homes, inarguably alters and takes away from the appeal, character and integrity of the
neighborhood.  It does not complement nor fit in with the surrounding single-family detached
dwellings or commercial center by any means. This community was deemed a R-30 mixed zone to
maintain the unique nature of the area. There is no question that granting a variance would
dramatically and negatively alter the character of the neighborhood.

·         b). The applicant cites the existence of “adequate road access.”
o    In no part of the application does the applicant provide any supporting data or findings from traffic

analysis(es) that validate these claims. Furthermore, the main entry point to the proposed site is
Merrit Parkway, a secondary road where the existing traffic flow and infrastructure is already
inadequate. There are no traffic lights or signals. There are two curves, one of which is at the foot of
the access point, that are not conducive to a safe traffic flow. Additionally, both foot and vehicle
traffic on Merrit Parkway will further increase with the opening of a new middle school in Fall 2022,



approximately one quarter-mile away.
·         c). There is overwhelming public opposition to this project, particularly in the Maplewood residential
community. Based on the response we have observed over the past week, we have never been so proud to
be part of this incredible community. The overwhelming majority of neighbors are staunchly opposed to this
project; thus, it is highly evident that it conflicts with public interest.

 
2). The proposed use will observe the spirit of the ordinance.

·         a). The applicant acknowledges that “While the ordinance does not permit residential housing, this use is
an apartment building on a large lot.”

o    The spirit of the ordinance is to uphold the zone’s status as an R-30/FUOD Zone. Under Table 15-

1, a multi-family dwelling of three or more units is prohibited in an R-30 Zone. It also violates the
intent of the FUOD and village center in which a multi-family apartment building is also prohibited.

·         b). The applicant states that the “proposed use will not alter the essential character of the neighborhood
as a multi-family use in the form of an apartment building has a commercial façade and the use fits well in a
planned community of mixes uses”

o    None of the existing mixed uses in the community are above two stories, nor come close to the

size and magnitude of a 120,000 sq-foot structure. This by no means conforms with the neighboring
mixed uses. A simple visual observation of the area (driving down Main Dunstable Road or through
the Maplewood Commerce Center) should immediately invalidate this claim.

·         c). The proposal does not abide by the intended use of the land. Under the original site plans in
February 2007, Unit #8 (the proposed site) was not to exceed 36,000 sq-feet. The proposed apartment
building would be 120,000 sq-feet (more than 3x the size of maximum square footage). This further validates
why this is not acceptable use.
·         d). The applicant states the apartment building “will not threaten the public health, safety or welfare.”

o    The proposed site is approximately a quarter-mile away from a new Middle School, which is being

developed and will open in 2022. The school will add to the existing traffic volume in the area,
including a higher number of cars, buses and pedestrians on a daily basis. Merrit Pkwy is the most
logical cut-through for many students walking (especially those in neighborhoods off Main Dunstable
Road and Conant Road) and cannot accommodate this increase in vehicular traffic without
compromising the safety of these children. These apartments – and adding even more traffic – would
heighten this already-increasingly challenging and dangerous situation. This application fails to take
any of these safety factors into consideration.
o    The clear lack of adequate parking for the site will result in an overflow of parking to adjacent

retailers and even the single-residence neighborhood, which will add more congestion and result in
further public safety issues.
o    The proposed site is within feet of the Southwest Nashua Conservation Area. Placing a physical

structure like this, although not directly on the land, will have negative environmental and wildlife
ramifications for the area.

 
3). Substantial justice would be done to the property-owner by granting the variance.

·         The applicant states the apartments are “on a large lot with sufficient parking.”
o    According to City of Nashua parking standards (Article XXVIII, Table 198-1 Parking Matrix), with

multi-family dwellings (three or more units), there is a minimum of 1.5 parking spaces/unit.  On the
schematic design (page 121 of meeting packet), there are 145 parking spots total. For a 160-unit
building, that would be less than 1.0 parking spots/unit. For 120 units (lower range provided on
application), that would be 1.2 spots/unit. This is not in compliance with Article XXVIII, Table
198-1 Parking Matrix.
o    Furthermore, in Section IV, the applicant failed to provide any insight into key activity around

traffic, including the number of visits by commercial deliveries and parking spaces.
·         The applicant states that “reasonable use of the property is construction of an apartment building.”

o    Once again, this is a R-30/FUOD Zone. Under Table 15-1, a multi-family dwelling of three or more

units is prohibited.
 

4). The proposed use will not diminish the values of surrounding properties.
·         a). The applicant states, “The surrounding properties will not be diminished by the proposed apartment
building as the apartment will not generate as much traffic as other permitted uses such as the originally



intended grocery store.”
o    This statement is unsubstantiated. In Section IV, the applicant failed to provide any insight into

key activity around traffic (e.g. # of cars for apartments vs. a grocery store), nor illustrate any direct
correlation between property values and traffic.  

·         b). The applicant states, “An apartment building is a reasonable use as it is a transition from
commercial uses to single-family uses.”

o    There is no supporting argument that makes an apartment building, including this specific

proposal, as a reasonable transition from commercial uses to single-family uses.
 

5). Special conditions exist such that literal enforcement of the ordinance results in unnecessary hardship.
·         The applicant does not establish that the special conditions of the property cause the proposed use to
be reasonable, convey why it does not alter the character of the neighborhood, nor justify that because of the
special conditions of the property, there is no other reasonable use for the property.

           
As clearly demonstrated, the applicant’s case is inadequately presented, includes many flawed and non-fact-based
justifications, and most importantly, fails to adhere to various zoning and city standards.
 
Consequently, since the application does not meet the five points of law, there is no reason a variance should be
warranted.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael McDonough & Erin McDonough
2 Jonquil Lane
Nashua, NH 03062
 
 



City of Nashua 
Planning Department 
229 Main Street 
Nashua, NH 03061-2019 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
We are writing to express our firm objection to the Land Use Code Section 190-15, Table 15-1 variance 
application from ‘Merritt Place, LLC’ to build a 120-160 (“up to 160”) unit multi-family apartment building at 
8 Merrit Parkway in Nashua. 
 
While we support and welcome suitable development to this parcel of land, this particular proposal is 
highly flawed and would be harmful to the abutting community. In our opinion, it also adamantly violates 
the purpose, intent and usage of this particular R-30/Flexible Use Overlay District (FUOD) zone. 
 
The responsibility of the Zoning Board is to determine whether an applicant requesting a variance has 
sufficiently provided adequate and fact-based justification for a project and whether it meets the criteria to 
obtain a variance.  
 
It is clear that the applicant (Merritt Place, LLC) fails to adequately demonstrate the five conditions 
of law that would warrant a variance, particularly in the following areas: 
 
1). Granting of the requested variance will not be contrary to public interest. 

• a). The applicant states, “the proposed use will not alter the character of the neighborhood.” 
o The Maplewood community is a quiet and highly rural community, with a strong village-

feel and acres of conversation land that residents across Nashua enjoy and value. It’s for 
these reasons, among many, that it was specifically designated – and has remained for 
years – as an R-30 suburban residential district. There are zero buildings of the size and 
height proposed with these apartments within the entire district and the surrounding area. 
Additionally, there are no rental apartments within at least a mile. A 160-unit, 120,000 
square-foot structure, only 250 feet from neighboring homes, inarguably alters and takes 
away from the appeal, character and integrity of the neighborhood.  It does not 
complement nor fit in with the surrounding single-family detached dwellings or 
commercial center by any means. This community was deemed a R-30 mixed zone to 
maintain the unique nature of the area. There is no question that granting a variance 
would dramatically and negatively alter the character of the neighborhood.  

• b). The applicant cites the existence of “adequate road access.” 
o In no part of the application does the applicant provide any supporting data or findings 

from traffic analysis(es) that validate these claims. Furthermore, the main entry point to 
the proposed site is Merrit Parkway, a secondary road where the existing traffic flow and 
infrastructure is already inadequate. There are no traffic lights or signals. There are two 
curves, one of which is at the foot of the access point, that are not conducive to a safe 
traffic flow. Additionally, both foot and vehicle traffic on Merrit Parkway will further 
increase with the opening of a new middle school in Fall 2022, approximately one 
quarter-mile away.  

• c). There is overwhelming public opposition to this project, particularly in the Maplewood 
residential community. Based on the response we have observed over the past week, we have 
never been so proud to be part of this incredible community. The overwhelming majority of 
neighbors are staunchly opposed to this project; thus, it is highly evident that it conflicts with 
public interest. 

 
2). The proposed use will observe the spirit of the ordinance. 

• a). The applicant acknowledges that “While the ordinance does not permit residential housing, 
this use is an apartment building on a large lot.” 

o The spirit of the ordinance is to uphold the zone’s status as an R-30/FUOD Zone. Under 
Table 15-1, a multi-family dwelling of three or more units is prohibited in an R-30 Zone. 



It also violates the intent of the FUOD and village center in which a multi-family apartment 
building is also prohibited. 

• b). The applicant states that the “proposed use will not alter the essential character of the 
neighborhood as a multi-family use in the form of an apartment building has a commercial façade 
and the use fits well in a planned community of mixes uses” 

o None of the existing mixed uses in the community are above two stories, nor come close 
to the size and magnitude of a 120,000 sq-foot structure. This by no means conforms 
with the neighboring mixed uses. A simple visual observation of the area (driving down 
Main Dunstable Road or through the Maplewood Commerce Center) should immediately 
invalidate this claim. 

• c). The proposal does not abide by the intended use of the land. Under the original site plans in 
February 2007, Unit #8 (the proposed site) was not to exceed 36,000 sq-feet. The proposed 
apartment building would be 120,000 sq-feet (more than 3x the size of maximum square footage). 
This further validates why this is not acceptable use. 

• d). The applicant states the apartment building “will not threaten the public health, safety or 
welfare.” 

o The proposed site is approximately a quarter-mile away from a new Middle School, which 
is being developed and will open in 2022. The school will add to the existing traffic 
volume in the area, including a higher number of cars, buses and pedestrians on a daily 
basis. Merrit Pkwy is the most logical cut-through for many students walking (especially 
those in neighborhoods off Main Dunstable Road and Conant Road) and cannot 
accommodate this increase in vehicular traffic without compromising the safety of these 
children. These apartments – and adding even more traffic – would heighten this already-
increasingly challenging and dangerous situation. This application fails to take any of 
these safety factors into consideration. 

o The clear lack of adequate parking for the site will result in an overflow of parking to 
adjacent retailers and even the single-residence neighborhood, which will add more 
congestion and result in further public safety issues. 

o The proposed site is within feet of the Southwest Nashua Conservation Area. Placing a 
physical structure like this, although not directly on the land, will have negative 
environmental and wildlife ramifications for the area.  

 
3). Substantial justice would be done to the property-owner by granting the variance. 

• The applicant states the apartments are “on a large lot with sufficient parking.” 
o According to City of Nashua parking standards (Article XXVIII, Table 198-1 Parking 

Matrix), with multi-family dwellings (three or more units), there is a minimum of 1.5 
parking spaces/unit.  On the schematic design (page 121 of meeting packet), there are 
145 parking spots total. For a 160-unit building, that would be less than 1.0 parking 
spots/unit. For 120 units (lower range provided on application), that would be 1.2 
spots/unit. This is not in compliance with Article XXVIII, Table 198-1 Parking Matrix. 

o Furthermore, in Section IV, the applicant failed to provide any insight into key activity 
around traffic, including the number of visits by commercial deliveries and parking 
spaces. 

• The applicant states that “reasonable use of the property is construction of an apartment 
building.” 

o Once again, this is a R-30/FUOD Zone. Under Table 15-1, a multi-family dwelling of 
three or more units is prohibited. 

 
4). The proposed use will not diminish the values of surrounding properties. 

• a). The applicant states, “The surrounding properties will not be diminished by the proposed 
apartment building as the apartment will not generate as much traffic as other permitted uses 
such as the originally intended grocery store.” 

o This statement is unsubstantiated. In Section IV, the applicant failed to provide any 
insight into key activity around traffic (e.g. # of cars for apartments vs. a grocery store), 
nor illustrate any direct correlation between property values and traffic.   

about:blank#8733089
about:blank#8733089


• b). The applicant states, “An apartment building is a reasonable use as it is a transition from 
commercial uses to single-family uses.” 

o There is no supporting argument that makes an apartment building, including this 
specific proposal, as a reasonable transition from commercial uses to single-family uses. 

 
5). Special conditions exist such that literal enforcement of the ordinance results in unnecessary hardship. 

• The applicant does not establish that the special conditions of the property cause the proposed 
use to be reasonable, convey why it does not alter the character of the neighborhood, nor justify 
that because of the special conditions of the property, there is no other reasonable use for the 
property. 

  
As clearly demonstrated, the applicant’s case is inadequately presented, includes many flawed and non-
fact-based justifications, and most importantly, fails to adhere to various zoning and city standards.  
 
Consequently, since the application does not meet the five points of law, there is no reason a variance 
should be warranted. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Michael McDonough & Erin McDonough 
2 Jonquil Lane 
Nashua, NH 03062 
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Attachments:                 zba_merrit_parkway.pdf
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To the Nashua Zoning Board of Adjustment:

 

As a scheduling conflict prevents me from virtually attending the August 11 meeting and stating my reasons for

opposing the variance request for 8 Merrit Parkway (Case 11 on the agenda), please accept them in the form of

the PDF document attached to this email.

 

Respectfully,

Matthew Lucius
5 McKenna Dr

 



To the Nashua Zoning Board of Adjustment:

As a fifteen year resident of a neighborhood adjacent to the Maplewood project which includes the 
“village center” of which the parcel under discussion is a part, a frequent patron of commercial 
establishments within that village center, and enjoyer of the recreational trails in the area (including 
those created and maintained by the city as part of the Maplewood project), I find myself deeply 
concerned and in opposition to the proposed construction of an apartment building at 8 Merrit Parkway.

The application should fail at least three of the tests required for the variance, those being the “spirit of 
the ordinance” test, the “substantial justice” test, and the “special conditions” test.

The proposed project not only does not observe the spirit and intent of the ordinance, but in fact stands 
in direct opposition to it. 

I invite the board’s attention to NRO 190-251 which defines the requirements of the Flexible Use 
Overlay District. As can be seen on the city’s zoning maps, this overlay district encompasses the entire 
Maplewood project area from Salmon Brook at the eastern end, following the path of Cherrywood 
Drive and its side streets, to the Maplewood Commerce Center at the western end, and including a 
couple of small neighborhoods on the north side of Conant Road.

NRO 190-25 Subsection A(2)(c) clearly specifies the types of development permitted in and intended 
for the district’s “mixed use village area,” and their forms. Apartment buildings of the type normally 
found in an R-C zone are notably absent from the list of permitted uses. Even if apartments were a 
permitted use in the mixed use village area, the proposed project’s intended size of one hundred twenty 
thousand square feet far exceeds not only village area’s limit of ten thousand square feet for a single 
building (other than a retail establishment or church, which are permitted twenty thousand square feet), 
the eighty thousand square foot cap imposed on the village area as a whole (Subsection E).

Additionally, Subsection G of the cited ordinance calls out that as part of defining the district, prior 
rezoning of the area to GB and R-C were repealed, and approval of a previously approved R-C type 
development was rescinded. This would appear to indicate that the express intent and spirit of the 
ordinance are to prevent projects such as the one currently under consideration from being constructed 
in the flexible use district

A final thought on the spirit and intent of the ordinance comes from a comment made by the late 
Alderman McCarthy on a post on the Nashua Civic Sounding Board Facebook page in June of 20152:
 “The original plan (approved at the time I go [sic] involved) was for ~3000 housing units and a 
200,000 square foot strip mall on the property that is now Maplewood and Tanglewood. The plan that 
evolved was 350 homes total, 80,000 sq feet in the commerce center, and the city gained about 400 
acres of conservation/open space around Lovewell's pond and Yudicky farm.” This comment, made by 
one of the drafters of the ordinance, makes its spirit and intent clear. The ordinance was written for the 
express purpose of creating a particular “look and feel” to the area, with which the proposed project is 
wholly incompatible.

Setting aside the flexible use district I turn to the R-30 zone which it overlays. NRO 190-14 states that 
the purpose of the R-30 zones are “similar to R-40, with a slightly smaller minimum lot size of 30,000 
square feet. Most of the R-30 Districts provide a buffer between the R-40 District and suburban areas, 

1 https://www.ecode360.com/8730982   
2 https://www.facebook.com/groups/556403681088709/permalink/953639958031744/   

https://www.facebook.com/groups/556403681088709/permalink/953639958031744/
https://www.ecode360.com/8730982


such as the southwest quadrant and the northwest quadrant near the Hollis border west of the airport.” 
The proposed project is for a building more suited to and permitted in D-1, D-3, and R-C zones, and as 
a conditional use in R-B (NRO 190-15, Table 15-1).  The nearest areas where this sort of development 
would be permitted by zoning and in character with the neighborhood would be near Canterbury 
Apartments near the intersection of Main Dunstable Road and Northeastern Boulevard, the complexes 
along Spit Brook Road, and the new Gateway Hills complex north of the former Digital/HP facility. 
The nearest of these is a mile and a half from the proposed project’s location. 

While the variance process is designed to allow some flexibility (the phrase “close enough for 
government work” comes to mind), there must of course be limits. In this case were the proposed 
project planned for a parcel adjacent to an R-C zone it could be reasonably argued that the intent of the 
drafters of the zoning map was being complied with, as it would be a matter of feet. In this case, had 
the land use code been intended to contemplate an apartment building in the Maplewood village 
center’s R-30 zone, the previous R-C zoning in the area would never have been changed; a statement 
that the spirit and intent of the current zoning (as suburban as one can get without being classed as rural
(NRO 190-14)) allows for an apartment building better suited to downtown or an apartment complex is 
difficult to reasonably accept.

The proposed project is also incompatible with the R-30 zone’s dimensional standards, specifically the 
one regarding maximum height. The R-30 zone calls for a maximum building height of two and a half 
stories or thirty-five feet (NRO 190-16, Table 16-3). The proposed project calls for a four story 
building, which even if that were permitted would almost certainly violate the “height above ground” 
limit. Four stories far surpasses the height of everything in the village center, including the silos next to
the veterinary practice located just south of the proposed project site. Again, it is difficult to conceive 
of a reasonable interpretation of the ordinance which finds that its intent and spirit include large 
structures half again as tall as the rest of the buildings in the neighborhood.

For these reasons I submit that the proposed project does not comply with the spirit and intent of the 
relevant ordinances. In fact, given the number of land use requirements which would have to be 
ignored for this project to be approved it seems that the proposed project is antithetical to the very 
premises those ordinances were written to promote. To permit the construction of an apartment building
on a parcel which was intentionally zoned to prevent such would amount to a reversal of the policy set 
by the Board of Aldermen in assigning the area to an R-30 zone and creating the flexible use district for
the Maplewood project.

As regards the “substantial justice” test, the applicant makes no reasonable argument that the justice 
done by an approval of the application would outweigh what would essentially be a reversal of the 
premises under which the entire Maplewood development was constructed and which the owners 
(including the applicant) agreed to. Were substantial harm the likely result of a denial of the 
application, one would think that the applicant had tried and failed to construct something on the parcel
which was in compliance with the requirements of the R-30 zone and overlay district at some point in 
the nearly two decades the unit has been owned by the applicant. I don’t recall seeing any site plan 
proposals reach the planning board’s recent agendas to indicate such attempts.  What is it about an 
apartment building which provides substantial justice when none of the other allowable options would?
In what way will the applicant suffer substantial harm if a church, photography studio, or use actually 
permitted in the village center is required?

The applicant’s answer to the “substantial justice” question also includes what seems to have become a 
de rigueur mention of a need for housing in the city. However, the applicant has failed to describe how 



the construction of an apartment building on a lot which for most of a generation has been intentionally
devoid of such meets the definition of “substantial justice,” especially in light of the efforts made to 
maintain a certain ‘look and feel” to the entire Maplewood project. The “Nashua needs housing” 
argument should not on its own be considered a means to meet the requirements for “substantial 
justice,” and in fact the Zoning Board of Adjustment has rejected that argument in the past, for projects 
less of a reach for the surrounding area, e.g: the 9/25/2018 denial of a variance to construct an 
apartment building at 546 Amherst Street3.

As there seems to be no coherent answer to the “substantial justice” test based on the application as 
currently available, I submit that the applicant has failed to meet that requirement for approval of a 
variance.

It cannot be disputed that special conditions are attached to the parcel in question. However, those 
special conditions are the result of intentional action by the city’s Board of Aldermen in that they are 
written into the controlling ordinances. The applicant knows (or should know given the long term 
ownership of the unit) the requirements agreed to when purchasing a unit with intentionally tight 
restrictions. There is no oblong parcel shape, rocky outcropping, or insidious topography which can 
reasonably lead one to say “because of these conditions the applicant can’t build a permitted stucture,”
never mind conditions which mandate the construction of something entirely against the base zoning 
and overlay districts. I submit that the applicant has failed to meet the standard required by the “special 
conditions” test.

The proposed project is not only not within the spirit and intent of the ordinances specifying 
appropriate usage of the R-30 base district and is in fact antithetical to the premises under which the 
flexible use overlay district was created to support the Maplewood project. The applicant has not 
shown any overriding substantial justice which would come from the building of the proposed project. 
The parcel involved has no special conditions attached which justify the effective voiding of the 
relevant portions of the land use code. As such, I urge the Zoning Board of Adjustment to deny the 
application for a variance to construct an apartment building in the Maplewood mixed use village area.

Respectfully,

Matthew Lucius
5 Mckenna Dr

3 https://www.nashuanh.gov/AgendaCenter/ViewFile/Minutes/_09252018-4058   

https://www.nashuanh.gov/AgendaCenter/ViewFile/Minutes/_09252018-4058
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To Whom it May Concern,
 
I have attached my concerns as I cannot attend tonight’s webex. Please give all our concerns serious
consideration.
 
Thank You
 
Mark J. McKenna
Director, Hospitality Services
St. Joseph Hospital
172 Kinsley St.
Nashua, NH 03060
Office: 603.884.3123
Cell: 774.239.9510
Page: 603.376.3123
 



To Whom it May Concern  
 
My name is Mark McKenna and I live at 3 Whitford Road in Nashua. I am writing to you after reviewing 
the application for variance regarding 8 Merrit Parkway. I will be unable to attend the Webex tonight, 8/11 
and would like to submit the following concerns for your consideration. 
 

1. The statement pertaining to the approved supermarket site some years back would have been a 
one story structure. This proposed building is a much larger 4 story structure that would adversely 
stand out more than the approved supermarket project. This supermarket was approved to help 
the existing residents in the area to have closer access to services, not to add additional housing 
that could easily be placed elsewhere in Nashua. Adding a 4 story building in this area does not 
match the aesthetic of a residential area surrounded by wetlands. This will absolutely detract from 
property values. 

 
In addition, I have believed for many years that there are far too many empty industrial parks and 
failed strip malls sitting on prime empty property that had already been appropriately zoned and 
developed. I believe we need a moratorium on ripping up undeveloped property. This continued 
practice poses serious concerns for our wildlife, wetlands and eco-system. 
All new plans should research these vacated, failed sites and level them to rebuild or retrofit 
existing structures. 

 
 

2.  I am concerned there is not sufficient capacity at Main Dunstable Elementary School to support 
160 new multi-family units. 

 
3.   With the addition of approximately 500 new residents has there been thought given to the traffic 

patterns along the few roads leading to Route 3?  
 

4. There are Basically 3 main roads that lead away from this area to route 3 and the south Nashua 
shopping area.  
They are Conant Road (thickly settled residential), Buckmeadow to Ridge Road (and Ridge Rd to 
Lamb Rd to Spit Brook), are already heavily traveled and congested. Lastly, the Main Dunstable 
Rd. which is the largest and most frequently traveled and will most assuredly become even more 
heavily traveled. These are all thickly settled residential areas which I am concerned about 
additional traffic. 
 
In addition, as a resident that currently lives directly off Main Dunstable Road, not far from the 
elementary school, I can personally state that I have safety concerns already with the traffic 
patterns and excessive speeds that I encounter on a daily basis. 

 
 
I have also signed the neighborhood’s petition of concern that will be presented and whole heartedly 
agree with points made by my fellow neighbors. 
 
 
Asking for your serious consideration to our points and concerns. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mark J. McKenna 
3 Whitford Rd. 
Nashua, NH 03062 
 

 



From:                              Louis Leclerc <gophermar@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 11:56 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Fw: Variance regarding apartment complex at 8 Merrit Parkway, Nashua, NH
Attachments:                 Apartment Complex.docx
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
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forwarding due to incorrect email address...
 
----- Forwarded Message -----
From: Louis Leclerc <gophermar@yahoo.com>
To: planningdepartment@nashusausanh.gov <planningdepartment@nashusausanh.gov>
Cc: maplewoodnashua@gmail.com <maplewoodnashua@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 6, 2020, 11:52:28 AM EDT
Subject: Variance regarding apartment complex at 8 Merrit Parkway, Nashua, NH
 

Maplewood owner's comments regarding apartment complex @ 8 Merrit Parkway, Nashua, NH.
 
Thank you,
Louis and Margo

mailto:gophermar@yahoo.com
mailto:planningdepartment@nashusausanh.gov
mailto:planningdepartment@nashusausanh.gov
mailto:maplewoodnashua@gmail.com
mailto:maplewoodnashua@gmail.com


1 
 

planningdepartment@nashusausanh.gov  

 

Variance regarding apartment complex at 8 Merrit Parkway, Nashua, NH 

Zoning District: R-30 FUOD Sheet: C Lot: 2544-8  Pages 116 - 121 

 

The request for a variance for an apartment complex (rental units) up to 160 

units, with barely enough parking for 160 units, much less no parking for any 

tenant(s) that may have more than one (1) vehicle and not one square foot 

extra for snow removal adjacent to a preexisting single family development with 

a buffer zone of 250 feet is completely beyond the scope and intent of the 

adjacent properties. 

 

The owners of the properties within visible and adjacent to the “buffer zone” 

bought their properties with the knowledge and intent that they were 

purchasing property within a residential area with preexisting zoning to maintain 

the character and use of the area and the adjacent office/childcare area. 

The proposed construction is for rental units and not proposed as a 

condominium where the inhabitants are property owners.   

 

I found no mention as to the inhabited density of this proposal: 

 

- How many bedrooms will each apartment have? 

- What are the proposed rents for each apartment? 

 What is included in the rent, heat, etc? 

- Where will tenants with more than one vehicle park their additional 

vehicles? 

 …they will park in the “empty spaces” of the currently 

existing businesses! 

- Tenants are transient and have no vested interest in the 

maintenance of the property. 

- Apartments reduce property values of single family homes…no 

matter what data is produced to contradict this fact.  Data may be 

shown to “prove” anything that one wants. 

- The apartments must be compatible with their surrounding 

environment and structures…two story structures as are the surrounding 

homes.  A four (4) story structure is NOT compatible.  

- Apartment complexes are inherently noisy versus businesses that 

close their doors at night. 

mailto:planningdepartment@nashusausanh.gov
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The property in question appears to be owned by an out of state resident 

with the sole interest of gaining the greatest profit possible. 

 

For the record, the proposal claims: 

- Will not alter the character of the Maplewood neighborhood. 

 Would someone please tell the Maplewood 

neighborhood residents how a four (4) story apartment 

complex of up to 160 units with a minimal buffer of 250 

feet NOT ALTER the character of any neighborhood? 

- Fits well into the current mixed–use community at Maplewood 

(restaurants, doctor offices’ daycare, medical offices, other retailers). 

 Based on what information beyond the developer’s 

personal information and opinions.  Sounds like 

“alternative facts”. 

- Has adequate buffer with the neighborhood (at least 250 feet to 

nearest home). 

 Excuse me, but 250 feet of buffer to a privately owned 

residential property in the Maplewood neighborhood is 

NOT adequate to any homeowner by any stretch of the 

imagination…more “alternative facts”. 

- Has sufficient parking, adequate road access, and will not disrupt 

traffic (Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads). 

 Merrit Parkway is not a parkway at all.  It is a short two lane 

curvy street within the complex of aforementioned offices 

and retailers including the Childcare Center.  This complex 

which adds hundreds of people all driving vehicles and in 

a hurry to get to wherever they are going within very close 

proximity of a Childcare Center…not a wise decision. 

 “Has sufficient parking”…I count 145 spaces for up to 160 

apartments assuming each resident has only one vehicle 

and some have zero (0) vehicles, wow really. 

 “Adequate road access”, remember that we are building 

a new Nashua High School in the same area.  Sounds like 

more “alternative facts”. 

 “Will not disrupt traffic”…additional vehicles always 

“disrupt traffic”…duh. 

- Will not diminish property values from surrounding properties. 
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 Added congestion always diminishes property values 

especially being built right next to single family homes. 

- Is reasonable use of the property and should be permitted. 

 By no stretch of the imagination is the construction of a 

four story apartment building (rentals) a reasonable use 

and should NOT  be permitted. 

 

May I suggest single family homes be constructed for disabled veterans instead 

of an apartment complex.  They could be constructed on “postage size” lots 

permitting a higher density but not as high as the apartment complex.   

OR 

How about the construction of a one (1) story office space on this parcel of land 

if additional single family home construction is out of the question.   

 

We need substantial compromise prior to construction of anything for which this 

property is not already zoned for. 

 

Sincerely, 

Louis Leclerc 

Marguerite Pouliot 

39 Cherrywood Dr 

Nashua, NH 03062 

603-578-9787 

gophermar@yahoo.com 

 



From:                              Lee McDowell <leemcd53@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 9:17 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Feedback on Proposed 4-Story Development at Maplewood
Attachments:                 Public Hearing-Maplewood 4-Story Development.pdf
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Good thing I received a letter from Gloria McCarthy announcing this meeting. I noticed the variance was posted

last Thursday, 8/6, one my early morning bike ride, but did not stop to read it.

 

Attached are our objections to the development which are way out of 

character for the Southwest Quadrant. 

 

 

Leon & Karen McDowell
443 MAin Dunstable Rd

 

 

Virus-free. www.avg.com
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From:                              Graham, Donna
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 12:20 PM
To:                                   Marchant, Sarah; Webber, Chris; Falk, Carter; McGhee, Linda; Poirier, Kate
Cc:                                   Wilshire, Lori
Subject:                          FW: ZBA Letter for Aug 11
Attachments:                 ZBA Merrit Pkwy 2020.pdf
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 
Good afternoon –
 
Attached is letter for the August 11  ZBA agenda.
 
Donna
 

From: Lori Wilshire [mailto:loriwilshire@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Thursday, August 06, 2020 12:14 PM
To: Graham, Donna
Subject: ZBA Letter for Aug 11

 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hi Donna,
 
Can you forward the attached letter to the correct person for the ZBA agenda on
Aug 11 please?
 
Lori Wilshire

 

        

mailto:loriwilshire@yahoo.com




From:                                         kathyhersh1@gmail.com
Sent:                                           Wednesday, August 12, 2020 3:37 PM
To:                                               Poirier, Kate
Subject:                                     hersh letter amended
Attachments:                          hersh letter amended.pdf
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
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Hi Kate:
 
I inadvertently referred to the grocery store as 36,000 sf instead of the 20,000 sf that is in the ordinances.  I
took the 36,000 sf off the plan, but that was for more than just the grocery store.  Anyway, I revised the letter. 
If this one can go in the next packet instead of the first one, I’d appreciate it.
 
 



Katherine Hersh 
16 Mountain Laurels Drive, #101 

Nashua, NH  03062 
August 6, 2020 
 
 
Zoning Board of Adjustment 
City of Nashua 
229 Main Street 
Nashua, NH  03060 
 
 
Dear Zoning Board of Adjustment: 
 
I am writing in opposition to the proposal by Hannaford at 8 Merritt Parkway for a 4-story multi-family 
building. 
 
In the latter half of the 1990s, the City recognized the importance of creating a master plan for the 
southwest quadrant, since it contained “the bulk of Nashua’s large, undeveloped, subdividable parcels.” 
Many meetings and brainstorming with residents and City leaders resulted in a cohesive vision for the 
future of the area.  In 1996 the Southwest Quadrant Master Plan, representing that vision and 
recommendations for implementation, was adopted by the City as part of the City-wide Master Plan.  
The Flexible Use Overlay District (section 190-25 of the City’s land use ordinances) was co-authored by 
then-Alderman Brian McCarthy and myself in the late 1990s to implement some of the provisions of the 
Southwest Quadrant Master Plan. 
 
I will direct my comments to the five criteria that must be met for a variance request to be granted by 
the ZBA. 
 
The first two criteria are  

• granting of the request will not be contrary to the public interest and  

• the proposed use will observe the spirit of the ordinance 
 
The proposed residential use is in conflict with the explicit purpose of the ordinance, which clearly 
identifies this location as part of the commercial district.  The ordinance states, “The mixed-use village 
area is intended to house retail facilities that primarily serve the needs of the surrounding residential 
neighborhoods.”  The Southwest Quadrant Master Plan (SWMP), adopted by the City in 1996 goes into 
great detail on the importance of a commercial district that serves the area residents.  Per the SWMP, 
this commercial district was master planned.  The proposed residential use is in conflict with that plan. 
 
The proposed 4-story building (4-story is stated on the plan but not stated in the application) will not 
meet the Hall’s Corner Architectural Design Review, Procedure and Guidelines required in the 
ordinances for the village area.  Every other building has a consistent character similar to this building. 
 
 



 
 
The proposed 4-story building (at least 50 feet high) will be 250 feet from a residential neighborhood of 
single family houses and will affect the character and value of the nearby residential homes and beyond.  
 
The third criteria is 

• Substantial justice would be done to the property owner by granting the variance 
 
The applicant states that ‘denial will impose substantial harm to the applicant in that a reasonable use of 
the property is construction of an apartment building.’ According to the assessing data, the applicant 
paid substantially more for the property than it is currently assessed at.  The applicant purchased the 
property after the Flexible Use Overlay District was approved, so they were well aware of the size 
limitation for a grocery store.  The purpose of this limitation was to limit the use of the commercial 
district to area residents, as clearly articulated in the ordinance and the SWMP.  After purchasing the 
property, the applicant then approached the residents and City leaders at least twice about allowing a 
larger square footage than the 20,000 sf limit that was approved as part of the Flexible Use Overlay 
District.  The feedback they received was strong opposition to their proposal, which may be why no 
formal proposal was submitted to the City until now. 
 
The fourth criteria is 

• The proposed use will not diminish the values of the surrounding properties 
 
A four-story apartment building will be readily visible from the back of the houses on Sweet William 
Circle and diminish their value. 
 
The fifth criteria is 

• Special conditions exist such that literal enforcement of the ordinance results in unnecessary 
hardship 

 
Per the NH Supreme Court in 2001 specifically with respect to the hardship test, "Henceforth, applicants 
for a zoning variance may establish unnecessary hardship by proof that:  

1) a zoning restriction as applied to their property interferes with their reasonable use of the 
property, considering the unique setting of the property in its environment;  

2) no fair and substantial relationship exists between the general purposes of the zoning ordinance 
and the specific restriction on the property; and  

3) the variance would not injure the public or private rights of others."  
 
There are no unique characteristics of this property nor unique setting of the property in its 
environment that makes it undevelopable for a 20,000 sf grocery store.  Given that the applicant 
purchased the property after the ordinance was adopted, they cannot argue this part of the hardship 
test.   



 
The ordinance is clear in its intent for the village district.  A grocery store is consistent with this intent; a 
multi-family building is not.  The applicant misstates that the general purpose of the ordinance is to 
allow residential as part of a mixed use village district.  The Flexible Use District ordinance (190-
25A(2)(a) clearly states the following: 
 

Purpose. A mixed-use village area will be permitted as depicted on the plan and will be 
developed in conformity with the traditional New England architectural style. The mixed-use 
village area is intended to house retail facilities that primarily serve the needs of the 
surrounding residential neighborhoods. 

 
I appreciate your consideration of my concerns regarding the proposal to build a 4-story residential 
building in the commercial district at Captain’s Corner.  Many people and many hours went into creating 
the Southwest Quadrant Master Plan and the Flexible Use Overlay District.  The implementation of both 
have resulted in quality development that adds to the value and beauty of the City of Nashua.  I urge 
you to vote against this proposal. 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Alderman-at-Large 1992 - 2001 
 



From:                                         John Panny <john.panny@valmet.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, August 10, 2020 2:37 AM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Response to the 8 Merritt Parkway Apartment Complex Application to be discussed

at the August 11, 2020
Attachments:                          8 merritt parkway.docx
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

As a 35 year resident of the immediate area I offer the following comments in opposition to the proposed
apartment complex at 8 Merritt Parkway
 
John Panny
1 Aberdeen Lane
Nashua, NH
 
 

This email may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. If you have received it in error, please notify
the sender immediately and delete it (together with any attachments) from your system without using or disclosing its
contents for any purposes or to any other person. Many thanks for your co-operation.



 

 

          August 10, 2020 

Honorable Members of the Zoning Board: 

Prior to considering the application for the 160 unit apartment complex on Merritt Parkway (the 

“Application”) I would request you go out and walk the proposed site of this application as well as to explore 

the immediate neighborhood and woods between the proposed project and the residential Maplewood area 

to observe the significant number of inconsistencies between the property being considered for 

development and statements called out in the application 

Please consider the following in your reviewing this Application: 

1)  There are no traffic lights in the Southwest Quadrant.  The last traffic lights between the Quadrant 

and Hollis are on Spit Brook Road and Main Dunstable Road (intersection of Northeaster Blvd) and 

Route 111 by the Nashua High South.  In many discussions with former Alderman Brian McCarthy it 

was his intent to keep traffic lights out of the quadrant beyond the High School and Spit Brook Road 

and maintain the integrity of the quadrant as single-family housing only.   It appears his legacy will 

not be honored. 

2)  All roads within the southwest quadrant (except around the High School) are limited to two lanes (1 

in each direction).  In the past the citizens fought to keep Lamb Road at 2 lanes the Searles Road 

bridge as no more than two lanes and main streets lined to minimize the width of the driving lanes to 

reduce speed.  We also fought the introduction of a rotary at the intersection of Searles and Conant 

Road. 

3) Street lighting in the quadrant has been kept to a minimum to maintain the integrity of a residential 

community 

4) We fought Hannaford’s application to locate a Hannaford Junior supermarket on the plot.   I would 

encourage the board to go back to the records of those meetings to see why the market was 

rejected.   In reviewing the application, you will find that Hannaford like the current applicant 

claimed there would be no impact on the neighborhood.    (lighting, traffic, noise, out of context with 

the neighborhood etc.).   This application should be rejected for the same reasons 

5) Per the Union Leader on August 5th the applicant stated, “The infrastructure and traffic lights are 

already there to accommodate this type of development.”   See point 1 above.  In regard to the 

infrastructure, contrary to its name, Merritt Parkway is not a parkway but at its maximum a 1 ½ lane 

road whose main purpose is to provide access to the parking spaces of the local business’.  A large 

pond will be directly opposite the structure and much of the surrounding lane is wetland and across 

the street (Buck Meadow Road is the Brian McCarthy Conservation Park)   Having lived in the 

neighborhood for over 35 years I have seen it through significant development and know the amount 

of wetlands that are in the area as well as the history of projects in the area.    

6) Much of the plot is on ledge which will require significant blasting.  Other portions of the plot will be 

deforested leading to further potential erosion in the area and potential flooding of the abutting 

Maplewood community 

7) To claim that infrastructure is in place is absurd.  Yes, there are buildings there on a 1 ½ lane road, 

but the infrastructure is not in place to service a potential 160 additional housing units 

8) Access to the property will be via Buck Meadow and Conant Road (both 2 lane roads (1 lane in each 

direction)).    Morning traffic will already be impacted by the additional traffic for the pending Jr High 

School.  Has anyone done a traffic survey to see how much more traffic these two roads can handle?   

 



 

 

In response to the application 

Point 1 – The proposed use will not be contrary to the Public Interest 

As reflected above, the Southwest Quadrant is a neighborhood of residential housing, not apartment 

complexes.  The mere magnitude of the proposed facility will dwarf the Maplewood housing community and 

will be the only apartment complex in the Quadrant and the only 4 story building in the Quadrant.  The plot is 

surrounded by wetland and there is significant conservation land (The Brian McCarthy Conservation Park) 

across the street on Buck meadow Road.  250 foot to the nearest home is less than a football field away.   I 

would prefer not to be standing in my backyard looking at a 4-story apartment complex.    

Additional water and sewer lines will need to be constructed to accommodate the additional 160 units.  As 

for public health issues the potential for flooding and mosquito infestation (potential virus issue) exist based 

on the additional amount of run off that will exist due to the amount of deforestation. 

There is no adequate road access to the proposed site.  Merritt Parkway is not a parkway but rather a 1 lane 

road leading to parking spaces of the business located in the FUOD and is extremely windy with raised 

curbing at many of the curves to protect the parking spaces.   Buck Meadow Road and Conant Road are both 

2 lane streets (1 lane each direction).   Based on the presumption that the Jr High School will be constructed 

in the quadrant as well has a traffic study been done on these two roads which will be highly impacted as 

they are the two main roads in and out of the quadrant?  Additional fire hydrants will also need to be added 

(and the street widened to accommodate fire trucks) and sewage lines constructed to drain the run off 

(which will go where?) 

Point 2 – The proposal will observe the spirit of the Ordinance 

The ordinance does not permit residential housing.  It appears we are looking at how to interpret the term 

“house”.  In its most general definition, it is a place to live.   Both apartment and residential properties fit this 

definition.   By interpretation the proposal is contrary to the spirit of the ordinance and is trying to play with 

the definition of “housing” 

The plot plan shows parking will be on the high point of the property and will all drain into Merritt Parkway 

which as previously described is a 1 lane road.  I would strongly encourage the board to go back 15 years and 

review the determination on why the Hannaford market was rejected.  I believe you will find it was due to 

many of the issues the applicant currently presents as not being an issue (lighting, noise, traffic, non-

conformity…)  No matter what façade is placed on the structure it will still be the largest structure in the 

southwest quadrant dwarfing everything else altering the neighborhood forever from a quadrant generally of 

residential housing only. 

Point 3 – Substantial justice would be done to the property owner by granting the variance 

And such justice would be the unfair enrichment of the property owner at the loss of the immediate 

residential abutters.   In investing in real estate as in any other investment there is risk associated with the 

investment.   In this case the risk (as reflected in the Hannaford case) is the inability to develop the lot thus 

suffering a loss on the investment.   Note no investment should be guaranteed!!!  Surely the applicant 

realized in purchasing the property from Hannaford what the history was on this piece of land.  Caveat 

Emptor. 

Point 4 – The proposal will not diminish the value of surrounding properties. 



 

 

Maplewood residential properties abutting the project will be impacted as their property will be 

overshadowed by the project.   I would ask the board members if they would like someone to construct a 4 

story 160 residential project directly in site of their house and if the construction of such a facility would not 

impact their property value.  Though it appears that the Facility itself (per the drawing) will be built in the 

forested area of the property which is down the hill from Merritt Parkway the top floor will still be above the 

rooftop of the -existing residential houses.  Note that the lowest point of the property upon actual 

observation of the land is wetlands.  

To state that the traffic generated by the Complex will be less than what would have existed if Hannaford’s 

had been approved is questionable.  Hannaford’s would have been pass through traffic to folks already in the 

quadrant, the complex will potentially add 200 additional vehicles to a neighborhood of 2 lane streets.  

Finally, the lot is not set away from other uses as it will directly abut a school and be directly across from a 

strip of business 

Point 5 – Hardship 

What is the “Condominium project” Is this the first of several requests? 

The general purpose is FUOD and as stated in point 2 excluded “housing”   

Per points 1 & 2 of the application this is zoned as R-30 FUOD not R-40 

Full flexibility as previously stated excluded “housing”.  I do not believe there is anyplace in the FUOD 

definition for this location which intended to allow residences to co-exist with the commercial center.   In 

fact, residential was specifically excluded as it allocated to the other divisions of the Maplewood 

development.    A reasonable use for the property would be an additional office building, charter school or 

other business or restaurants conforming to the 1 – 2 story structures in the FUOD district.   To consider a 

160-unit 4 story apartment building which dwarfs everything else in the quadrant as transitional is a bit of a 

stretch. 

Finally, the Mayor in support of a similar size project on School Street would generate an additional $400,000 

in tax revenue for the city.   Knowing the specific property on which the project is based it will cost the city 

way more in infrastructure costs (street development, water lines, sewer lines, utilities, manpower) to 

support this project than will be gained from additional property taxes 

 

In closing, I thank you for your time in consideration of the foregoing and your entering of this into the 

minutes of the meeting 

Respectfully 

John S. Panny 
John S. Panny 
1 Aberdeen Lane 
Nashua, NH  
readlaw@comcast.net 
603-867-4179 

 



From:                              Joanne Witzig <joannewitzig@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 9:56 AM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          RE: Response to Zoning Board Application: Merritt Pkwy
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Good Morning Kate, 
 

Joanne Witzig

4 Tanglewood Dr

Nashua, NH 03062

 

Thanks for letting me know! :)

 
Have a good day!

Joanne

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

 

On Mon, Aug 10, 2020 at 9:15 AM, Poirier, Kate
<PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Morning Joanne,

Thanks for reaching out! Can you state your address please? We'll need that to add your comments to the
record.

Sincerely,
Kate

________________________________

From: Joanne Witzig [joannewitzig@yahoo.com]

Sent: Friday, August 07, 2020 8:00 PM

To: Poirier, Kate

Subject: Response to Zoning Board Application: Merritt Pkwy

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source
is unknown.

Hi Kate,

https://go.onelink.me/107872968?pid=InProduct&c=Global_Internal_YGrowth_AndroidEmailSig__AndroidUsers&af_wl=ym&af_sub1=Internal&af_sub2=Global_YGrowth&af_sub3=EmailSignature
mailto:joannewitzig@yahoo.com


I spoke to you the other day about the Variance application for 8 Merritt Pkwy. You were very helpful in

explaining what FUOD means and helping me understand the types of commercial land use in the R-30,

FUOD zones. I can not be present at the meeting, so I really appreciate you letting me email you my

responses to the Zoning Board.

Good luck getting everything together for the Zoning Board meeting. I'm sure you're extra busy handling

everything during a pandemic.

Thank you again,

Joanne Witzig

~~~~~~~~~~~~

Dear Nashua Zoning Board,

Thank you for taking the time to read my responses.  I included the applicant's answer, then I responded to

four of the applicant's answers. I included two attachments that I reference in my responses.

1. Making the Connection": A guide to achieving comprehensive land use & transportation planning Prepared
by the Nashua Regional Planning Commission, iTRaC Program, April 2009, pages 15 & 16.
2. City of Nashua Transportation Toolkit: The land use and transportation connection. (March 2008), pages

8 & 9.

Applicant's Variance Application; 8 Merritt Pkwy, and my responses:

lll. Purpose of Request

1. Applicant's answer: The proposal is to construct one apartment building with approximately 120-160 units

being approximately 120,000 sf on a 6.2 acre lot within the Commerce Center at Maplewood Condominium.
The proposed use will not alter the character of the neighborhood as the other uses in the immediate area are
commercial in nature and part of a commercial condominium within the Flexible Use Overlay District. The

abutting land in the residential zone is common area open space and it is approximately 250 feet to the
nearest home. The proposed use is serviced by water and sewer and the use will not be a threat to public

health, safety or welfare as adequate road access and storm water drainage capacity exists.

My response: The applicant calls the commerce center of Maplewood, a commercial condominium. This may
be the correct verbiage, but when I think of a commercial condominium, I think of a building with multiple

office spaces.  One drive down Merritt Parkway, and you can see  the commerce center buildings looks
more like a modern colonial New England town center. According to "Making the Connection", the original

plan was to develop Maplewood as a nodal development. My understanding is the FUOD land use does not
permit a 120,000 apartment building in this size, and was not what the planners envisioned.



2. Applicant's answer: While the ordinance does not permit residential housing, this use is an apartment

building on a large lot on which a grocery store was originally planned. There is sufficient lot area for parking
and distancing from commercial uses. The proposed use will not alter the essential character of the

neighborhood as a multifamily use in the form of an apartment building has a commercial facade and the use
fits well in a planned community of mixed uses, and will not threaten the public health, safety or welfare.

My response: The attachment, "Making the Connection", page 16, describes a nodal development and sites

Maplewood development as an excellent example of a nodal development. I also attached iTrac from March
2008. Pages 8 includes the map that shows the current and proposed buildings and refers to this area as the

village district. Page 9 includes a couple of photos of village district.

The applicant's wording that a grocery store was originally planned needs further explanation and data by the

applicant to prove his point. The map only states it was a "proposed grocery store, 36,000 sq ft, sale
pending". The map shows current commercial buildings and proposed buildings fitting the plan of keeping

Maplewood Center as a nodal development.  As you can see from the map, the grocery store is smaller than
a chain grocery store like Market Basket or Hannaford's. The applicant also said that his building will have a

commercial facade. If you are familiar with the commerce center at Maplewood, most of the buildings are
brick, or have a New England modern colonial look.  I would ask the applicant to be more specific in what

the apartment complex will look like to see if it keeps to the character of the Maplewood commerce center. 
The Maplewood resident community is predominantly colonial type houses.

3. Applicant's answer: If granted, there will be no harm to the general public or to any other individuals in that
the proposed use is an appropriate buffer use between the existing commercial uses and the abutting

residential neighborhood while providing additional housing to the City of Nashua on a large lot with sufficient
parking and will be complimentary to the surrounding uses. Denial will impose substantial harm to the

applicant in that a reasonable use of the property is construction of an apartment building.

My response: The Maplewood Development was designed as a nodal development. I do not believe the 160
unit apartment building fits into the original plan and the vision of Maplewood. When the applicant states it

"will impose substantial harm" to him if you do not approve his project, my understanding is Hannaford LLC
still owns this property. If the sale is contingent on the outcome of the zoning board's approval, the applicant
should let you know how you are bringing him harm.

4. Applicant's answer: The surrounding properties will not be diminished by the proposed apartment building

as the apartment will not generate as much traffic as other permitted uses such as the originally intended
grocery store. The location is on a large lot set away from their other commercial uses.

My answer: The applicant states that the proposed apartment building will not generate as much traffic as the

grocery store that was originally intended. From what I understand, the apartment building would use the

existing exits on Conant and Buckmeadow. I would like the applicant to submit to the zoning board more
facts/evidence about how the apartment building will impact traffic.

I will not be at the board meeting on Tuesday, so I really appreciate you taking the time to read my
responses.



Sincerely,

Joanne Witzig
603-204-5252



www.nashuarpc.org
City of NashuaCity of Nashua

City of Nashua Transportation Toolkit:City of Nashua Transportation Toolkit:
The Land Use and Transportation ConnectionThe Land Use and Transportation Connection

March 2008March 2008

#3062-184
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OverviewOverview

This presentation will discuss:This presentation will discuss:
•• The connection between growing population, The connection between growing population, 
transportation infrastructure, development transportation infrastructure, development 
and land useand land use

•• The regulatory controls Nashua can The regulatory controls Nashua can 
implement to preserve and enhance its implement to preserve and enhance its 
charactercharacter



City of NashuaCity of Nashua 3

Population GrowthPopulation Growth

Growing population means increased Growing population means increased 
demands on transportation demands on transportation 
infrastructure.infrastructure.

••More roads to service more housingMore roads to service more housing
••More costs to the city to maintain roads More costs to the city to maintain roads 
and public servicesand public services

••More tripsMore trips
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Land Use and Transportation in Land Use and Transportation in 
NashuaNashua

Nashua has a thriving Nashua has a thriving 
downtown Main Street downtown Main Street 
surrounded by residential surrounded by residential 
neighborhoods.neighborhoods.

Southwest Nashua is Southwest Nashua is 
more suburban.more suburban.

Source: Nashua Downtown Master Plan
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Transportation Infrastructure and Transportation Infrastructure and 
Land UseLand Use

•• New roads and road New roads and road 
widening only improve widening only improve 
traffic conditions in the traffic conditions in the 
short term.short term.

•• More congestion occurs More congestion occurs 
as more people use the as more people use the 
improved road.improved road.

•• Improved roads attract Improved roads attract 
new development which new development which 
also leads to increased also leads to increased 
congestion and congestion and 
encourages sprawl.encourages sprawl. Source:  Rockingham Regional Planning Commission Route 

16 Land Use Transportation Report.

If you build it, they will come.
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Regulatory StrategiesRegulatory Strategies

To avoid cultivating sprawl and improve To avoid cultivating sprawl and improve 
the quality of existing developmentthe quality of existing development

•• Consolidate new developmentConsolidate new development
Nodal DevelopmentNodal Development
Infill and RevitalizationInfill and Revitalization

•• Encourage mixedEncourage mixed‐‐use developmentuse development
Village Plan AlternativeVillage Plan Alternative
Transit Oriented DevelopmentTransit Oriented Development

•• Limit access to regional roadwaysLimit access to regional roadways
Access ManagementAccess Management
MultiMulti‐‐modal Accessmodal Access

•• Maintain a sense of communityMaintain a sense of community
Context Sensitive SolutionsContext Sensitive Solutions
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Nodal DevelopmentNodal Development

•• Compact and walkableCompact and walkable
•• Pedestrian and cyclist Pedestrian and cyclist 

friendlyfriendly
•• Reduces automobile trips Reduces automobile trips 

and car dependencyand car dependency
•• Creates a sense of place Creates a sense of place 

and enhances community and enhances community 
charactercharacter

•• Limits generic sprawlLimits generic sprawl

Concentrates residential, commercial and Concentrates residential, commercial and 
service opportunities around key intersectionsservice opportunities around key intersections

Source: “Courtesy of Dan Burden, Glatting Jackson Kercher
Anglin, Inc., and Walkable Communities.”
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Nodal Development in Nashua:Nodal Development in Nashua:
MaplewoodMaplewood

Located in the southwestern Located in the southwestern 
quadrant of Nashua, Maplewood quadrant of Nashua, Maplewood 
consists of senior housing, single consists of senior housing, single 
family homes, preserved open space family homes, preserved open space 
and a village district.and a village district.

The village district, known as the The village district, known as the 
Commerce Center of Commerce Center of 
Maplewood, is located on Merit Maplewood, is located on Merit 
Parkway.  The center provides Parkway.  The center provides 
convenient, nearby services that convenient, nearby services that 
the communitythe community’’s residents can s residents can 
walk and cycle to.walk and cycle to.

Source: Source: www.korsakrealty.comwww.korsakrealty.com
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Nodal Development in Nashua:Nodal Development in Nashua:
MaplewoodMaplewood

Ample footpaths and wellAmple footpaths and well‐‐
defined crosswalks connect defined crosswalks connect 
the residential areas to the the residential areas to the 
Commerce Center.Commerce Center.

The Commerce Center is The Commerce Center is 
located around a scenic located around a scenic 
pond.pond.

Source: NRPC
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Infill and RevitalizationInfill and Revitalization

•• Infill develops parcels of Infill develops parcels of 
vacant land within a builtvacant land within a built‐‐up up 
area.area.

•• Revitalization repairs and Revitalization repairs and 
modifies sites that have modifies sites that have 
become dilapidated or become dilapidated or 
obsolete to meet current obsolete to meet current 
needs.needs.

•• These methods typically do These methods typically do 
not burden existing not burden existing 
infrastructures or require infrastructures or require 
new improvements.new improvements.

•• Both can enhance the Both can enhance the 
character of an area by character of an area by 
making use of unsightly and making use of unsightly and 
wasted space.wasted space.

The Jackson Fall Condominiums The Jackson Fall Condominiums 
located in downtown Nashua  were located in downtown Nashua  were 
built on unused land along the built on unused land along the 
Nashua River.Nashua River.
Source: Source: jacksonfallscondominiums.comjacksonfallscondominiums.com
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Village Plan Alternative (VPA)Village Plan Alternative (VPA)

•• Creates compact, mixed use neighborhoods that preserve Creates compact, mixed use neighborhoods that preserve 
the working landscape and protect environmental the working landscape and protect environmental 
resources.resources.

•• Encourages design on a human scale, provides pedestrian Encourages design on a human scale, provides pedestrian 
access, delineates public and private spaces and allows access, delineates public and private spaces and allows 
connections between residential and retail areas. connections between residential and retail areas. 

•• Allows new development to occur near the population Allows new development to occur near the population 
center and protects open space.center and protects open space.

Source:  Village Design Model Ordinance, Rockingham Planning Commission 
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Village Plan Alternative (VPA)Village Plan Alternative (VPA)

Provides new planning tools for compact Provides new planning tools for compact 
development suitable for the lower density development suitable for the lower density 
areas of New Hampshireareas of New Hampshire
•• Conventional zoning isolates residential, Conventional zoning isolates residential, 
commercial, recreational and business land uses.commercial, recreational and business land uses.

•• Negative economic, environmental and social Negative economic, environmental and social 
consequences of conventional zoning include:consequences of conventional zoning include:

Car dependencyCar dependency
An extensive transportation networkAn extensive transportation network
Air pollutionAir pollution
Social isolationSocial isolation
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Transit Oriented Development Transit Oriented Development 
(TOD)(TOD)

Creates mixed use areas that are centered Creates mixed use areas that are centered 
around public transitaround public transit
•• Public transportation station is a main feature of Public transportation station is a main feature of 
the town center.the town center.

•• Citizens are encouraged to live, work and play Citizens are encouraged to live, work and play 
near transit and depend  less on their cars.near transit and depend  less on their cars.

•• Pedestrians are the highest priority and all forms Pedestrians are the highest priority and all forms 
of nonof non‐‐motorized transportation, such as motorized transportation, such as 
bicyclists and pedestrians, are considered.bicyclists and pedestrians, are considered.
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Transit Oriented Development Transit Oriented Development 
(TOD)(TOD)

A TOD means that residents: A TOD means that residents: 
•• Are more likely to drive less and pollute lessAre more likely to drive less and pollute less

•• Have a high quality of life due to nearby Have a high quality of life due to nearby 
employment and recreational opportunities, employment and recreational opportunities, 
less traffic congestion and greater mobility due less traffic congestion and greater mobility due 
to increased transportation optionsto increased transportation options

•• Can have better air qualityCan have better air quality

•• Can have higher property valuesCan have higher property values
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Access ManagementAccess Management

Coordinates the location, Coordinates the location, 
number, and spacing of number, and spacing of 
access points to access points to 
maximize the traffic maximize the traffic 
capacity of a roadwaycapacity of a roadway

•• Strip development along Strip development along 
major travel corridors major travel corridors 
results in an abundance results in an abundance 
of access points.  of access points.  

•• Frequent access points Frequent access points 
increase the potential increase the potential 
conflict points.conflict points.

These two access points These two access points 
create 18 possible roadway create 18 possible roadway 
accidents.accidents.

Source: Source: ““Courtesy of Dan Burden, Courtesy of Dan Burden, GlattingGlatting Jackson Jackson 
KercherKercher AnglinAnglin, Inc., and , Inc., and WalkableWalkable Communities.Communities.””
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Access Management TechniquesAccess Management Techniques

•• Width of access pointsWidth of access points

•• Alignment of access pointsAlignment of access points
Directly across from other access points Directly across from other access points 
and at a 90 degree to the roadand at a 90 degree to the road

•• Throat lengthThroat length
Limits access to vehicles within parking Limits access to vehicles within parking 
lot to access pointlot to access point

•• Corner clearanceCorner clearance
Locate access points at a distance, Locate access points at a distance, 
prescribed by speed limit of the road, prescribed by speed limit of the road, 
from intersections to prevent interference from intersections to prevent interference 
at intersection.at intersection.
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Access Management TechniquesAccess Management Techniques

•• Turning radiusTurning radius
Affects the speed of turning traffic.  A Affects the speed of turning traffic.  A 
large radius allows fast turns; a small large radius allows fast turns; a small 
radius requires braking to turn.radius requires braking to turn.

•• Spacing of access pointsSpacing of access points
Limits location of access pointsLimits location of access points

•• Reduce the number of access Reduce the number of access 
pointspoints

One access point shared between multiple One access point shared between multiple 
buildingsbuildings

•• Cross connectionsCross connections
Provides access between adjacent sitesProvides access between adjacent sites
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Access ManagementAccess Management

NH 101A Corridor Master Plan and NH 101A Corridor Master Plan and 
Improvements Program Improvements Program 
•• Parallel Cross Easement ConnectionsParallel Cross Easement Connections

•• Provide vehicular and pedestrian access Provide vehicular and pedestrian access 
between sites without the need to access  101Abetween sites without the need to access  101A

•• Between Cotton Road and Townsend WestBetween Cotton Road and Townsend West
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MultiMulti‐‐modal Amenitiesmodal Amenities

Provides for alternative Provides for alternative 
means of mobilitymeans of mobility

•• Bike lanes, traffic Bike lanes, traffic 
lights, and rackslights, and racks

••Cross walks and Cross walks and 
sidewalkssidewalks

•• Public transitPublic transit

If you build it, they will come.If you build it, they will come.

Source:  Source:  ““Courtesy of Dan Burden, Courtesy of Dan Burden, GlattingGlatting Jackson Jackson KercherKercher
AnglinAnglin, Inc., and , Inc., and WalkableWalkable Communities.Communities.””
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Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS)Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS)

•• CSS is a process in which community CSS is a process in which community 
stakeholders: stakeholders: 

Define problemsDefine problems
Create vision statementsCreate vision statements
Provide input into solutionsProvide input into solutions

•• The New Hampshire Department of The New Hampshire Department of 
TransportationTransportation’’s official definition of CSS: s official definition of CSS: 

““a collaborative interdisciplinary approach that involves all a collaborative interdisciplinary approach that involves all 
stakeholders to develop a transportation facility that fits its stakeholders to develop a transportation facility that fits its 
physical setting and preserves scenic, aesthetic, historic and physical setting and preserves scenic, aesthetic, historic and 
environmental resources, while maintaining safety and environmental resources, while maintaining safety and 
mobility.mobility.””
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Context Sensitive SolutionsContext Sensitive Solutions

Place Making Place Making 
•• Often the first step in the CSS Often the first step in the CSS 
planning processplanning process

•• Used to help a community to define Used to help a community to define 
the character, problems and the character, problems and 
opportunities of a particular locationopportunities of a particular location

•• Communities can identify ideas for Communities can identify ideas for 
projects and discover new projects and discover new 
opportunities for collaboration  and opportunities for collaboration  and 
problemproblem‐‐solvingsolving

NRPC Staff

NRPC Staff
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Implementation StrategiesImplementation Strategies

•• Master PlanMaster Plan
•• Integrated Land Use and Transportation Integrated Land Use and Transportation 
PlanningPlanning

•• Land Use RegulationLand Use Regulation
•• Streamlined Review                                         Streamlined Review                                         
and Permittingand Permitting

•• Consolidation of                              Consolidation of                              
DevelopmentDevelopment

•• IncentivesIncentives
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The Connection Between Land Use The Connection Between Land Use 
and Transportationand Transportation

These strategies can be used in Nashua to: These strategies can be used in Nashua to: 
•• Balance growth with quality of lifeBalance growth with quality of life
•• Prevent congestionPrevent congestion
•• Limit pollution and sprawlLimit pollution and sprawl
•• Preserve open spacePreserve open space
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While there has been an increased emphasis on the connection between transpor-
tation and land use planning, they have often occurred independently over the 
past century, creating an automobile dependent society.   Communities zone for 
compatible land uses, separate residential and commercial areas, and dictate the 
density of these uses within their municipal boundaries.  But communities are also 
faced with the challenge of efficiently and safely moving people between these 
locations through their transportation networks.  As communities begin to address 
concerns about sprawl, increasing costs of maintaining existing infrastructure, and 
air pollution, there is a need for strategies that integrate land use and transporta-
tion planning to create both livable and mobile communities. 

 

Introduction to the Principles of  
Land Use & Transportation 

 

Defining Land Use & Transportation Planning 

Transportation planning deals with the facilities, modes, and sectors of transporting people and goods 
across communities, states, countries, and the world.  Ultimately, the transportation planner is responsible 
for planning why, where, and how people are traveling and for operating a safe and efficient system.  
 
 
Transportation facilities include streets, highways, railroads, sidewalks, bike lanes, multi-use trails and 
paths, and public transportation.  The mode of travel chosen depends on the type of facility available.  
For example, people may choose to travel on foot or bicycle if sidewalks and bike lanes are available. 
 
 
Transportation planning also involves identifying the origins and destinations of travel, such as home, 
work, school, daycare, and errands.  Planning for transportation facilities between these origins and des-
tinations requires identifying how they can be accessed.  Do I need a car to buy groceries?  Are there 
sidewalks to walk to school?  Can I ride my bike to my doctor’s appointment?  What types of goods are 
being delivered and is there off-street delivery access?  These travel needs will determine how a person 
or good arrives at its destination.    
 
 
Transportation planning also considers sectors – passenger (moving people) versus  freight (moving 
goods).  Planners often focus on passenger travel, but much of the transportation system is freight move-
ment, an important component of the economy.  Because freight movement occurs across large geo-
graphic areas, transportation planning must consider the interconnections between facilities. 
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Land Use Planning takes into account the social, economic, and environmental elements of human develop-
ment or management of land.  At a macro level, land use planning considers overall development and 
land use patterns in a community, such as the location of industrial and residential uses as well as the size, 
shape, and characteristics of a particular town or city.  At the micro level, planners deal with individual 
properties and plan for their specific uses and characteristics.  At this level, planners address more intense 
development issues such as soils, access management, and setbacks from roads and property lines. 
 
 
There are many different types of land uses, including residential, commercial, industrial, institutional, ag-
ricultural, and recreational.  Developers and land owners must determine the density and design of the 
land use, given both natural constraints (climate, soils, geography) and institutional constraints (land use 
planning and zoning laws).  Density refers to the intensity of the use, including the number residents, build-
ings, jobs, and parking spaces per unit of land area.   Design and form regulations are applied to build-
ings (height and setbacks), sites (impervious surface area), and their relationships with surrounding loca-
tions.  When planning for density and design, land use planners consider the movement of people, goods, 
and services.  This is one of the common connections between transportation and land use planning, which 
is discussed in the following section. 

The distance a building is set back from the street con-
tributes to the feel of the site.  Large setbacks in resi-
dential neighborhoods create lawns and a suburban 
feel, while buildings located right along a sidewalk 

invoke a traditional downtown experience.   

Sound land use planning locates buildings, parking 
lots, and other impervious surfaces on the parts of the 
site best suited for development.  This helps to protect 
sensitive habitat areas, preserve natural drainage, and 

prevent potential property damage.   
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The Land Use & Transportation Planning Connection 

Land use and transportation are often addressed as two separate topics, however, as the following dia-
grams illustrate, they are highly dependent upon each other.  Transportation and land use are an interac-
tive system.  The transportation system is affected by the density, diversity, design, and location of land 
uses.  Transportation systems affect land development patterns by providing physical access.  Mobility 
and accessibility are fundamental benefits that planners try to achieve through transportation.   
 
 
Mobility is defined as the ability to travel.  Making travel faster, cheaper, and more convenient improves 
mobility.   
 
 
Accessibility is defined as the ability to reach desired destinations or activities and is a combination of 
mobility and land use patterns.  Accessibility can be improved through transportation investments that 
enhance mobility or through more compact land use patterns that locate origins and destinations closer 
together. 
 
 
Accessibility is the link between land use and transportation.  The transportation system or ‘supply’ pro-
vides access, which in turn affects how people choose to locate their homes or businesses.  Land use pat-
terns affect the ‘demand’ for transportation, including travel distance and mode. 
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If you ask a commuter on a heavily traveled stretch of roadway what they would suggest to improve 
their journey, a common response would be to add more travel lanes.  In the short term when travel lanes 
are added capacity expands, travel times are reduced, and commuters see an improvement.   
 
In the long run, however, the additional capacity is utilized and the roadway often returns to a less than 
desirable level of service.  The graphic below illustrates this cyclical pattern, which occurs for a number of 
reasons.  As capacity improves, so does the perception of access, leading to an increase in land values.  
This in turn attracts additional development, causing an increase in traffic congestion and potential con-
flicts.   
 
The cycle can be minimized by successfully 
integrating land use and transportation and 
by creating more sustainable developments 
with increased accessibility.  Fully integrated 
land use and transportation planning recog-
nizes that every project is multi-disciplinary 
and has many dimensions—political, eco-
nomic, ecological, social, technical, aesthetic, 
and ideological.  This document outlines these 
dimensions and proposes strategies to suc-
cessfully address them. 

 

Why Connecting Land Use & Transportation Planning is Important 

Source: Rockingham Regional Planning Commission  

Land use and transportation are interactive systems that influence each other greatly.  Over the long-
term, land use changes are one of the most important causes of induced demand for transportation.  The 
graph below illustrates that 40% of road capacity increases were ultimately consumed due to induced 
demand including new trips, longer trips, and other changes in motorist behavior related to the road ex-
pansion.  Only 20% of the new roadway capacity was actually preserved over the long-term. 
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Transportation Planning Process 

Transportation planning has historically involved defining goals and objectives, identifying problems, gen-
erating alternatives, evaluating alternatives, and developing the plan.  However, in the face of traffic 
congestion, air pollution, and other environmental challenges, planners are increasingly required to take a 
multi-disciplinary approach to transportation planning.  As a result, the role of the transportation planner 
is expanding from strictly technical analysis to include promoting sustainability through integrated trans-
portation and land use policies. 

 

Historical Perspective 

Prior to the mid-1800’s, cities developed around the distance a person could comfortably walk—
approximately ½ mile or 10 minutes.  Consequently, the various land uses associated with peoples’ needs 
were concentrated within the ½ mile where they worked and lived.   

Streetcar suburbs developed in the late 
1800’s to early 1900’s, which allowed 
people to walk half a mile to a streetcar 
and then be transported to a job or activity 
at a more distant location.   

In the 1920’s through 1940’s the automobile 
became affordable to many Americans and it 
meant that people could live even further from 
where they worked, played, or conducted per-
sonal business.  This also meant that land uses 
associated with peoples’ needs spread further 
away from a centralized area.  Freeways and 
the interstate highway system were developed 
during the second half of the 1900’s, which re-
sulted in congestion and ever more dispersed 
development patterns.   
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Local, Regional, & State Planning Process 

Federal rules require that the regional Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) contain projects for a 
four-year period.  The four-year regional TIP is incorporated into the New Hampshire Department of 
Transportation (NHDOT) Statewide Transportation Plan (STIP).  The four-year TIP and STIP are also incor-
porated into the NHDOT Ten-Year Plan.  Finally, the regional TIP and regional ten-year plan are incor-
porated into the NRPC Long-Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), which has a twenty-five year planning 
horizon. 
 
Historically, the transportation planning process at the regional level includes working with the local com-
munities to obtain their recommendations for transportation improvements.  NRPC develops a prioritized 
list of transportation projects for the region that are incorporated into the regional TIP.  Recommendations 
for projects can also come from more specific studies, such as a corridor study on a specific route, or a 
town-wide traffic study, as well as from an alternative mode study, such as the Regional Transit Plan.  All 
transportation planning activities are governed by the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee 
(TTAC).  Members of the TTAC are responsible for representing their community and its transportation 
needs. In recent years this process has been altered to accommodate the fiscal constraints facing the 10 
Year Plan in New Hampshire.  No new projects are being solicited and accepted into the 10 Year 
Plan.  Instead the TTAC focused their efforts on reevaluating the prioritized project list and associated 
planning documents to meet fiscal constraints.  For a greater level of detail please see the 2009 - 2012 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). 
 
Federal rules require Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) such as NRPC to develop, adopt, and 
implement formalized procedures for effective community participation to be used during the develop-
ment or updating of a LRTP or TIP.  NRPC also seeks public involvement and comment during the develop-
ment of any corridor study, parking study, Safe Routes to School study, bicycle/pedestrian study, or any 
other transportation-related plan development.  Public involvement may take the form of public meetings, 
internet or mail surveys, and other public forums.  NRPC transportation staff also review local documents 
such as comprehensive or Master Plans when considering the public’s transportation needs.  The flowchart 
on the following page highlights the major milestones in the development of the NHDOT Ten-Year Plan. 

TIP ~ Transportation Improvement Plan, regional, contains project on a 4-year timeframe 

STIP ~ Statewide Transportation Plan, developed by the state for non-metropolitan areas, incorporates 

 the TIP 

LRTP ~ Long Range Transportation Plan, regional, 25-year timeframe 

TTAC ~ Transportation Technical Advisory Committee, members represent each community 

MPO ~ Metropolitan Planning Organization, responsible for developing transportation plans &  

            programs for urbanized areas of the State; NPRC serves as the MPO for the region 
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Assessment Tools 

Sound land use and transportation planning requires a thorough understanding of the area being consid-
ered.  Knowledge of who, what, and where are crucial in understanding the interrelationships between 
people and places.  The better the understanding, the more likely good decisions will be made in plan-
ning land uses, appropriate densities, connectivity of neighborhoods, and ease of mobility. 

 

What is an Assessment? 

Assessment tools help clearly identify and quantify where a community stands.  Assessments typically 
guide the user through a number of topics in a question and answer format to help identify key issues and 
actions.  The results of these assessments can then be used to develop a “road map,” which outlines com-
munity goals and the necessary steps to achieve these goals.   

 

Why Conduct an Assessment? 

The primary purpose of conducting an assessment is to understand the technical, social, economic, ecologi-
cal, and aesthetic components of your community.  The results of the assessments can then be used to set 
community goals and select techniques to achieve these goals.  When assessing your community and its 
surroundings, it is important to take a local, regional, and statewide perspective.  Assessments help to do 
this by addressing the following types of questions: 
 
Local 
• What regulatory mechanisms are in place that allow or hinder your ability to reach the desired  

objective?   
• What is the state of your current infrastructure?  
• What are the pros and cons of your transportation network?  
• How do people travel between destinations?  
• What are the current demographics?  
• What are current land use and transportation patterns?   
• Is there public support or opposition to existing or proposed development, roads, land uses, or  

restrictions?  
    

Regional 
• How and where do people commute? 
• Are there state highways, water bodies, railroads, protected lands, or steep terrain, within or running 

through your region and do they help or hinder land use and transportation patterns? 
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• Are there regional transit routes? Does the existing road network adequately meet the needs of ex-
isting development?  Where and when is traffic congestion a problem?  

• Where do people shop?  What does and does not work on these sites? 
    

Statewide  
• Are there large commerce centers, key destinations, or other places or events that cause continual, 

seasonal, or sporadic traffic congestion? 
• When you travel regionally or out of state, where and why does traffic move smoothly or back up?  

Are there alternate routes available to make connections and lessen congestion? 
• Is public transportation available and convenient?  Do you use or have a need for statewide trail 

connectivity?  

 

What Assessment should my community use? 

There are a variety of options when choosing an assessment tool.  The Resources section on page 35 of 
this document provides examples of common assessment tools.  A good starting point is to contact state 
and regional planning offices or professional planners.  Local colleges and cooperative extensions may 
also know of or provide resources. 

After completing an assessment, your community will begin to set goals and develop a strategy to 
achieve these goals.  There are a variety of planning techniques available to help communities at this 
implementation stage.  In some cases, communities may choose to jump directly to these techniques without 
conducting an assessment if they already have a sound understanding of what needs to be accomplished. 
 
Each community is unique and therefore what is effective in one community may have a very different 
outcome in another.  To address these differences, the following section introduces a variety of planning 
techniques designed to connect land use and transportation planning in both rural and urban areas.  Each 
technique is defined, key components are identified, and project examples are provided, if applicable.  
Communities are encouraged to apply the appropriate techniques to the physical, social, and environ-
mental needs of their specific project.  

 

Planning Techniques 
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Corridor Planning 

Description 
Corridor planning is a long-range transportation planning process that evaluates the current and future 
operating conditions and deficiencies along a transportation corridor.  Improvements are recommended 
to maintain or improve mobility along the corridor by minimizing or alleviating the identified deficiencies.  
These plans can have different focuses including overall mobility, access management, historical resources, 
and scenic byways.  Ideally, corridor plans address multi-modal elements such as vehicles, bicyclists, pe-
destrians, mass transit, and where appropriate intelligent transportation systems (ITS) and local land use 
and environmental issues. 
 
Key Components  
Corridor planning evaluates a number of transportation networks including, but not limited to, state high-
ways, major local streets and roads, local and regional transit service, and pedestrian and bicycle facili-
ties.  It considers traffic patterns, vehicle miles traveled, and access management, and ranks the corridor 
for safety and efficiency based on these current and future conditions.  A full-scale plan may include the 
following: 
• Existing travel conditions along the corridor 
• Current land uses and potential future land uses based on existing zoning districts 
• Existing and future traffic conditions along the corridor and at key intersections 
• Prioritization of improvement projects and responsible parties 
• Historic, cultural, and scenic resources associated with scenic byway planning 
 
Examples 
NH 101A Corridor Master Plan and Improvements Program ~ http://www.nashuarpc.org/101a  

References 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist3/departments/planning/corridorplanning.html  
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Transit Oriented Development 

Description 
Transit Oriented Development creates mixed-use, dense, walkable communities that encourage citizens to 
live, work, and shop near transit, decreasing their dependence on cars.   Communities within the Nashua 
Region vary in their access to public transportation opportunities.  Even if your community does not have 
an established public transportation system you can still incorporate several of the Transit Oriented De-
velopment design components to create a vibrant, pedestrian friendly community.   
 
Key Components 
• Walkable layout with pedestrians as the highest priority 
• Inclusive design for non-motorized transportation (ex. bikes, scooters, rollerblades) 
• Public transit station as prominent feature of town center 
• Collector support transit systems, including trolley, streetcars, light rail, buses 
• Reduced and managed parking within close proximity to town center  

 
Benefits/Applications  
• Reduced need for driving and burning of fossil fuels 
• Higher quality of life; better places to live, work, and play 
• Greater mobility and increased transportation options 
• Reduced traffic congestion 
• Improved public health by promoting walking, better air quality   
• Increased economic vitality, higher property values  
 
Example 
Maine Street Station, in Brunswick, ME is a transit oriented development project that combines smart 
growth principles with brownfields redevelopment.  The “preferred master plan,” which was approved by 
the Town Council, would include 122 units of housing, offices, retail space, a hotel, and movie theater, in 
addition to a train station and parking garages for commuters.   

Reference 
Brunswick Maine Street Station: Redevelopment Analysis and Master Development Plan 
http://www.brunswickme.org/ecdev/MSS.pdf  

Rendering: MACTEC 
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District / Neighborhood Planning 

Description 
District/neighborhood planning is typically a component of a master plan that gives a more focused pic-
ture of what will happen in a particular part of town.   It provides the opportunity to develop zoning or-
dinances, design guidelines, and site/subdivision regulations that are more applicable to specific areas 
rather than the entire community.   

 
Key Components 
• Housing Quality – considers housing stock, design methods, approaches to improving housing options, 

low-income/elderly housing opportunities. 
• Historic Preservation and Neighborhood Conservation – allows for policies that retain and enhance 

the important features of an area, such as historic architecture, parks, landmarks, or views.  It can be 
achieved through overlay zones that regulate height limitations, setbacks, adequate parking, and 
landscaping.   

• Traffic and Circulation – concerned not only with the amount and type of traffic in a neighborhood 
but also with the aesthetics.  Considers traffic patterns, sidewalks, on-street uses, street landscaping, 
bike and pedestrian facilities. 

• Parks, Recreation, and Environmental Protection – intended to compliment the city/town’s parks and 
open space plans as well as priority natural resource areas.  This can include everything from pocket 
parks and limitations on hillside development to protected viewsheds and preserving open space for 
habitat protection. 

• Urban/Rural Design – emphasizes appearance.  Can provide design strategies for residential, com-
mercial, and office areas as well as gateways into the neighborhood.  Uses tools such as recom-
mended landscaping, redevelopment of vacant buildings/lots, incompatible land uses, buffer zones, 
and specific architectural styles to maintain desired character. 

 
Benefits/Applications 
This is a great tool for areas that deserve special attention because of their environmental, historical, or 
cultural resources.  A town-wide Master Plan is important for looking at the big picture, but district/
neighborhood plans highlight the unique qualities of a neighborhood and provide the level of physical, 
social, and economic detail necessary to accommodate growth and change. 
 
References  
http://www.ci.concord.nh.us/PLANNING/NEIGHBORHOODPLANNING/concordv2.asp?siteindx=L0a,14  
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Nodal Development 

Description 
Nodal Development involves concentrating development in existing or new centers at a higher density 
than the surrounding area.   

 
Key Components  
Nodal development is generally found in more suburban/urban locations and provides a mix of residen-
tial, commercial, and service opportunities in a compact walkable area.  Nodes are often located at ex-
isting intersections or community centers. The land between the nodes remains relatively rural with limited 
commercial sites and access points.   

 
Benefits/Applications 
One of the key benefits of nodal development is reduced automobile trips by providing bicycle and pe-
destrian amenities such as sidewalks, visible crosswalks, streetscape improvements, and street furniture.  
Nodal development can enhance community character and sense of place by minimizing the spread of 
generic sprawl.  Safety is also improved by concentrating access points within the nodes and limiting them 
along major corridors to minimize potential conflict points. 

 
Example 
The Maplewood Development in Nashua is an excellent example of Nodal Development, providing resi-
dents with the opportunity to walk or bike to a variety of uses, including a preschool, dry cleaner, and 
restaurants.   
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Village Plan Alternative 

Description 
The Village Plan Alternative (VPA) is a planning tool that promotes compact development scaled to a 
rural setting with a mix of land uses, including residential, small-scale commercial, recreation, and conser-
vation.   

 
Key Components  
VPA is designed to implement the specific provisions of RSA 674:21.VI (a) by allowing for the creation of 
new villages with mixed-used development that is scaled to the smaller populations and lower density of 
New Hampshire towns.   
 
There are two key requirements per RSA 674:21: 
 

1.  The entire density permitted by existing land use regulations must be located within 20 percent or less  
     of the total parcel available for development. 
2.  The village plan alternative must comply with existing subdivision regulations relating to emergency   
     access, fire prevention, and public health and safety. However, lot size, setbacks, dimensional  
     requirements for frontage and setbacks, and density regulations shall not apply. 
 
Benefits/Applications 
The VPA is most appropriate as an alternative to cluster or open space developments in undeveloped 
areas.  For example, the VPA can be used when a new village or an extension of an existing village 
would result from the development.  Towns can use the VPA as a tool to support open space goals in the 
Master Plan or to achieve larger-scale objectives such as the conservation of a multi-town network of con-
tiguous open space or the protection of a sensitive regional resource. 
 
Example 
I’on Village, SC—I’On Village, located in Mount Pleasant, SC, is a modern development rooted in the 
architecture and design of the area’s historic cities. Much like Charleston, Savannah, and Beaufort, I’On 
Village features a grid layout and mixed-use development. It has received several awards, including the 
2001 Platinum award for Best Smart Growth Community in the Nation from the National Association of 
Homebuilders.  

Photo: www.ionvillage.com  
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Visualization/Simulation 

Description 
Techniques such as visual preference surveys and computer-based design simulation can be used to help 
citizens understand how different transportation and development alternatives will look. These techniques 
have been applied both in land use planning and in the design of transportation facilities. 

 
Benefits/Applications 
Visual examples of developments and road networks can help decision-makers approach land use and 
transportation planning from a more realistic viewpoint by allowing them to “see” what their ideas could 
look like.  Visualization can help answer the following types of questions: 
• Where should houses, apartments, and commercial buildings go?  
• What roads, schools, water, and infrastructure will be needed in the future?  
• What will traffic be like and can it be reduced?   
 
Example 
In NRPC’s Milford iTRaC project, Urban Sim was used to create a simulation of what a proposed devel-
opment could look like under current regulations and with design standards. 

Resources 
The UrbanSim Homepage:  http://cuspa.washington.edu/  
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Access Management 

Description 
Access management is the practice of coordinating the location, number, spacing, and design of access 
points to maximize the traffic capacity of a roadway while minimizing potential conflict points.  Uncoordi-
nated growth along some of the region’s major travel corridors has resulted in strip development and a 
proliferation of access points.  In most instances, each individual development along the corridor has its 
own access driveway.  Numerous access points along the corridor create conflicts between turning and 
through traffic, which cause delays and accidents. 

 
Key Components  
Minimizing potential conflict points is the key focus of access management.  This can be accomplished 
through a variety of basic techniques, including limiting access points to one per site, providing internal 
connections between sites, encouraging shared driveways, and providing designated turn lanes. 

 
Benefits/Applications 
• Improved overall roadway safety 
• Reduced total number of vehicle trips 
• Decreased interruptions in traffic flow 
• Minimized traffic delays and congestion  
• Maintenance of roadway capacity 
• Avoidance of costly highway projects 
• Improved air quality 
• Facilitation of compact development patterns 
• Improved access to adjacent land uses 
 
Example 
Throat length is a term for the long driveway entrances into parking lots.  Landscaped barriers or other 
devices are used to block turns along the throat length.  These structures funnel traffic into and out of the 
parking lot safely by preventing turns from unexpected vehicles or pedestrians entering the throat. 
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Infill & Revitalization  

Description  
Infill is the development of existing vacant parcels. Revitalization is the rehabilitation of existing buildings 
and sites to create more attractive or more usable spaces.   

 
Key Elements 
Both of these techniques produce usable spaces with minimal impacts to the existing transportation net-
work.  It is important to maintain or enhance the existing sense of place and character of the area where 
infill or revitalization occurs.  For instance, it would be out of character to build a three-story, multi-family 
structure in an existing neighborhood with single story ranches.   

 
Benefits/Applications 
The Jackson Falls Condominiums in downtown Nashua are a prime example of both infill and revitaliza-
tion.  The condos have been built along the Nashua River on a constrained site that is narrow and long.  
This is an ideal infill development that simultaneously revitalized the neighborhood by improving an un-
derutilized area.  To address limited surface area, the building is four stories high and parking has been 
accommodated beneath the living space.  
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Context Sensitive Solutions 

Description  
Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) is a process in which communities take a central role in shaping transpor-
tation projects.  The New Hampshire Department of Transportation’s official definition of CSS is “a col-
laborative interdisciplinary approach that involves all stakeholders to develop a transportation facility 
that fits its physical setting and preserves scenic, aesthetic, historic and environmental resources, while 
maintaining safety and mobility.”  The Project for Public Spaces (PPS) defines CSS in this way: “the cen-
tral tenet of CSS is that communities should not be molded to the requirements of motor vehicle traffic 
alone--transportation should preserve the scenic, historic, and environmental resources of the places it 
serves.”  
    
Key Elements 
Using the CSS process, community stakeholders help to define problems, create vision statements, and 
provide input into the ultimate solution for their community. 

 
Benefits/Applications 
The Project for Public Spaces (PPS) and Tom Warne & Associates are assisting the State of New Hamp-
shire Department of Transportation in implementing this new planning technique. NRPC has utilized CSS in 
the Town of Pelham to identify problems and solutions associated with two key intersections in the town 
center.   
 
Example 
The NH DOT presented a rendering of two roundabout alternatives (below) for the Pelham Town Center 
Project to help citizens visualize the final outcome. 

Reference 
NH DOT, Pelham Town Center Project http://www.nh.gov/dot/projects/pelham14491/index.htm  
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Interchange Area Planning 

Description  
There are specific design standards for freeway and interchange construction, including federal and state 
specifications and guidelines. Local and regional planners have also implemented land use regulations 
and zoning overlay ordinances to further guide land development around freeway interchanges.  Local 
planners work with the state to determine where ramps will be located and where and how they will con-
nect to local and regional road networks.   
 
Application/Benefits  
Without coordinating and projecting impacts into the future, unplanned development and unanticipated 
access issues can lead to a degradation of traffic conditions in and around an interchange, affecting ca-
pacity and safety.  The development and implementation of model codes and regulations for interchange 
areas at the state level is complemented by local and regional interchange area plans that address ac-
cess, traffic circulation, land use, site design guidelines, and landscape design. 

 
Example 
Below are two examples of interchanges on the Everett Turnpike within the Nashua region.  Both are 
quite different, but provide good connectivity beyond the interchange to state and local roads and nu-
merous adjacent businesses.  They are Exit 2, Sagamore Bridge, DW Highway interchange, which is ex-
pansive, and Exit 11 in Merrimack, which is very compact.  Interchange area plans are an excellent ex-
ample of integrating land use and transportation, as access, connectivity, capacity, and safety are com-
mon concerns for both land and transportation planners.  

Resource 
Source - http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/planning/landuse/tools.cfm#activities    

Exit 2, Everett Turnpike, Nashua Exit 11, Everett Turnpike, Merrimack 
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Low Impact Development 

Description  
Low Impact Development (LID) is a technique for suburban stormwater management that originated in 
Maryland’s Prince George’s County Department of Environmental Resources in the mid 1990’s.  LID looks 
at project specific methods of stormwater management that improve upon traditional methods and bene-
fit the community, developer, and landowner while protecting the environment.  LID utilizes both technol-
ogy and natural processes to ensure post-development hydrology mimics or maintains pre-development 
rates and impacts.   

 
Key Components 
LID reduces the land area impacted by development; preserves natural processes and resources; and 
utilizes, connects, and expands “green” infrastructure.  LID techniques include bio-retention areas, rain 
gardens, green roofs, porous pavement, bio-filters, roof leader wells, and infiltrating catch basins.     

 
Benefits/Applications 

Resources 
 “The Practice of Low Impact Development,” HUD Office of Policy Development and Research, July 2003.   
http://www.lowimpactdevelopment.org/lid%20articles/practLowImpctDevel_jul03.pdf  
 
University of New Hampshire Stormwater Center in Durham.  http://www.erg.unh.edu/stormwater/
index.asp 



24  

 
 

LEED 

Description  
The Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) Green Building Rating System is a service of 
the US Green Building Council.  LEED is a third-party certification program and nationally accepted 
benchmark for the design, construction, and operation of high performance green buildings.   
 
Key Elements    
LEED rating systems are currently available for homes, commercial interiors, cores and shells, new con-
struction, schools, healthcare, retail, and neighborhood developments (pilot).  In recent years LEED has 
become a common term to many architects, realtors, engineers, designers, lenders, developers, and gov-
ernment officials. 
 
Specific criteria in each rating system fall under the following categories: 
• Sustainable site development 
• Water efficiency 
• Energy & atmosphere 
• Materials & resources 
• Indoor environmental quality 
• Innovation & design process 
 
Example 
The new 2nd Nature Academy facility in Nashua boasts a healthy, high performance “green” school. The 
building meets strict criteria for site selection and sustainable building practices and employs highly effi-
cient plumbing systems, solar voltaic electricity, and geothermal heating. It also utilizes recycled and local 
materials, certified wood, and natural lighting and is void of products containing toxins. 2nd Nature 
Academy is working closely with a team of green architects, planners, environmental scientists, and local 
contractors to become the first LEED certified school in New Hampshire.  

Photo: Deborah Gleeson  
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Traffic Modeling 

Description  
NRPC maintains a travel demand model to forecast traffic conditions based on changes in the street net-
work, land use patterns, and population.   
 
Key Components  
The traffic model uses census and employment data as well as a road network coded with attributes such 
as speed, length, and capacity as inputs.  It then assigns trips using the traditional 4-step modeling proc-
ess:   
1. Trip generation (the number of trips to be made) 
2. Trip distribution (where those trips go) 
3. Trip assignment (predicting the route trips will take) 
4. Mode choice (not employed in the NRPC model because of the extremely low percentage of trips    
      using transit) 
 
Applications/Benefits 
NRPC has one of the most intensive and site-specific traffic models in the northeast for a small MPO.  This 
allows the agency to assist communities with small-scale land use and transportation scenarios and to 
forecast traffic on a regional scale.  Traffic forecasting outputs are also used to establish air quality 
budgets for the State transportation planning process and to analyze the air quality impacts of potential 
road projects. 
 
Examples 
NRPC has used its traffic model to analyze local projects such as: 
• Changes in traffic patterns due to a proposed cut-through road in a residential development in  

Merrimack. 
• Future town-wide traffic conditions based on several large-scale commercial developments in Merri-

mack and the share of traffic at key intersection that could be attributed to each individual site. 
• Traffic patterns under various scenarios in Pelham’s town center area. 
• Traffic patterns due to converting certain one-way streets in downtown Nashua into two-way  

facilities. 
• Changes to intersection level of service along the Route 13 corridor in Brookline and Mont Vernon 

due to various build-out land use scenarios. 
 
In addition, NRPC has used the model in support of several larger regional projects, including the Broad 
Street Parkway, the Circumferential Highway, the widening of the Everett Turnpike, and the proposed 
extension and widening of the Route 101 Bypass. 
 
Resources 
http://www.nashuarpc.org/transportation/transproj_model.htm 
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Transfer of Development Rights 

Description  
Transfer of Development Rights (TDR) grew out of the nation’s first zoning ordinance in New York City in 
1916, when height and setback requirements were put in place.  Developers were permitted to sell un-
used setback and air rights to adjacent properties.  Eventually, the City changed the rules to permit the 
transfer of these rights to properties several blocks away.  In New Hampshire, TDR goes by the name 
Density Transfer Credits (DTC) and is authorized under RSA 674:21, I(d), Transfer of density and devel-
opment rights.  
 
Key Components 
TDR or Density Transfer Credits, is a process by which landowners can transfer development rights (the 
right to subdivide and build) from one parcel of land to another.  Development is shifted from sensitive 
land (the “sending” area) to a suitable alternative location (the “receiving” area) for fair market compen-
sation. The value comes from current market conditions and the development potential of the parcels in 
the sending area.  Most density transfer credits are transacted between private landowners and devel-
opers.  Municipalities approve transactions and monitor easements.  Some local governments create 
“TDR /DTC banks” that purchase development rights (credits) with public funds and then sell them to de-
velopers or other interested parties.  Conservation commissions will sometimes buy development credits 
for sensitive lands. 

 
While many communities around the country have implemented TDR programs, their success has been lim-
ited.  These programs are complex and can be difficult to administer.  In addition, “takings” (taking land 
or rights away without fair compensation), can become a legal issue, especially in poorly conceived pro-
grams.  Steady growth rates, a well designed plan, willing landowners and developers, and strong politi-
cal will are keys to a successful program.   
 
Benefits/Application 
• Provides a mechanism for preserving valuable land from development while providing fair compen-

sation for the development rights.  
• Directs development to locations that are zoned for and can support higher density development.  
• Used to preserve agricultural land and unique or sensitive parcels. 
 
Resources 
Transfer of Development Rights Programs—Using the Market for Compensation and Preservation, Jason 
Hanly-Forde, George Homsy, Katerine Lieverknecht, Remington Stone http://government.cce.cornell.edu/
doc/html/Transfer%20of%20Development%20Rights%20Programs.htm  
 
Innovative Land Use Planning Techniques: A Handbook for Sustainable Development, 2008; NHDES, 
NHOEP, NHARPC, and NHLGC. The document provides a chapter on Density Transfer Credit and includes 
a model ordinance.  http://des.nh.gov/organization/divisions/water/wmb/repp/
innovative_land_use.htm. 
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Changing Our Behavior 

Dependency on single occupancy vehicles and the subsequent costs to society have taken several genera-
tions to develop.  The causes of this dependency result in part from the way land use and transportation 
policies accommodate each other.  Reducing dependency on single occupancy vehicles will require be-
havioral change in our society.  Therefore, facilitating behavioral change is a critical component of trans-
portation and land use planning.  

 

Strategies for Facilitating Behavior Change 

• Know Your Audience—survey users and potential users of alternative modes of transportation to de-
termine preferences, knowledge, barriers, and opportunities for changing travel behavior. 

• Target Individuals—provide individualized information and incentives that help inform and encour-
age people to use alternative modes. 

• Establish Partnerships—build programs with local employers, officials, and businesses to help encour-
age alternate mode trips. 

• Promote the Benefits—highlight the many positive aspects of alternative transportation. 
• Build a Toolbox—provide a guide for users on the types of alternative transportation available to 

them. 
• Follow the Money—assess the costs, both financial and personal, of all modes of travel and work to 

make alternative transportation a lower-cost choice. 
• Connect to the Regional System—use marketing and incentives to connect local pedestrian and cy-

cling trips to the regional transportation system, creating linkages between all modes. 
• Provide Facilities—offer the infrastructure needed for alternative modes such as sidewalks and bike 

lanes. 

 

Public Outreach Materials & Methods 

When communicating with the general public, it is important to remember that every community is differ-
ent and outreach strategies that work in one town may not be appropriate for another town.  Further-
more, within a given community not every resident will prefer to receive information in the same manner.  
Therefore, a variety of outreach methods will need to be employed.  Take time to learn about the com-
munity and consult with local officials and opinion leaders before conducting a public outreach campaign 
to ensure that the most effective strategy is developed.   
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Board/Elected Officials Outreach Materials & Methods  
• Online forums 
• Guidebooks 
• Board trainings 
• Fact sheets  
• Brochures  
 
 
General Outreach Materials & Methods  
• Press releases 
• Direct mail  
• Fliers 
• Posters 
• Informational brochures 
• Display boards  
• Partnerships with elementary schools  
• Cable access public service announcements 
• Local online discussion groups 
• Municipal websites 
• Civic group presentations  
• Email meeting reminders 
• Police department mobile electronic signs 
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Evaluating Land Use and Transportation Policies 

 

Regulations and Ordinances 

Description  
New Hampshire RSA 672:1, Declaration of Purpose states: “Planning, zoning and related regulations 
have been and should continue to be the responsibility of municipal government.”  Planning and zoning 
regulations help municipal governments to address the demands of growth, enhance public health and 
safety, and encourage appropriate land use.  Regulations also protect forests, open space, and agricul-
ture and promote energy conservation and efficiency. 
 
Title LXIV: Planning and Zoning of the NH statute (chapters 672 through 678) grants the necessary au-
thority and lays out the procedures for land use boards to carry out their duties.   

• CHAPTER 672: GENERAL PROVISIONS 

• CHAPTER 673: LOCAL LAND USE BOARDS 

• CHAPTER 674: LOCAL LAND USE PLANNING AND REGULATORY POWERS 

• CHAPTER 675: ENACTMENT AND ADOPTION PROCEDURES 

• CHAPTER 676: ADMINISTRATIVE AND ENFORCEMENT PROCEDURES 

• CHAPTER 677: REHEARING AND APPEAL PROCEDURES 

• CHAPTER 678: COMMUNITY SERVICES AND CARE PLANNING BOARDS 

 
 
Key Components  
Ordinances are local laws adopted and amended by the board of selectmen, city council, or planning 
board.  They require a public hearing and a secret ballot majority vote in the affirmative by the legisla-
tive body (residents of the municipality) at traditional or SB2  town meetings.  While ordinances may not 
be waived, provisions for conditional uses under innovative zoning and special exceptions may be made.  
Relief may also be granted by the Zoning Board of Adjustments or the courts.  The local building code is 
adopted in the same manner.  Local amendments may be more strict than the State Building Code (RSA 
155-A), but not less.   
 
Regulations are standards adopted to supplement and support local ordinances.  Regulations only re-
quire a public hearing and are adopted by the planning board; they do not require approval of the leg-
islative body and may be adopted any time during the year.  Regulations may be waived under certain 
circumstances by the planning board.  Appeals related to regulations are made to the planning board 
and the courts.  
 
Ordinances and regulations should promote the goals set forth in a municipality’s Master Plan (i.e. Com-
prehensive Plan) and the purpose statement in the State statutes.   
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Environmental Considerations  

Applications/Benefits 
 
Regulations and ordinances are critical in providing the mechanism for integrating land use and transpor-
tation.  Location, density, and mixture of land uses affect development patterns, which in turn affect trans-
portation.  Low density development and segregated land uses increase sprawl and the need to drive.  
Zoning can reverse this trend by increasing development density, reducing frontage and setback require-
ments, allowing for mixed uses, and providing for bike and pedestrian travel.  The use of gateways with 
zoning specific to the roadway can help eliminate the common “franchise style” design of commercial cor-
ridors.  Narrower, pedestrian-friendly roads are equally important.  Zoning and regulations requiring 
sidewalks, bikeways, and adequate maintenance will encourage walking and biking.  There is also a 
need for businesses to locate closer to the street so pedestrians can walk to them easily. 
 
Regulations and design guidelines that address building orientation, buffering, landscaping, and a pe-
destrian friendly environment give a sense of “place” to neighborhoods and communities.  Design guide-
lines may include street trees and vegetation, street furniture, transit stop design, bike racks, and bridge 
and stormwater structure. 
 
When developing regulations and ordinance, look at land use and transportation planning as one disci-
pline to foster integration and reinforce how inseparable they are. 

Land Use and transportation changes to the landscape can significantly impact environmental integrity.  
The following section will discuss some of the environmental factors that should be considered when mak-
ing land use and transportation decisions.  While this is not an all inclusive list, it is a good starting point 
for boards.   

Light Pollution 
The rural areas of NH are accustomed to having dark, star-filled night skies.  As development continues to 
expand, however, this is occurring less frequently throughout the state.  The continuation of dark skies is 
important for economic, quality of life, and habitat reasons.  Light pollution can be detrimental to humans, 
birds, insects, and nocturnal animals.  It is often caused by outdoor lighting that is 
projected upwards and can be minimized with downcast and cutoff lighting.  For-
tunately towns can address this issue with the following simple techniques:  
• Implement an outdoor lighting ordinance - see Innovative Land Use Techniques  
      for examples. 
• Require new developments to include pedestrian-scaled light fixtures that are  
      appropriate to the building and location. 
• Limit upward illumination and minimize illumination using ISNEA standards. 
• Require lighting plans for new development. 
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Steep Slopes 
Steep slopes are legally defined as hillsides having a 15 
foot or greater vertical rise over 100 feet of horizontal 
run, or a 15% slope.  They are often undesirable areas 
for development due to the difficulty of building on steep 
grades.  While the use of vegetation, berms, and retain-
ing walls can help to stabilize hillsides, developing steep slopes can lead to erosion, expensive infrastruc-
ture, and the need for additional roadways. 
 
On the other hand, these slopes can provide wildlife habitat, recreational opportunities, and scenic views, 
preserving the unique and culturally valuable environmental qualities that people treasure in New Hamp-
shire.  Communities can elect to minimize potential impacts of development on steep slopes.  The State of 
NH has created enabling legislation authorizing communities to regulate slope development under RSA 
674:16 Grant of Power, RSA 674:21 Innovative Land Use Controls, and RSA 674:21.I(j) Environmental 
Characteristics Zoning.   
 
The following techniques can also be used: 
• Slope/Density Ratio—bases the allowable density of development on the steepness of the grade, 

effectively reducing the intensity of development as the slope increases.  The cap is generally 25%, 
when slopes become too steep for safe and cost-effective development.   

• Soil Overlay—this method uses soil maps provided by the Natural Resource Conservation Service to 
determine which slopes can safely support development based on the stability, depth, and type of 
soils found in a given location.   For more info visit: soils.usda.gov.  

• Overlay Districts—a hillside overlay district, similar to the more familiar wetlands overlay  
district, can provide a set of guiding principles for all future hillside development within a jurisdiction.  
These regulations are often flexible and can be tailored to specific projects and slopes.    

Site Design 
The details of a project’s layout and design can have a significant impact on pervious surfaces and salt 
usage.  If possible, the roadway layout should consider the effect of the winter sun on snow melt.  A well 

shaded road will require additional salt and sand, while the 
sun’s melting power will limit salt usage.  On certain roads it 
may also be possible to have a reduced shoulder width, thus 
minimizing site impact and impervious pavement.  Porous pave-
ments should be considered on a site by site basis to reduce run-
off and increase groundwater recharge.  Aesthetic features also 
add significant value to specific sites and the entire community.  
Special attention to visual cues, architecture, viewsheds, and 
landscaping all add to a site’s overall success. 

Photo: NH DOT 
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Closed vs. Open Drainage 
Most local regulations require stormwater to be “directed to enter the nearest open stream channel.”  This 
allows both open and closed drainage systems to be integrated into local stormwater management, but 
can still result in environmental impacts such as flooding, aquifer depletion, stream channel erosion, and 
habitat destruction.  What are the differences between open and closed systems?  An open drainage 
system uses swales and open channels to convey stormwater and is often integrated with Low Impact De-
velopment techniques.  Closed drainage systems use pipes, culverts, and manholes to convey stormwater 
to detention basins or other centralized infiltration areas.  The choice of system will vary by location.  
Stormwater management systems should be designed for the particular characteristics of the site in order 
to avoid environmental impacts and to be the most cost-effective for monitoring and maintenance after 
the project is complete.  Water will follow a natural path, so designing a system that respects the charac-
teristics of the site and planning for a monitoring and maintenance schedule will go a long way towards 
successful stormwater management. 

Stormwater  
When a rainfall event occurs, several things can happen to the precipitation.  Some of it infiltrates the 
soil, some is taken up by plants, and some is evaporated into the atmosphere. Stormwater is the remain-
ing precipitation that runs off land surfaces and impervious areas.  Stormwater runoff can carry chemi-
cals, nutrients, sediments, and other forms of nonpoint source (NPS) pollution across impervious surfaces 
such as roofs and parking lots, over lawns, and into local waterways either directly or through storm sew-
ers.  Stormwater runoff is the most common way that NPS pollution reaches local rivers, streams, and 
lakes.  The major goal of stormwater management is to reduce impervious surfaces and increase the ab-
sorption of rainwater by soils and vegetation.  This is usually accomplished by reducing the speed of flow 
or by retaining the water in basins or decentralized areas. Increasing absorption by soil has the added 
benefits of reduced flooding and maintenance of ground water supplies in our aquifers, which are the 
source of drinking water for many communities in the Nashua Region.  The NH Dept. of Environmental Ser-
vices website, des.nh.gov/, provides the latest information on rain runoff and drainage regulations. 

During a rainfall event or snow melt some precipitation infiltrates the soil, is taken up by plants, or evaporates into the atmosphere.  
But some remains, running off land and impervious surfaces.  This is stormwater. 
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Landscaping  
Landscaping is more than simply using objects or plants to fill space or create transitions.  In commercial 
and residential developments it often involves a creative and thoughtful design process.  An emerging 
trend is to utilize native plants and trees in landscapes.  This eliminates proliferation of invasive species, 
protects soils, minimizes energy and water usage, provides habitat, and supports the local economy.  
Looking to nature for guidance is at the heart of integrated landscaping, which is a holistic approach that 
incorporates multilayered plant systems.  Capturing and treating stormwater is another component of 
good design.  Properly placed vegetation can reduce the velocity of runoff and filter sediment and pol-
lutants before they reach surface water bodies.  Trees, greenery, & parks absorb air and water pollut-
ants while providing shade and a cooling effect on public spaces and buildings.   

Habitat 
Wildlife habitat provides public benefits and performs a variety of important ecological functions, includ-
ing stream buffering, flood retention, carbon sequestration, and contaminant filtering.  Preserving wildlife 
habitat also protects endangered species and biodiversity, which in turn support the health and vitality of 
natural processes, allowing them to perform important ecological services in our communities and region.   
Wildlife and habitat help maintain the rural character of New Hampshire.  Scenic views and access to 
protected natural areas are long-standing icons of the state, drawing tourists and residents alike. 
 
What your municipality can do to protect habitat:  
• Maintain unfragmented habitat blocks to protect existing wildlife and create a network of viable  
      habitats. 
• Adopt statements of purpose in the master plan to guide the creation of ordinances and regulations  
      that protect wildlife.  These statements often suggest conducting a Natural Resources Inventory, Open  
      Space Plan, or Wildlife Habitat Protection Plan. 

Native plants provide habitat for a 
variety of animals and keep invasive 
species at bay.  They are also well 
adapted to local conditions and  
require little maintenance once  

established, reducing the need for 
fertilizers, pesticides, and water. 

Parks and green spaces help to make 
urban areas more inviting for pedes-
trians.  These parks don’t need to be 
large to have an impact.  Milford’s 
World War II Memorial Park at the 

edge of Union Street is a good  
example. 

Landscaping elements are possible 
even in areas without large open 

spaces.  This planter is constructed in 
the side of a building along Main 

Street in Nashua. 
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• Utilize innovative zoning techniques found in RSA 674:21, including the Village Plan Alternative and  
      Environmental Characteristic Zoning, to provide a basis for growth while preserving wildlife habitat  
      through more efficient and cost-effective land use. 
• Participate in a regional open space team or coordinate with a land trust.  Important local decisions  
      can be reprioritized when they are part of a larger vision 
• Create design guidelines for all new development that provide specific criteria for protecting wildlife  
      habitat and visual amenities for the town.  Design guidelines must be approved by the Planning  
      Board.  Develop performance standards within the subdivision or site plan ordinances to assure that  
      the town’s habitat and natural resource priorities are not jeopardized as growth occurs. 

Energy Efficiency 
Communities are increasingly incorporating energy efficient design into the planning process.  Site design 
techniques that take advantage of sun exposure, impervious surfaces, and landscaping reduce a devel-
opment’s energy consumption and environmental impacts.   These planning techniques can be used to de-
sign housing and non-residential developments, set density levels, integrate different land uses, and de-
sign transportation and circulation systems.  Energy efficient planning principles can be implemented and 
upheld through subdivision and site plan review regulations, zoning ordinance, and building codes. 
 
For communities just beginning to explore energy efficiency a good first step is to adopt language into 
development regulations (such as subdivision or site plan review regulations) that requires optimization of 
passive solar heating and cooling opportunities.  Communities can then adopt additional building codes 
that exceed the state energy codes for residential and non-residential construction.  This requires an es-
tablished building inspector and code enforcement system.  Finally, the most comprehensive method is to 
adopt a performance zoning ordinance encouraging the voluntary implementation of energy efficient 
practices for new construction in exchange for a set of incentives or bonuses. 
   
Providing a set of incentives for energy efficient design may draw interest among builders and develop-
ers.  Incentives can help lessen the initial cost burden by providing a sub-
sidy through tax deferments, deductions, credits, or abatements.  Other 
incentives include expediting the site/subdivision approval time, awarding 
developments a special certification status, and providing density bonuses.   
 
The State of NH has put the following regulations in place to facilitate en-
ergy efficient design: 
• RSA 674:44 II (i) - when supported by the Master Plan, communities 

may also include energy efficiency language in their site plan review 
regulations as allowed as an innovative land use control. 

• RSA 72:61-72 - allows municipalities to adopt property tax exemp-
tions for property owners who have installed solar, wind-powered, or 
central wood heating energy systems on their property.   
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Assessment Tool Resources 

A variety of assessment tools are available to communities.  These tools can be used independently, how-
ever, it may be necessary to use multiple assessment tools to best understand your specific situation.  The 
list below is by no means complete; new tools are developed every year.   
 
Comprehensive Smart Growth Audit Checklist For NH Communities 
This tool was created in conjunction with a report titled Achieving Smart Growth in New Hampshire, which is 
available through the New Hampshire Office of Energy and Planning (NHOEP).  It is intended to help 
community planners and citizens utilize Smart Growth principals and prevent sprawl by allowing growth 
that maintains community identity and character while requiring less resources. 
  
Smart Growth Audit Toolkit 
The Smart Growth Leadership Institute provides a Smart Growth Implementation Toolkit, which includes a 
group of tools that can be used to help communities grow in a way that is smarter and more sustainable.  
The tools examine community policies, local codes, and regulations. 
 
Smart Growth Scorecards | Smart Growth | US EPA 
The US Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) has developed the Smart Growth Scorecards website 
that provides links to a number of municipal and project specific assessment tools and resources. 
 
ICLEI Density-VMT-Calculator 
By looking at developments of varying densities, this tool compares the land area needed for develop-
ment, the added vehicle miles traveled, and the infrastructure required by the proposed development.    
 
Project for Public Spaces (PPS)  
PPS is a non-profit organization dedicated to helping communities create and sustain public spaces.  
Through “placemaking,” PPS works with communities define issues and opportunities, develop a vision, 
implement the plan, and sustain the public space. 

 
UNH Extension Community Needs Assessment Tool 
This multifaceted tool includes a focus group interview, public issues forum, secondary data analysis, com-
munity survey questionnaire, interviews, and asset mapping.  The process is intended to identify the needs 
and desires of a community, target outreach, and motivate grassroots action to address needs.  
 
CTAP Community Assessment Tool  
This tool includes a series of detailed questions that determine the extent to which a community is achiev-
ing Smart Growth and provides suggestions for future steps.   
 
Energy Consumption - EPA’s Portfolio Manager  
Portfolio Manager allows users to track and assess energy and water consumption across their entire 
portfolio of buildings in a secure online environment.   The tool can help communities determine investment 
priorities, identify under-performing buildings, verify efficiency improvements, and receive EPA recogni-
tion for superior energy performance. 
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Nashua Regional Planning Commission  
9 Executive Park Dr, Suite 201 

Merrimack, NH 03054 
 

603-424-2240 
 

www.nashuarpc.org  

Helping communities face the challenges and 
impacts of growth while maintaining their  

character and sense of place. 



From:                              Don Hallenbeck <donhallen@aol.com>
Sent:                               Friday, August 07, 2020 2:16 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Proposed 160 unit apartment building at Captain's Corner Plaza
 
Categories:                     Miscellaneous, Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Gentlefolks,
 
We live at 33 Tanglewood Drive. We are opposed to the proposed development of a 160-unit apartment
building at Captain’s Corner.
 
I wish to dispute the applicant’s assertion that it will not alter the character of the neighborhood. None of the
buildings within the Captain’s Corner Plaza and surrounding neighborhood is more than two story. At 160
units the proposed building appears to a high rise which would dominate the entire plaza and surrounding
neighborhood and alter the character of both the plaza and neighborhood.
 
Don Hallenbeck
 

From: Don Hallenbeck <donhallen@aol.com>
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2020 at 1:33 PM
To: <planningdepartment@nashuanh.gov>
Subject: Proposed 160 unit apartment building at Captain's Corner Plaza
 

Gentlefolks,
 
We live at 33 Tanglewood Drive. We are opposed to the proposed development of a 160-unit apartment
building at Captain’s Corner. The developer’s assertion that “The infrastructure and traffic lights are already

there to accommodate this type of development.” (www.unionleader.com/news/local/one-story-160-unit-
apartment-complex-proposed-in-southwest-nashua/article_f7864779-96b3-5c1f-bfc4-
021c3f7d27bd.html) is a blatant misstatement of the facts. Route 111A is already reaching saturation, pre-
COVID-19, as a two-lane road and experiencing severe bottlenecks during morning and evening rush hours.
This is especially true at the Captain’s Corner access points. And there are no traffic lights anywhere in the
vicinity.
 
Don & Carol Hallenbeck
 

 

mailto:donhallen@aol.com
mailto:planningdepartment@nashuanh.gov
http://www.unionleader.com/news/local/one-story-160-unit-apartment-complex-proposed-in-southwest-nashua/article_f7864779-96b3-5c1f-bfc4-021c3f7d27bd.html


From:                                         Don Hallenbeck <donhallen@aol.com>
Sent:                                           Saturday, August 08, 2020 11:09 AM
To:                                               Poirier, Kate
Subject:                                     Comments on ZBA Case Packet 20200811 8 Merritt Pkwy
Attachments:                          Tanglewood Petition.pdf
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Ms. Poirier,
 
Please provide the following amended letter to the Zoning Board.
 
The majority of Tanglewood Estate owners strongly oppose the requested zoning variance for a 160 unit
apartment building at 8 Merritt Parkway as the attached petition will attest.
 
We wish to refute the assertions made in the subject Purpose of Request:
 
1. The variance will be contrary to the public interest as there is not the infrastructure to support the
additional traffic that a 160 unit apartment will add to rush hour traffic at the bottle neck junctions of Conant
Road and Buck Meadow Road with Main Dunstable Road. Moreover, Main Dunstable Road is only two lanes
and highly trafficked rush hours. We also feel that drainage will be a problem with roofing and paving of that
large an area.
 
2. The variance will alter the character of the neighborhood. While the request does not specify the number
of floors in the building, at 160 units it appears to be a high rise building. None of the buildings within the
Captain's Corner Plaza and surrounding neighborhood are more than two stories. A high rise building at that
location would dominate and alter the character of the neighborhood. The requester states that the façade
will fit well with the neighborhood, but declines to include a drawing of the façade. It is difficult to imagine a
high rise façade that will fit well with the neighborhood.
 
3. We disagree with the applicants assertion that the reasonable use of the property is an apartment building.
It was clearly never envisioned for this purpose.
 
4. We find fault with the applicant's assertion that a 160 unit apartment building will generate less traffic than
a grocery store at the same location. A 160 unit apartment building will further increase rush hour traffic on
Main Dunstable,  and Ridge Roads and increase the bottle necks at the Conant and Buck Meadow junctions
with Main Dunstable Road. Whereas a grocery store will generate far less rush hour traffic and much of the
traffic that it would generate will be dispersed into the surrounding neighborhoods and on weekends and
non-rush hours.
 
For all of the aforementioned reasons, the attached Tanglewood owners respectfully request that the 8
Merritt Parkway variance request be disapproved.
 
Don Hallenbeck
33 Tanglewood
 
 









From:                                         Dipak <doctordpatel@gmail.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, August 07, 2020 9:11 AM
To:                                               Poirier, Kate
Subject:                                     Re:
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Dr Dipak Patel
18 Hollyhock Ave
Nashua NH 03062
Home -6038800921
Cell-7818833666
Thank you
Sent from my iPhone
 
Dipak
 
> On Aug 7, 2020, at 9:02 AM, Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:
> 
> Good Morning,
> 
> Can you please state your name and address? We will need that to add your comment to the record.
> 
> Sincerely,
> Kate
> ________________________________________
> From: Dipak [doctordpatel@gmail.com]
> Sent: Thursday, August 06, 2020 8:18 PM
> To: CD- Planning Dept
> Subject:
> 
> CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
> 
> To whomever it may concern,
> 
> Dear Sir/Madam,
> We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood.
> We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for
restricting any multi-family residential development.
> The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a
detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such
integrated commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
> It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed
for review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended
purpose.
> We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov


construction of 160 unit apartment complex.
> As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.
Concentrated housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
> This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property
values. It will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the
neighborhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere.
> This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua.
> Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to
the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
> 
> 
> Sent from my iPhone
> 
> Dipak



From:                              Dipak <doctordpatel@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 8:27 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)     
 
Categories:                     Miscellaneous, Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To whomsoever it may concern

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet

C, Lot 2544-8

I am  Dipak Patel, residing at 18 Hollyhock Ave , Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the
Maplewood neighbourhood.

 

Maplewood neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. I bought the house here as this
locality is zoned for single family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-

family residential development.    

 

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighbourhood and provides

amenities in a detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the

neighbourhood. Proximity to such integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the

neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment

building is proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the

characteristic of the neighbourhood from the original intended purpose. 

 

We, Maplewood residents, including me, *strongly oppose* any alteration to the zoning

characteristics of the concerned area, and *also oppose the construction* of 160 unit Apartment

building. 

 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood

equals approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a

x-apple-data-detectors://6
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grocery store. Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will

permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and will surely impact the

property values. It will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are

used by the neighbourhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 

 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on

the commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 

 

I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken

to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the

neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

 

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.

 

Thanking you 

Dipak Patel

18 Hollyhock Ave 

Nashua 

NH 03062

Home phone (603-880-0921)

 
Sent from my iPhone 
 

Dipak 

x-apple-data-detectors://8/0
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From:                              Dee Newman <dillyd71@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 9:49 AM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: 8 Merrit Parkway 160 multi-family building
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

My address is 56 Spring Cove Rd,  Nashua, NH 03062
 

On Tue, Aug 11, 2020, 8:49 AM Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Morning,

Thank you for reaching out! Can you please state your address? We will need it to add your comments to the

record.

Sincerely,

Kate

-------------------------------------------

Kate Poirier

Zoning Coordinator

Planning Department
603-589-3056

PoirierK@nashuanh.gov

The Right-To-Know Law (RSA 91-A) provides that most e-mail communications, to or from City employees

and City volunteers regarding the business of the City of Nashua, are government records available to the

public upon request. Therefore, this email communication may be subject to public disclosure.

________________________________

From: Delesca Newman [dillyd71@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, August 10, 2020 8:06 PM

To: CD- Planning Dept

Subject: 8 Merrit Parkway 160 multi-family building

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To whom it may concern, I am a Nashua resident, who lives near the proposed 160 multi-family building at 8

Merrit Parkway. I am opposed to it being built. This section of town is the last rural area left, with single family

homes, open spaces such as Yudicky Farm conservation area with ,trails baseball field and conservation land

it would increase the traffic in the area, contribute to congestion. Also, there is enough high end luxury housing

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
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in the city that has not been filled. If the purpose is to build affordable housing then the city should look at

buildings in Nashua that are not being used, such as Henry Hanger building, maybe mixed use living at Mill

Yard building, to offer a few suggestions. The city does not need another builder to come into the city to make

money on high end luxury apartments. How is the city benefitting from the Loft building financially? I feel that

the city should use existing buildings in Nashua to offer affordable housing, or offer affordable housing in the

unrented Loft apartments.  I against the proposed development at 8 Merrit Parkway.
Dee Newman

Sent from Mail<https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986> for Windows 10

https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986


From:                              Cathy-Lui Cathy-Lui <clui@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 7:56 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   Cathy Lui; Napoleon
Subject:                          Re: Zoning Board, August 11, Item 11, Photos for your Review Prior to Meeting
Attachments:                 Photos for Zoning Board to Review prior to 8.11.20 Meeting.docx
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Please pass along for to the members of the Zoning Board for their review prior to the August 11,
2020 meeting.
 
They say that a photo is worth a thousand words. Some photos for the board members to consider
when reviewing case #11.
 
Thank you for your time,
Catherine Lui
17 Tanglewood Drive 
Nashua NH 03062
 
PS
Thank you for putting this last on the agenda. Hopefully you will allow time for everyone to speak.
 
PSS
I sat through the BOE meeting this past Wednesday, callers were in a group waiting room. Due to
the time delay between the meeting and the video feed the callers were unaware that they were up
next to speak. I have two suggestions for the Zoning Board meeting below.
 
A banner be put up that explains to the caller that due to time delay:
 
1) The caller will need to keep the video feed on low volume until the meeting is ready for them, and
that they be asked to mute their audio when being asked to speak so that we can hear what they
are saying.
2) The chairman read the phone number of the caller so those in the waiting room will know who
you are asking to speak.
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



2008 Hannaford Proposed 36K square foot store - Note:  village district description   

 

Current Assessors record of full size Hannaford on Coliseum Ave – footprint 61K sq. ft. (304x200) store 

 



Note “human scale” community design appearance. 

 

Internet search of 160 unit buildings yields the photos above which are all located in the 

urban/commercial areas. 

 

 



160 Unit in Manchester – 5 floors – so the proposed 160-unit in Nashua would have a larger footprint 

than this one. 

Locations are all in commercial area - not in a single family residential areas. 

 

This is Mountain Laurels in Sky Meadow. It’s 16-unit building.  

 



 

Parking shows 159 spots for 160 units – many of these units will have renters with more than 1 car. 

Where will the overflow park? 

 



 

 

8 Merrit Pkwy footprint will be more than 3 times as wide as 4 Merrit Pkwy (pictured here),  and 4 times 

as tall or 12 times the size of it’s neighbor.  4 Merrit Pkwy is 9,100 sq ft per assessor’s card. 



From:                              CAROLYN RUSSELL <crvol@gsinet.net>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 4:38 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   Carolyn Russell
Subject:                          Hannaford Merritt Place Project -- Maplewood Plaza Residential Flats
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Re:  Hannaford Merritt Place Project
 
The proposal to change the zoning from business to residential for 160 multiple family
dwellings is totally inappropriate for the area involved.

The adjacent abutting areas are currently heavily populated by single family homes which

have been carefully planned to allow for traffic safety, quiet enjoyment of each home, and

safe access to educational, recreational, and city services.  A large multi-family

building, no matter how tastefully designed, will be an eyesore and visual

invasion of the neighborhood.

The aesthetics of the neighborhood are honored by the architectural styles of the existing

commercial units, retaining a neighborhood feel to the area.  A large multi-family

building cannot in any way blend into the landscape.

The proposed area of development is part of an area commonly used by residents of all

ages from surrounding neighborhoods and beyond for walking and biking. Increased

traffic will endanger those residents and deprive them of those activities

within the neighborhood. Traffic flow between Conant and Buckmeadow is

already hazardous with inadequate lane definition and space at the

intersections with Buckmeadow and Conant.                                                       

                                                                                                             

The drawing shows 146 proposed parking spaces which does not even allow a space for

every unit.  The more likely case will be an average of 2 cars per apartment.  Where will

all those vehicles park--on narrow Conant Road, Buckmeadow, Houston Drive,

at the dentist, Cat Doctor, medical buildings, restaurants, on the lawns?  The

addition of up to 320 vehicles at rush hours, plus the additional traffic caused

by commercial  deliveries and services at all hours will challenge the

environmental safety, noise levels, and pedestrian safety of the existing

community.

We have been told that construction of existing residential areas required extensive

blasting of ledge, construction of retention ponds, and creation of conservation



space.  The proposed development may endanger existing homes by blasting

activity, may remove endangered species from the landscape, and affect air

quality in the area of abutting homes. 

We oppose this project and urge the Planning Board and Board of Adjustment
to deny the application.

Thank you.

James S. Russell, owner and resident
Mary C. Russell, owner and resident
11 Houston Drive
Nashua, NH.  03062
 
 



From:                              Ankit Goel <ankitsmail@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 12:14 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
Attachments:                 Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD).docx
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Dear Sir/Madam,

This is regarding the Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot

2544-8

I am Ankit Goel, residing at 8 Katie Lane, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the Maplewood

neighborhood.

The Maplewood neighborhood is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. I bought the house here as this locality is
zoned for single family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential

development.    

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a

detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity to such

integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is

proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the

neighborhood from the original intended purpose. 

We, Maplewood residents, including me, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the

concerned area, and also oppose the construction of 160 unit Apartment building. 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighborhood

residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 



This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the

commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 

I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this

change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding

communities. 

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.

Thanking you 

Ankit Goel

8 Katie Lane

Nashua 

NH 03062

Home phone: 978-505-3784



Subject: Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in Maplewood (Zoning 

R-30 FUOD) 

 

 

To whomsoever it may concern 

 

Dear Sir/Madam,  

This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 

2544-8 

I am Ankit Goel residing at 8 Katie Lane, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the Maplewood 

neighborhood. 

 

Maplewood neighborhood is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. I bought the house here as this locality 

is zoned for single family neighborhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential 

development.     

 

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in 

a detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity to 

such integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding 

communities.  

 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment 

building is proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the 

characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose.  

 

We, Maplewood residents, including me, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of 

the concerned area, and also oppose the construction of 160 unit Apartment building.  

 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals 

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery 

store. Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb 

the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.  

 



This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property 

values. It will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the 

neighborhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere.  

 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the 

commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua.  

 

I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to 

stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood 

and surrounding communities.  

 

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email. 

 

Thanking you  

Ankit Goel 

8 Katie Ln 

Nashua  

NH 03062 

Home phone: 978-505-3784 



From:                              Andrew Brodeur <adbrodeur01@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 3:39 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; Melissa Brodeur
Subject:                          Opposition to Proposed Maplewood Apartment Building
Attachments:                 Zoning Board Ltr 08092020.pdf
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Good afternoon - Please see the attached letter in opposition to the proposed apartment building at 8 Merrit
Parkway.

 

Please let me know if you need any further documentation or information.

 

Regards,

Andrew & Melissa Brodeur
8 Hibiscus Way

Nashua, NH



August 9, 2020 

 

Zoning Board of Adjustment 

City of Nashua 

229 Main Street 

Nashua, NH 

 

Dear Zoning Board of Adjustment: 

 

We are writing to express our opposition to the proposed zoning variance to allow a 160 unit apartment 

building at 8 Merrit Parkway in Nashua. 

The Applicant stated in their application submitted on July 15, 2020 that the addition of this large 

apartment building will not alter the nature of the neighborhood.  To the contrary, this area of Nashua 

contains only detached single family homes with the closest apartment building more than two (2) miles 

away.  Families in our neighborhood specifically chose this area for its low density housing.  The 

proposed building would fundamentally change the entire character of this part of Nashua. 

The Applicant stated there is no risk to public safety.  This is simply not true.  Houston Drive, directly 

across from Merrit Parkway is an over 55 community containing contains fourteen (14) residences.  The 

increase in vehicle traffic caused by 160 apartments will most certainly increase the risk to these 

vulnerable citizens as they walk and make their way through the neighborhood.  The increase in vehicle 

traffic will also negatively affect the children who walk to Main Dunstable Elementary School. 

The Applicant suggests that “denial will impose substantial harm.”  The Applicant purchased this 

property with full knowledge of the limits placed on the property from the Southwest Quadrant Master 

Plan and the Flexible Use Overlay, both of which prohibit the development of a residential building on 

the property.  The Zoning Board’s responsibility is to the citizens of Nashua, not to provide a variance 

that will bail out a developer’s poor investment.  

The Applicant states the building will not lower property values of surrounding homes.  The Applicant 

provides no data to support this spurious claim because it does not exist.  Many studies show apartment 

buildings can lower surrounding properties if not well maintained.  In addition, the Applicant does not 

take the height of the proposed building into account.  A four or five story building will be visible from 

the homes in the Maplewood community, Houston Drive, and across Main Dunstable road.  The addition 

of this visual distraction will negatively affect the value of homes in those areas. 

In summary, this property is zoned for commercial purposes.  The Applicant acquired the property 

knowing the property’s limitations.  The reasons for changing the zoning listed on the variance 

applications are weak and disingenuous.  The Zoning Board should not grant the variance application 

and maintain the Master Plan for the area. 

Best Regards, 

Andrew & Melissa Brodeur 

8 Hibiscus Way 

Nashua, NH 



From:                              Alan Tefft <alan_tefft@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 9:16 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Public Comment for 8/11/20: 8 Merrit Parkway Apartments
Attachments:                 Ltr Planning Board 080920.docx
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Attached is a letter to the Zoning Board of Adjustment noting my concerns with the variance application for a
proposed apartment building at 8 Merrit Parkway, which is on the agenda for the 8/11/20 meeting.  I live in that
neighborhood and frequent the area for both shopping and recreation.  
 
I believe that I supply factual information that contrasts with statements in the application.  I ask that it be read and
considered during the meeting.  
 
Sincerely,
Alan Tefft
16 Autumn Glen Circle
Nashua, NH 03062



August 10, 2020 

 

Dear Members of the Zoning Board of Adjustment: 

 

I have deep concerns about the apartment building proposed in the Maplewood Commerce Center at 8 Merrit 

Parkway.  The variance application appears to significantly understate the degree to which the proposal is 

contrary to the letter and intent of the Flexible Use Overlay District (FUOD) and the ‘Mixed-use village area’ 

(MUVA) defined in §190-25 A. (2).  I believe that such a construction would completely change the character of 

the area away from that intended by the existing zoning ordinance, and serious revisions are necessary for 

development at that site.   

 

III.1: The application states that it will not be contrary to the public interest because the other uses in the 

immediate area are commercial.  The parcel is a part of the ‘Mixed-use village area.’ (MUVA).  According to 

§190-25 A. (2), the MUVA ‘is intended to house retail facilities that primarily serve the needs of the surrounding 

residential neighborhoods.’  Due to its size, this project would indeed become an entirely new residential 

neighborhood.  Currently, about 150 housing units of the FUOD exist within about 0.4 mile radius from this 

project (including my own).  This project would add a similar number in just a few acres, thereby doubling the 

number of housing units within that radius.  One would anticipate that additional supporting retail facilities 

would therefore also be needed in the future.  Doubling the housing density in an established neighborhood is, 

indeed, contrary to the public interest.   

 

The sheer size and scope of the proposal would also completely change the MUVA.  §190-25 E states that ‘the 

total gross floor area of all structures in the [MUVA] shall not exceed 80,000 square feet.’  I estimate that about 

48,000 square feet are contained in the existing structures.  An addition of 120,000 square feet would result in 

double the intended building area.   

 

Further, structures in the MUVA are to be ‘developed in conformity with the traditional New England 

architectural style… in keeping with the “Hall’s Corner Architectural Design Review, Procedure and Guidelines.’  I 

question whether a 4-story, multi-wing apartment building could fit that style, and the applicant makes no 

mention of conforming to these standards.   

 

III.2: The application states that the proposed use will observe the spirit of the ordinance because an apartment 

building has a commercial façade.  The small commercial establishments in the area are, in actuality, less 

commercial in appearance than most.  Again, the intent of the MUVA was to support the surrounding residential 

area (which it does), and not to become its own residential neighborhood in stark contrast to the surrounding 

area.  The ordinance requires only single-family residential housing within the entire FUOD, but that is less of my 

concern.  As stated previously, the sheer size of the proposed apartment building alone greatly exceeds the 

perceived intent of the ordinance.  §190-25 A (1) states that the entire FUOD should not exceed 250 housing 

units.  By my count, over 220 units already exist, and it may be even closer to 250.  Adding 120-160 units, multi-

family or not, clearly does not observe the spirit of the ordinance.   

 

III.3.  The application states that substantial justice would be done to the property owner by granting the 

variance because ‘a reasonable use of the property is construction of an apartment building.’  That does not 

seem to answer the application’s question.  It appears that the applicant intends to purchase the property if the 

variance is accepted; thus, the actual owner does not seem to require justice, and the applicant could walk away 

from the deal (the perceived harm to applicant).  However, if approved, the character of the MUVA and the 



entire surrounding FUOD neighborhood, would be forever changed from the intended use and from the 

character that has developed in the past 20 years.   

 

III.4: The application states that the proposed use will not diminish the values of surrounding properties because 

it will not generate as much traffic as a grocery store.  While a small grocery store may have been envisioned at 

some time, was such a construction ever actually approved by the Board?  It would have needed to be much 

smaller than the supermarkets we know, due to the MUVA floor area restrictions noted above.  This comparison 

does not seem to be relevant.  Further, the new Middle School Project in this area will also lead to significant 

traffic increases on nearby roads, as well as at the retail establishments in the MUVA.  The additional burden 

from this project would compound those effects.  More importantly, however, is the fact that traffic is not the 

only thing that can affect property values.   

 

The greater effect on property values would seem to be in the dramatic change to the character of the 

neighborhoods surrounding the project.  The general intent of the R-30 zone is suburban; a 160-unit apartment 

building does not sound ‘suburban’ to me.  Greenspace in the MUVA and elsewhere in the FUOD would start to 

resemble playgrounds rather than the existing quiet natural areas that enhance property values.  Doubling the 

number of housing units in the area would diminish property values.   

 

III.5: The application states that special conditions exist because ‘the area is surrounded by commercial uses’ 

and it ‘is a transition from the commercial uses to the single family uses.’  Many of the existing commercial uses 

are relatively low-volume: medical offices, daycare, pizza shops.  The simple amount of parking required for the 

apartment complex would seem to greatly exceed that regularly used by the rest of the MUVA.  Thus, the 

surrounding commercial units would actually seem to be a transition from the new apartment building (high-

density) to the low-density residential neighborhood, which is the opposite of the application’s statement.   

 

My focus has been on disputing the statements in the variance application, as it appears that the applicant was 

not fully considering the letter or intent of §190-25.  I expect that other residents have given input regarding 

how the proposed project would drastically change the existing character of the neighborhood, and I agree.  

However, since the creation of the FUOD was specifically intended to produce a large neighborhood with a 

specific character, I think that these statements (about changing the character of the neighborhood) carry even 

more weight than in a standard R-30 zone.   

 

I recognize that this project would increase property tax revenue to the city; however, it may add a significant 

burden to local schools.  I request that the Board deny the request and honor the original general plans for this 

area, rather than infringe on the rights of the 200+ residents who purchased homes in the neighborhood with 

the understanding that the terms of the FUOD would be maintained.   

 

Sincerely, 

Alan Tefft 

16 Autumn Glen Circle 

Nashua, NH 03062 



From:                                         Ray Joncas <rjoncas41@comcast.net>
Sent:                                           Monday, August 03, 2020 1:11 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Proposed zoning change at 8 merrit parkway.
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Planning Board,
I am writing to you to express my opposition to the proposed zoning change at 8 merrit parkway. This area
was originally designed as a small business area in this neighborhood. To add a 160 unit apartment building to
this area would impact the neighborhood negatively. With 160 units it could mean 320 plus vehicles added an
already busy road. As a resident of Houston dr a community of senior citizens it would be dangerous  to exit
on to Conant rd and unsafe to walk in the area.
Conant rd and main dunstable rd road has had its share of accidents recently and this would only add to the
problem. The intersection of rte 111 and 111A is busy and accident prone now how, would it be with all this
additional traffic. Would the city have to redesign and widen roads at the taxpayers expense.
There is also the burden it could put on the two schools in the area.
also there is the issue that blasting would needed to build in that area and the possible damage that could
cause to foundations and walls in the area.
This is just some of the reasons that this building would not be suitable for this area there are many more. I
would therefore ask the board to reject this zoning change.
 
Thank You
Raymond and Elaine Joncas
1 Houston dr.
 
 
Sent from my iPad



From:                                         Colleen Blanda <een13@aol.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, August 03, 2020 3:23 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                               Gathright, Linda; Jette, Ernest
Subject:                                     8 Merritt Parkway Variance Request
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Dear Planning Board Members,
We strongly urge you to deny Hannaford Bros. Company’s request for a variance to allow up to 160 multi-
family dwelling units in a building at 8 Merritt Parkway.
Doing so would drastically increase car traffic and probable bus traffic as well in an area that simply can not
accommodate it.
Most of the surrounding roads are quiet, country like roads such as Buck Meadow, Gilson, Conant, Ridge,
Searles.  None of these seem appropriate for widening or making safer with bike lanes and sidewalks due to
the amount of wetlands and general topography.  Main Dunstable Road traffic would be intolerable for the
taxpayers who already reside there.  In fact, this suburban area is already designated for a new city school
which will have significant impact by itself!
This area also is home to a diverse wildlife population.  We have seen moose, deer, fox, coyotes, herons,
beavers, and more.
It has been a wonderful place to live.  We have been here for over 40 years.  Is it fair to allow a variance to
help Hannaford Brother’s investment while negatively impacting the existing homeowners who pay taxes? 
There are better uses for this parcel.  The original zoning plan should stand.
 
Thank you for your time.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colleen Blanda
Frank Blanda
16 Quinton Drive
Nashua, NH 03062
 
Sent from my iPad



From:                              Balaji Iyengar <biyengar@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 04, 2020 10:23 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Variance application for Merit Pkwy, Nashua - Case #11
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

My name is Balaji Iyengar and me and my wife, Vidya Iyengar, own a house at 3, Cherrywood Dr, Nashua NH
03062.

 

We just came to know that there was a variance application filed to repurpose Merit Pkwy to build an

Apartment complex.  We would like to voice our strong opposition to this variance as we think this change will

be very disruptive to the peaceful neighborhood for the following reasons.

 

1.      When we purchased our house, this plot of land was not zoned for a multi-family apartment complex.  
2.      Will make the neighbourhood busy

3.      There will be increased traffic 

4.      Will add to school crowding

5.      Decrease property value

6.      Change the character of the neighborhood

We are okay with a smaller business like shops or grocery stores, but a multifamily apartment complex will be
overwhelming.

 

Please do not approve this variance.

 

--
Thanks

Balaji & Vidya Iyengar

 



From:                              torinomjb@aol.com
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 04, 2020 11:22 AM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          RE: Proposed apartments at maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Michael Bolling 8 Houston Dr Nashua. Thank you!

Sent from AOL Mobile Mail

 

On Tuesday, August 4, 2020 Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Morning,

 

Could you please state your name and address? We will need that in order to count this as correspondence for the
case.

 

Sincerely,

Kate

-------------------------------------------

Kate Poirier

Zoning Coordinator

Planning Department

603-589-3056

PoirierK@nashuanh.gov

 

The Right-To-Know Law (RSA 91-A) provides that most e-mail communications, to or from City employees and City volunteers regarding the

business of the City of Nashua, are government records available to the public upon request. Therefore, this email communication may be

subject to public disclosure.

 

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov


From: torinomjb@aol.com [mailto:torinomjb@aol.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 04, 2020 10:27 AM
To: CD- Planning Dept
Subject: Proposed apartments at maplewood

 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

We live in the over 55 community in Westchester across from the proposed apartment complex.  I am not in

favor of such a development.  It would be taxing on our traffic, schools, noise levels, and environmental

concerns.  If they must do something with the property make it an over 55 community or a CVS pharmacy or
something.  Please consider NOT permitting this land for apartment living. 

Sent from AOL Mobile Mail

mailto:torinomjb@aol.com
mailto:torinomjb@aol.com


From:                              Marie Jones <hmjones043@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 04, 2020 1:48 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Case #11, Merritt Place Project
Attachments:                 Letter to ZBA.pdf
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To Whom It May Concern:

 

We are Roy and Helen Marie Jones at 12 Houston Drive, Nashua 03062. We are attaching a letter expressing

our concerns about the 8 Merritt Parkway apartment development.

 

We believe this process is an attempt to push the development through during the summer and while people are

confined because of the virus. But, believe me, our neighbors are paying attention.

 
We urge you to deny this change.

 

Roy and Helen Jones

 

Virus-free. www.avast.com

 

https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=webmail&utm_term=icon
https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=webmail&utm_term=link


From:                              Christina Gu <c_gu@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 04, 2020 4:23 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Opposed to Hannaford Bros. Co (Owner) Merritt Place, LLC's proposal - up to

160 unit multi family on 8 Merritt Parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Dear city planning officers,

 
I just learned that there is a request for multifamily building use on land of 8 Merritt Way. I really shocked by this news and
totally oppose this plan. Here is the list why I am thinking so:

 
1. Traffic and noise issue: 160 unit building will have 320 cars. Even each person goes out one time per day, the number of car
passed will be 320x2=640 (one out and one back). Not even talk about the visitors and delivery services.

 
2. Wetland and wild life protection: This is a R-30 single family residential zone. Setting up single family zone for this area by
Nashua city has its own reasons - It is not only because it is suburban residence area, but also
this area has a lot of wet land and wild lives there which needs to be
protected. 160 unit building will definitely increase the traffic and disturb
the wild lives. 

3. Safety issue: Mapplewood is a good community.
A lot of hard working people try very hard to give their children a quiet safe
neighborhood, so they can let their kids play in the yard without worrying to
be hit by the cars. the This 160 unit building will create a lot of noise and
traffics. Parents will start to worry their kids' safety to bike on the road
and play in the yard.



4. This 160 unit multifamily building can't fit in
this community: All the property owners in Maplewood neighborhood like
suburban quiet life, otherwise they will buy in city center. We really don't
think 160 unit multifamily building fits in our community. It creates the busy
and density which against our interest.

5. Community value and property value will go down:
Our community's value is a suburban community. This 160 unit building will
destroy the community value and lowered the property value.



6. Fairness: If this 160 unit multifamily
building is built, a lot of home owners will move. This is really not fair to
our community.

Hope city will keep the current zoning as R-30 since
this is a good reason to be set as so in the first place!



Thanks and have a good day!

 

Cui
Gu

Home
owner of 4 Hollyhock Ave



From:                                         Ramesh Dayalan <ramesh_dayalan@yahoo.com>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, August 04, 2020 5:40 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Not in Favor - 8 Merrit Parkway Variance request
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Hi
My name is Ramesh Dayalan live in 1 Jonquil Drive, Nashua, NH 03062.
 
I see there is a variance request to build 160 houses in single building in south Nashua near our community.
Please take this email as a request not to approve that plan or variance request. I feel, this new construction
will make our community not safe and lose its quite and peaceful neighborhood. We all paid premium to buy
the house in this neighborhood for safety and being peaceful.
 
Already, early this year, middle school was approved on one end of the community. This new variance
request to build a bigger community of 160 Houses will make it even even worse
 
Please don’t approve the variance and this plan.
 
Thank you
Ramesh Dayalan
 
Sent from my iPhone



From:                              Jenny McGregor <foxtrotdogs@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 04, 2020 6:46 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Merritt Parkway proposed apartment
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear Planning Department, 
 

Please consider denying the proposed 160 unit development for Merritt Parkway in South Nashua. The South

Nashua area is quiet, wooded, and beautiful. If 160 families moved in the traffic, trash, noise, stresses on the

green spaces would be terrible.  We are already contending with a school,  I can only imagine the increase in

traffic.  Please consider transforming one of the dying strip malls or the beautiful Elm Street school for

apartments. Please don't ruin a lovely neighborhood.

 
Don't give in to greedy developers! That is what happened to Amherst Street a generation ago, and look at that

strip of horrific consumer excess now.

 

Please think of our children's Nashua!

 

 
Thank you, 

Jennifer McGregor

8 Hydrangea Road

Nashua



From:                              Macy Chu <leungmacy@hotmail.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 04, 2020 8:28 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Proposed 4-story building in Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To Whom this May Concern:
 
I am writing to express my concern and opposition to the proposed 4-story 160 unit apartment building
within the Commerce Center at Maplewood.  I have lived in the neighborhood for almost 20 years and
have enjoyed the quiet residential neighborhood and the surrounding trails. I am very concerned that
the added people and car traffic from the proposed apartment will affect the feel and the tranquility of
the area.  There just doesn't seem to be enough space in that area for such a big apartment complex,
not to mention a 4 story building in that area will definitely be an eye-sore. I am also concerned that
having an apartment building there will lead to further commercialization of that area.  I strongly oppose
this plan and urge the planning committee not approve this request. 

Sincerely,
Macy Chu
9 Sweet William Circle



From:                                         Denise Amigo <denisea@comcast.net>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, August 04, 2020 8:38 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                               mannysemail@comcast.net
Subject:                                     160 UNIT APARTMENT BUILDING
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
My name is Denise Amigo.
 
I live on 8 Sweet William Circle
 
My property would overlook this 160 unit building project.
 
I, as well as my neighbors, strongly oppose the idea of this apartment project.
 
It is requested on a parcel of land that is around 6 acres on Merritt parkway in South Nashua.
 
An apartment building is not what the area was ever intended for. It was originally set up for a village area. A
160 unit apartment building isn't in the spirit of what that area was designed for.
 
Years ago Hannaford wanted to build a grocery store there and that was turned down because that didn't fit
the area. If that didn't pass then this certainly shouldn't.
 
I am strongly opposed to this idea as well as everyone I know in the area.
 
Please reject the 160 unit  application request.
 
Thank you for considering the impact this will have on the  people in the area.
 
 
Denise and
Manny Amigo
 
 
Sent from Xfinity Connect Application
 



From:                              Rich Roberge <rich.roberge@me.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 04, 2020 11:00 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Merritt Parkway 160 Unit proposed build
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To Whom it may concern,
 

 I am a resident close to the area of this proposed tenant building. I wanted to write to oppose this build. This

neighborhood is rich in family dwellings.  It is quiet. It is away from the cluttery of multi-tenant buildings found

near the inner city and along Spitbrook road. This neighborhood does not need nor want a large 4 story multi-

tenant building. Many of my neighbors agree we do not welcome the increased traffic and noise nuisances this

will bring. 

 
Best Regards, 

Rich Roberge

71 Pioneer Drive.



From:                              Srini Srinivasan <josrini@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 9:12 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept; zPlanning Board; zZoning Board
Subject:                          Fwd: Case #11 : Variance Application for 8 MERRIT PARKWAY to allow 160

multifamily dwelling
Attachments:                 20200811 8 Merrit Pkwy.pdf
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

 
Hello department,

 

My name is Srinivasan Rangarajan, I live at  4 Cherrywood Dr, Nashua, NH 03062.  My wife is Jothi

Srinivasan, also living in the same location.  We have 2 children, Aditi and Deepti who have grown up entirely in

this location.  We consider ourselves to be lucky to have had the opportunity to live here.

 
We were served a notice of public hearing about the request to consider a variance application to allow upto

160 multi family dwellings right behind our yard.

 

The details of the application are attached to this mail.  (
20200811 8 Merrit Pkwy.pdf)

 

I would like to raise extremely strong objections to this variance request on the
following grounds:
 

To the point about the issue about 'The proposed use will not diminish the values of surrounding property'

 

1. The area around merrit parkway was zoned as 'Business use' only to serve this community with businesses

such as Captains Corner, Family Pizza and Roast Beef, Dentistry, Cat Doctor etc.  These businesses have

served the maplewood and extended community very well.  In fact, there is an urgent need for more such

small businesses that can be accommodated in a 6.2 acre lot.  Before kindergarten, Deepti went to the

'The Nature of Things' (before it became 'Granite State Early Learning Center' after the previous business
moved to a bigger location) which is right adjacent to the lot where this apartment dwelling is proposed. 

There is simply no merit to the applicant's argument that an apartment is better than a grocery store that

can be accommodated in a 6.2 acre lot.  

2. Much against what is said in the application, this proposed dwelling is not very far from other commercial

uses, it is in fact right next to the businesses I mention.

3. There is no proof that a smaller grocery store in a 6.2 acre lot will generate higher traffic in a strategic

intersection (Conant, buckmeadow and main dunstable road) than a 160 multifamily dwelling.  In fact, it is

likely to be quite the opposite.

4. When you add the traffic from the proposed dwelling to what could happen when the recently sanctioned

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=6ce44e63e4&attid=0.1&permmsgid=msg-a:r5921473151145636915&view=att&disp=safe&realattid=f_kdg4oazc0


middle school entrance comes up on buckmeadow, it will lead to extreme congestion.

5. There is a character to this neighborhood now, the type of tenements, businesses etc, a multi story building

right in the backyard does not exactly enhance it - it strongly diminishes it.  There is no such comparable

structure anywhere at this time.  The walk along the pond on merrit parkway is such a rejuvenating

experience for a lot of people in the neighborhood - I can guarantee that this will be lost for good.

To the point about 'The proposed use will observe the spirit of ordinance'

1. The builder can absolutely not guarantee that there will not be an overflow.  In fact, the parking right
behind our house (the CAT Doctor) is empty by evening time - is likely to be occupied by the apartment

dwellers.  That is not in the spirit of ordinance.  This will lead to extreme privacy loss.

2. Like I mentioned before, it will alter the very character of this neighborhood much against what the

applicant is claiming.

To the point about 'Granting the request will not be contrary to the public interest

 

1. We are the public, we are the neighbors and we are convinced that it is against our interest.  I am not sure

of the open space the applicant is talking about on the rear side of this proposal - it is factually wrong. 

Sure, on the front side, there is a pond and some open space, but there is no such thing on the sides and

rear (which is where our property is located)
 

To the point about 'Substantial justice would be done to the property owner by granting the variance'
 

1. The applicant claims that substantial buffers & parking exists - both of these claims are incorrect - the

parking that is reasonably thinly occupied will be flooded.  As I said, there is very little buffer on the sides
and the rear.  Further, the applicant claims that 'Denial will impose substantial harm to the applicant in that

a reasonable use of the property is construction of an apartment building'.  Really?  Is this true - they own
a grocery chain, would it not be reasonable to construct a neat little grocery store that will serve the

original intended purpose?  This does not make any sense at all.
 

For all the above reasons, we hope that the planning board strongly reject this
application.
 

Thx
Jothi and Srini

 
P.S.: Kindly ignore if you have already received this mail.  I am resending because I did not receive an

acknowledgement.
 
 



From:                              Miral Shah <miralshah@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 9:13 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          No to the new 160 Unit Apartment complex.
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hello Sir/Ma'am
 

I am Miral Shah from 79 Cherrywood Dr, Nashua, NH 03062. I came across this information that that is a

proposal to build 160 multi-family units behind Captain's corner which is about half a mile from where I live. this

proposal is very detrimental to the environment and the traffic conditions of this neighborhood. I have been living

here for almost 15 years now and it's a very peaceful neighborhood it's grown over time many many houses have

been built and it's a 300-strong housing community here in Maplewood Cherrywood area. adding another 160

units would put a heavy burden on traffic conditions but also the environment, noise pollution and so many other
issues that we might have to end up facing. Pls keep in mind that there is a new middle school coming up here as

well. All this out together will make this a very busy and chaotic neighborhood to live in. I sincerely hope that you

take all these points into consideration and reject the proposal to build this new complex literally in my

backyard. 

 

Regards
Miral



From:                              Chandra Talluri <ctalluri@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 10:01 AM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To whomever it may concern, 

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

  We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. 

We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential

development.    

The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached parcel of land, and adds to the

convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such integrated commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood

and surrounding communities. 

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board to

change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. 

We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the construction of 160 unit apartment

complex. 

As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to approximately the proposed apartment units of

160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently

disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It wil l add heavy traffic to the

merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the commitments given by the city of

Nashua to the communities of south Nashua. 

Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the

neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

 

Chandra Talluri

7 Carnation Cir

Nashua

NH - 03062



From:                              Ashish Gor <gorashish@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 10:17 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Strong Objection re apartment complex plan near captains corner
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

We are 10+ year resident of 11 Moonstone Ct , Cherrywood drive Nashua NH.  Just came to know that now there is a
plan to build a 160-200 resident apartment complex.
 
We live in a very peaceful and very nice neighborhood. Its one of the best place to live in Nashua.  Its a very quiet
family based environment and your plan is going to ruin everything Nashua has around this area.
 
I and my family strongly object this plan as its going to create more crime, more traffic and noise pollution in this
peaceful community. Folks are going to drive up and down FAST in cherrywood drive. More crimes is going to take place.
Schools are going to be overloaded. Quality of life will just go down drastically. 
 
Thing VERY VERY HARD of all the possible consequences before you go ahead with this plan. You will definitely hear lots
of voices regarding this issue. 
 
 
Regards
Ashish and Supriya Gor
11 Moonstone Ct
Nashua NH
03062
 
603 521 0046
 
 



From:                                         Tinku Gmail <tinkunair@gmail.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, August 05, 2020 10:18 AM
To:                                               Poirier, Kate
Subject:                                     Re: No to 160 unit in Captains Corner
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Sure,
Tinku Nair,
35 Cherrywood Drive,
Nashua- 03062
 
-Tinku
 
> On Aug 5, 2020, at 10:15 AM, Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:
> 
> Good Morning,
> 
> Can you please include your name and address? We will need that if you want this to be counted.
> 
> Sincerely,
> Kate
> ________________________________________
> From: Tinku Gmail [tinkunair@gmail.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2020 10:12 AM
> To: CD- Planning Dept
> Subject: No to 160 unit in Captains Corner
> 
> CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
> 
> I strongly object to having this built in our neighborhood.
> Thanks,
> -Tinku

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov


From:                              John Penkala <jrpsox@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 10:53 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Proposed Multi-Family at Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Good Morning
 
My name is John Penkala.  I live at 5 Autumn Glen Circle- Phase 1 of Maplewood Development.  I
have lived in my home for approximately 21 years.
 
I received notice of the proposal to construct a 120-160 unit multi-family structure.  I am opposed to
this for several reasons:
 
1. A residential structure, with this many units, would create additional traffic for a road that is
already too narrow for the current level of business.
 
2. Parking on weekends, during prime dining hours (4-8pm) is often quite busy  - the addition of
construction vehicles and additional cars brought about by new residents (and their visitors) would
not be safe or supported by the current conditions.
 
3. A multi-family structure is residential and not currently permitted by zoning.  I disagree that it will
not alter the character of the Maplewood neighborhood.  A structure of this size would stand out
and be obviously different from the existing one- to two-level buildings.
 
4. In terms of adequate buffer - meaning distance only from other residential homes - I cannot
argue the distance; however, the view will certainly be changed - for residents of other phases in
Maplewood.  I'm sure people that purchased $400-$500K homes would not appreciated a 4- level
building.
 
5. Will not diminish property values for surrounding properties?  Do you mean the commercial
structures or the residential structures?  What evidence is there that home values will not be
negatively affected?  I did not notice anything in the proposal about the value of each unit or
whether a certain percentage will be designated as 'affordable housing' for low- and moderate-
income families.
 
6. Construction Phase - how long is construction anticipated?  For residents of Maplewood, many
of us frequent the food establishments and Captains Corner (gas and convenience store).  This
development will create noise, safety issues for those that choose to walk, and additional car/truck
traffic.  The City of Nashua created a wonderful community and setting - and this development will
certainly negatively impact that - especially in the short-term (and likely longer).
 
I hope I have made my opposition very clear.  I will be unable to participate in the meeting on



August 11th, but respectfully hope you will consider my comments.
 
Thank you for taking the time to read this e-mail.
 
John
 
 



From:                              HAROLD D RICE <hdrice@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 11:03 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Proposed Apartment Building in Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

08/05/2020
 
Dear Planning Board,
 
I am a resident in the Maplewood development and have been since it was built in ~2001.
My property came with several covenants which restricted changes and property use - in an attempt to maintain the
Single Family Residential aesthetics.  A couple of proposed changes over the years had been proposed - Add drive-
thru window to Captains Corner and the building of a small Grocery store.  Both we rejected due the increase traffic
coupled with such changes.
The Maplewood Neighborhood is currently one of the safer neighborhoods in Nashua (per neighborhoosscout.com and
my personal experience) - I do not want to have the Maplewood neighborhood decline in safety, nor have the general
Single family residential environment tainted. The zoning and covenants were important reasons for purchasing a a
single family house in this neighborhood, some twenty years ago.
The R-30 residential zoning is part of what protects our neighborhoods from the impact of apartment buildings. 
Congested living dwelling, like apartments lead to increased traffic on neighboring streets, increase in crime and in
turn decreases the local community safety.  
 
I am strongly apposed to any change to the zoning surrounding my home and I object the building of Apartments in
my neighborhood.
 
Thanks You,
Harold Rice
11 Hollyhock Ave.
Nashua NH.
603-886-7325



From:                                         Shyam Badrinath <shyam_badrinath@me.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, August 05, 2020 11:13 AM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Vote NO on building plan across Maplewood
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Hi,
I am a resident of Maplewood, residing at 7 Cotillion Ln and I vote for a NO for the new proposed building
that’s been planned for across Maplewood.
Regards,
Shyam Badrinath
 
Sent from my iPhone



From:                              Anil <pvanil@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 11:43 AM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          "Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal"
 
Categories:                     Forward/CC, Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear Sir/Madam, 
  We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. 
We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly
zoned for restricting any multi-family residential development.    
The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities
in a detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood.
Proximity of such integrated commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and
surrounding communities. 
It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is
placed for review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the
original intended purpose. 
We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also
oppose the construction of 160 unit apartment complex. 
As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a
grocery store. Concentrated housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently
disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the
property values. It will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used
by the neighborhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault
on the commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua. 
Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating
disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
 
Anil Potluri
Hibiscus Way,
Nashua, NH 03062



From:                              srini <mailtosri@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 12:18 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to the proposed 160 unit apartment building in Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear Sir/Madam, 
 
My name is Srini Vanga and we are residents of 10 Sunblaze Dr in Maplewood
neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. 
 
We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family
neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential
development. The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this
neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached parcel of land, and adds to
the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such integrated
commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding
communities. 
 
It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex
is proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board to change the
characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. 
 
We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned
area, also oppose the construction of 160 unit apartment complex. 
As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood
neighborhood equal to approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count,
within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated housing will
create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. This will
completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact
the property values. It will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and
surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood residents in a peaceful
atmosphere. This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is
unwarranted, and is an assault on the commitments given by the city of Nashua
to the communities of south Nashua. 
 
Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning
and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and
surrounding communities. 
 
Best regards
Srini Vanga
Vijaya Lakshmi Vanga
 



 
 



From:                              Paula Uzdanovich <pbrunelle2003@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 12:58 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   Jette, Ernest
Subject:                          4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Dear Nashua Zoning Board,

I live at 18 McKenna Dr. and am writing in regard to the variance request for 8 Merritt Parkway
which would allow up to 160 multi-family dwelling units. This is in Ward 5 where I reside.

Kids and neighbors in this area enjoy walking, riding bikes, scootering, jogging, etc. in and around
the Captains Corner area, as it is known. We love this neighborhood for the peaceful corner of
Nashua that it is and has always been. We are away from the hustle and bustle of the busy city.
People in this area take pride in their homes as the great majority are home owners. 

I am adamantly opposed to the variance as requested as this will negatively impact the
Maplewood and surrounding neighborhoods with an abundance of traffic, noise, and reduce the
overall quality of the neighborhood and home values. Nowhere in this area will you find an
abundance of rental property. A 160 unit apartment complex DOES NOT fit with the existing area
nor is it what the residents of this area want. Approving this request will serve to diminish this
neighborhood and kill the values of the homes that many of us have worked so hard to maintain.
Nashua has plenty of apartments and doesn’t need more.

The requested variance is contrary to public interest as this area is primarily owner occupied
single family homes. A 4 story, 160 unit apartment building would be an eyesore and not in
keeping with either the current commercial or residential neighborhood. You also run the risk of
overburdening our school system with so many added units. The added traffic also makes this a
potentially unsafe area for kids to safely traverse as they have been able to in the past.

I understand wanting to develop the land. Changing the ordinance to allow residential housing in
itself, is not something I could argue. I believe there are more appropriate options however. I would
have a hard time arguing against single family homes (6 acres / half acre each = 12 new homes).
 Even a small townhome complex of approximately 20 units could make sense if done tastefully.
Note the difference here would be homes that are pridefully owned while allowing ample parking
and not overburdening the existing neighborhood.

There are many more reasonable uses for this property than an apartment complex as I have
mentioned above. Nashua has plenty of apartments and doesn’t need more. There has never been
an expressed need or desire for there to be apartments in this area of town.

Residents here are not interested in a transition from the commercial businesses at Maplewood
into the residential area with the implementation of an apartment complex. The property in question



could very well have or still be used in a commercial manner without dispute. Family owned
businesses or new jobs are always a welcome addition to Nashua.  

We should also be concerned that with a unit of this size so close to a daycare center and schools,
sex offenders and pedophiles will come out of the woodwork to situate themselves here. Nashua is
planning to build a new school nearby. This is not the time to allow for a variance for property to be
used against its original intent.

Thanks for taking the time to read my feedback,

Paula Uzdanovich

CC: Ernest Jette (Ward 5 Alderman)

 



From:                              David Sgro <dmsgro@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 1:15 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: Zoning Board Pre Meeting- Merritt Place LLC
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

David Sgro 
39 Ventura Cir, Nashua, NH 03062

 

On Wed, Aug 5, 2020, 13:13 Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Afternoon,
 
Upon rereading your email, I realize that you have not given your address. We will need your name and
address in order to add this to the record.
 
Sincerely,
Kate
 
 

From: Poirier, Kate 
Sent: Tuesday, August 04, 2020 6:31 PM
To: David Sgro
Subject: RE: Zoning Board Pre Meeting- Merritt Place LLC

 
Good Afternoon,
 
Please consider this confirmation that your correspondence has been received and sent on to the Zoning Board. If
you would like to attend the meeting, please find the online meeting login information below:
 
To access WebEx:
https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m1dd2f9c0ac71ac9a521ff92ae97b615e   
 
Meeting number/access code: 129 062 2404
Password: EDwuFrMG288
 
 
To join by phone:  1 (408) 418-9388
 
Sincerely,
Kate

From: David Sgro [dmsgro@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, August 04, 2020 6:09 PM
To: CD- Planning Dept
Subject: Zoning Board Pre Meeting- Merritt Place LLC

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m1dd2f9c0ac71ac9a521ff92ae97b615e
mailto:dmsgro@gmail.com


CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source

is unknown.

To whom it may concern, 

 

I writing to you to oppose the application for the proposed Merritt Place property. As a long-term resident

who lives nearby and uses Main Dunstable Road all the time, I am very concerned about the additional traffic

and road usage.  Currently it is very difficult to turn onto the road during business hours and traffic can backup
for multiple stoplight cycles.  Adding up to 160 units will add at least 240 to 320 more vehicles to a single lane

road.   

 

I am firmly opposed to this approval. 

 

Dave Sgro 



From:                              Leslie Y <leslieyoung20@hotmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 1:22 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: Opposition to multi-level apartment building at Captain's Corner
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.
Leslie Young
8 Governors Lane
Nashua, NH 03062
 
There have been conflicting email addresses...should I direct others to 
1) planningdepartment@nashua.gov 
OR 
2) planningdepartment@nashuanh.gov
 
Thanks and have a great day!
 

From: Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, August 5, 2020 1:17 PM
To: Leslie Y <leslieyoung20@hotmail.com>
Subject: RE: Opposition to multi-level apartment building at Captain's Corner

 
Good Afternoon,
 
Can you please state your address? We will need that in order to count this as correspondence.
 
Sincerely,
Kate
 

From: Leslie Y [mailto:leslieyoung20@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2020 1:10 PM
To: CD- Planning Dept
Subject: Opposition to multi-level apartment building at Captain's Corner

 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.
Hello,
I am writing to express my profound opposition to a multi-story apartment building in the local Maplewood
neighborhood. Changing the zoning to allow this will affect:
 

1. Safety:The current population consists of single-family homes, with an abundance of traffic issues

already. Too many drivers through the neighborhood already risk the safety of the many walkers,

runners and bikers of all ages at all hours.

2. Construction and Change: This is terrible timing, given that this neighborhood will also dramatically

change when the new middle school goes in. Concurrent construction, traffic issues and overall

mailto:planningdepartment@nashua.gov
mailto:planningdepartment@nashuanh.gov
mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:leslieyoung20@hotmail.com
mailto:leslieyoung20@hotmail.com


disruption would be much, much worse! 

3. Neighborhood Character: This would completely change the character of the neighborhood, and

allow for further development in what is designed to be quiet neighborhood. The current population

consists of single-family homes. Once a variance is given, who is to stop other variances from

being allowed, and therefore completely changing this neighborhood from it's original intent?

4. Property values: would decrease with multiple zoning allowances

5. Traffic: The surrounding roads cannot handle more traffic. During the school year they are very

congested, and will be worse with two schools bordering this one neighborhood.

In summary, there are many valid reasons not to allow this change.
I implore you to strongly consider opposing this zoning variance. It has no place in this neighborhood.
 
Thank you,
Leslie Young
Nashua resident
603-891-1755 
 



From:                              Sim <sim_reddy@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 1:25 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: Zoning change at Merit Parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Narasimha R Rachur
12 Sunblaze Dr
Nashua, NH 03062
 
 
On Wednesday, August 5, 2020, 1:11:00 PM EDT, Poirier, Kate <poirierk@nashuanh.gov> wrote:
 
 

Good Afternoon,

 

Upon rereading your email, I realize that you have not given your address. We will need your name and
address in order to add this to the record.

 

Sincerely,

Kate

 

From: Poirier, Kate 
Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2020 8:49 AM
To: Sim
Subject: RE: Zoning change at Merit Parkway

 

Good Morning,

 

Please consider this confirmation that your correspondence has been received and sent on to the Zoning Board. If
you would like to attend the meeting, please find the online meeting login information below:

 

To access WebEx:

mailto:poirierk@nashuanh.gov


https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m1dd2f9c0ac71ac9a521ff92ae97b615e   

 

Meeting number/access code: 129 062 2404

Password: EDwuFrMG288

 

To join by phone:  1 (408) 418-9388

 

Sincerely,

Kate

From: Sim [sim_reddy@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2020 8:41 AM
To: Falk, Carter; zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept
Subject: Zoning change at Merit Parkway

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To whomever it may concern, 
 
Dear Sir/Madam,

 

We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood

 

We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for restricting
any multi-family residential development.

 

The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached
parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such integrated commercial
hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities.

 

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for review
of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose.

We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the construction
of 160 unit apartment complex.

 

As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to approximately the

https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m1dd2f9c0ac71ac9a521ff92ae97b615e


proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated housing will
create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and
surrounding communities. 
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It will
add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood residents in a
peaceful atmosphere.

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua.

 

Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the
peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.

 

Thank you for your attention in this matter.

 

Narasimha Rachur

 

 



From:                              Carolyn Koss Kasten <ckkasten@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 1:44 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          8 Merritt Parkway multi-family unit proposal
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

We are writing in response to the proposed plan to build a multi-family, 4 story apartment complex in the
Maplewood area.  We are strenuously opposed to building a unit of this type.

 

We are among the original owners in Maplewood, and we well remember the original concept for

the neighborhood, as it was presented in the small house across from the pond back in 1999. The concept was

of a residential neighborhood that was made up of single family homes, within walking distance of a small

commercial area adjacent. This all being ringed by walking trails and recreational areas.

 
Building a 4-story multi-unit project in this area not only violates the current zoning and concept of this

development, but also would be a tremendous eyesore in the neighborhood.  Add to that the additional traffic

brought by 160 additional living units, and the neighborhood would no longer be the quiet residential space that it

now is. As it is, weekends are often disrupted by traffic and crowding due to the constant use of the soccer fields

on Main Dunstable road across from Captain's Corner. This would only add to traffic hassles and congestion. 

The 
potential negative impact on home values in this area could be significant. 

 

We are not opposed to development of any type, but are opposed to a multi-story highly congested living unit in

this neighborhood. A group of single family homes or detached condominiums would be far more in line with the

spirit and character of this area. 
 

I hope that the planning department will listen to the concerns of the residents who who live in this area and

would be most impacted by this decision, and decide to decline this proposal.
 

Thank you,

 

Carolyn and Philip Kasten

6 Azalea Ln, Nashua, NH 03062

 

 

 



From:                              Sushil Kulkarni <sushilk@hotmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 1:47 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: Please No! - 160 unit housing project near Captains Corner.
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

29 hibiscus way, Nashua nh 03062. 

 

Thanks!

Sushil

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 5, 2020, at 1:05 PM, Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Afternoon,
 
Can you please state your address? We cannot add it to the record without a name and address.
 

From: Sushil Kulkarni [mailto:sushilk@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2020 12:24 PM
To: CD- Planning Dept
Subject: Please No! - 160 unit housing project near Captains Corner.

 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments
if source is unknown.
Hi Planning Department,
 
I'd like to voice my NO to the 160 unit housing project that is being planned near Captain's
corner near 111A.
 
Some of my major concerns:
 

1. Increase in traffic. There is already a school planned in the area. Regardless, traffic

on 111A, Conant road and Maplewood community has increased because of

additional residences in the area..The school is already adding to it.

2. Increase in foot traffic in an otherwise tranquil and safe Maplewood neighborhood. 

3. Lots of kids and teenagers in the neighborhood. Just increase in vehicular and foot

traffic is going to make it unsafe for them.

Hope my voice is heard in deliberations and alternative sites having less impact are chosen.
 

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:sushilk@hotmail.com


Regards,
Sushil



From:                              Murali Prabhala <mprabhala@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 2:02 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: Proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hi Kate:
 

My Name is: Murali Prabhala

Address is: 5 Hollyhock Ave, Nashua, NH 03062

Thanks

-Murali

 
 

On Wed, Aug 5, 2020 at 1:11 PM Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Afternoon,
 
Upon rereading your email, I realize that you have not given your address. We will need your name and
address in order to add this to the record.
 
Sincerely,
Kate
 
 

From: Poirier, Kate 
Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2020 8:03 AM
To: Murali Prabhala
Subject: RE: Proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in Maplewood

 
Good Afternoon,
 
Please consider this confirmation that your correspondence has been received and sent on to the Zoning Board. If
you would like to attend the meeting, please find the online meeting login information below:
 
To access WebEx:
https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m1dd2f9c0ac71ac9a521ff92ae97b615e   
 
Meeting number/access code: 129 062 2404
Password: EDwuFrMG288
 
To join by phone:  1 (408) 418-9388
 
Sincerely,

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m1dd2f9c0ac71ac9a521ff92ae97b615e


Kate

From: Murali Prabhala [mprabhala@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2020 6:41 AM
To: zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Cc: Amolya Prabhala
Subject: Proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in Maplewood

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source

is unknown.

To whomever it may concern, 

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

  We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. 
We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for

restricting any multi-family residential development.    

The concerned Merrit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a

detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity to such

integrated commercial hubs add value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for
review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended
purpose. 

We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the area, we also oppose the construction
of 160 unit apartment complex. 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values.
It will add heavy traffic to the Merritt parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood
residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua. 

Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the

peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

Thanks
-Murali

mailto:mprabhala@gmail.com


From:                                         Kartik Shah <kartik@shahfamily.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, August 05, 2020 2:13 PM
To:                                               Poirier, Kate
Subject:                                     Re: NO to 160 unit apartment building at Captain's Corner
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear Kate
 
Sorry, forgot to add my home address. It is 5 Bayberry Cir, Nashua, NH 03062.
 
Thanks
Kartik

On Aug 5, 2020, at 1:08 PM, Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Afternoon,
 
Upon rereading your email, I realize that you have not given your address. We will need your
name and address in orer to add this to the record.
 
Sincerely,
Kate
 

From: Poirier, Kate 
Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2020 11:01 AM
To: Kartik Shah
Subject: RE: NO to 160 unit apartment building at Captain's Corner

 
Good Morning,
 
Please consider this confirmation that your correspondence has been received and sent on to the Zoning
Board. If you would like to attend the meeting, please find the online meeting login information below:
 
To access WebEx:
https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m1dd2f9c0ac71ac9a521ff92ae97b615e   
 
Meeting number/access code: 129 062 2404
Password: EDwuFrMG288
 
To join by phone:  1 (408) 418-9388
 
Sincerely,
Kate

From: Kartik Shah [kartik@shahfamily.com]

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m1dd2f9c0ac71ac9a521ff92ae97b615e


Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2020 10:50 AM
To: CD- Planning Dept
Subject: NO to 160 unit apartment building at Captain's Corner

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments
if source is unknown.

Dear City Officials,
 
We have learnt about the potential construction of a 160 apartment building at Captain’s Corner.
Personally, I have been a resident of Nashua for over 30 years, and this project is not a good idea.
These are some of the reasons:
 

1. This is a residential neighborhood with single family homes. (no multi-family residences,
let alone an apartment building). It has it’s own aesthetics living in this beautiful
residential neighborhood, and this big apartment building will destroy it

2. Around this neighborhood, kids have the luxury of walking or cycling to the Main
Dunstable soccer fields for a game, or even the Main Dunstable Elementary School. This
apartment building will greatly increase the risk and safety of kids with the increased
vehicle traffic

3. It seems this is being constructed in already a very small available place – not sure where
the 6 acre’s are coming from – but to maintain the feel of a small town, space is essential
i.e. if the need of the building plus parking is 6 acres, then available space should be much
more  – the spacious, safe, and open feel of the town is what separates Nashua from
another congested downtown city. And this will destroy that

4. There are no multiple roads that can be built to lead to the highway from here. Rte 111A is
it. And any additional, parallel or cut through roads to lead to Rte 3 entrance will not be
possible in the future. This will lead to increased traffic on Rte 111A and reaching the
highway will only increase substantial time with no traffic light control until a mile down
from here near 7-11.

5. There seems to be so much open land elsewhere, especially exit 6-10, then why make a
fairly inhabited locality, more dense with increased traffic and stress

 
Hope this concerns are taken into consideration.
 
Best
Kartik Shah
A Committed Nashua Resident
 
 
 



From:                              Judith Raye <judieraye@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 2:16 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Proposed 160 Unit Apartment Building in Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear Board Members,
 

I am a co-owner of a residence at 6 Houston Drive.  As you are probably aware, the entrance to Houston Drive

is directly across from Merritt Parkway.  I am opposed to the construction of a 160 unit apartment building on

Merritt Parkway.  There are many reasons for my opposition  that I'm sure my neighbors will address, but my

biggest concern is the traffic.  I can't imagine what it would be like with 200 plus vehicles constantly entering and

exiting Merritt Parkway onto Conant Road.  As it is now, it is often difficult to cross Conant Road from Houston

Drive with vehicles entering or exiting Merritt Parkway.  There is no doubt in my mind that accidents will occur,
not only with vehicles but with pedestrians as this is a very popular area for walkers/bikers. 

Please do not allow this variance.

Thank you.

Judith Raye  



From:                              PAX RANA <pwise193@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 2:18 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          RE: Merrit Place construction proposal
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Pax Rana
4 ballerina Ct, Nashua, NH 03062

On 08/05/2020 1:09 PM Poirier, Kate <poirierk@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

 

 
Good Afternoon,
 
Upon rereading your email, I realize that you have not given your address. We will need your
name and address in order to add this to the record.
 
Sincerely,
Kate
 

From: Poirier, Kate 
Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2020 10:11 AM
To: PAX RANA
Subject: RE: Merrit Place construction proposal

 
Good Morning,
 
Please consider this confirmation that your correspondence has been received and sent on to the Zoning
Board. If you would like to attend the meeting, please find the online meeting login information below:
 
To access WebEx:
https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m1dd2f9c0ac71ac9a521ff92ae97b615e   
 
Meeting number/access code: 129 062 2404
Password: EDwuFrMG288
 
To join by phone:  1 (408) 418-9388
 
Sincerely,
Kate

From: PAX RANA [pwise193@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2020 9:59 AM
To: CD- Planning Dept
Subject: Merrit Place construction proposal

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments

mailto:poirierk@nashuanh.gov
https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m1dd2f9c0ac71ac9a521ff92ae97b615e


if source is unknown.

Hello,
 
I am writing to offer my objections against the construction of a 4 story multi family
dwelling.
 
first and foremost the noise level will much greater for the area and therefore that is one
concern.  The biggest concern is the level of traffic and safety for children.  The children
are able to play without too much concern with traffic and can even venture, on their
bikes through the merrit parkway area and back into the maplewood neighborhood
without caution or worrying about heavy traffic.  60 unit dwelling would add at a
minimum 160 new cars and possibly as high as 320, not including other travellers i.e.
visitors, deliveries, contractors etc.
 
Second the wild life and conservation land is to be protected and this proposal could
have an impact on them as well.  Addiitonal waste and contamination is also a factor.
 
The childrens school is nearby and with many abutting fields for outdoor sports
activities is going to be impacted with the traffic from the multi unit dwelling nearby.
 
These are my opinions to object against the construction of the multi unit dwelling and if
this is approved I would rather move out of Nashua than put up with it.
 
Respectfully,
Pax Rana



From:                                         Ranu Khanna <ranuskhanna@gmail.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, August 05, 2020 2:32 PM
To:                                               zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                                     Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in Maplewood
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
To whomever it may concern,
 
Dear Sir/Madam,
  We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood.
We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for
restricting any multi-family residential development.
The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a
detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such
integrated commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed
for review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended
purpose.
We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the
construction of 160 unit apartment complex.
As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.
Concentrated housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property
values. It will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the
neighborhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere.
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua.
Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to
the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
 
Warm regards
  -Rajesh and Ranu Khanna
9 Cherrywood Dr
Nashua NH 03062
 



From:                              Gagan Singh <nba_gan@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 3:21 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          160 multi-family dwelling units in one building. R30/FUOD Zone, Ward 9.
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Good afternoon,
 
We oppose on building 160 multi-family units near Captain's corner. 
 
Hannaford Bros. Co (Owner) Merritt Place, LLC (Applicant) 8 Merritt Parkway (Sheet C Lot 2544-8)
requesting use variance from Land Use Code Section 190-15, Table 15-1 (#15) to allow up to 160 multi-
family dwelling units in one building. R30/FUOD Zone, Ward 9.
 
 
Best, 
 
Gagan Singh Dangol
10 Bayberry Cir
Nashua, NH 03062



From:                              Sravan Kumar <skumar2121@hotmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 3:23 PM
To:                                   zZoning Board; zPlanning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection - 8 Merritt Parkway - Proposed construction of 160 unit apartment

building.
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.
To whomever it may concern, 

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

     We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. 

We bought our house in 2003, as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for
restricting any multi-family residential development.     

The concerned Merritt Parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a
detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such
integrated commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed
for review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended
purpose. 

We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the
construction of 160 unit apartment complex. 

As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.
Concentrated housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property
values. It will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the
neighborhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua. 

Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to
the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

 

Meenakshi & Sravan K Chengole 

17 Forsythia Dr, Nashua, NH 03062 

 

 

 



From:                              Prasad Thiriveedi <tvprasad@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 3:46 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Community Development Plan
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To whomever, it may concern, 
 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

  I am the residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. 

I purchased a house here as this locality is zoned for the single-family neighborhood and explicitly zoned for

restricting any multi-family residential development.

The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached

parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. The proximity of such an integrated

commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi-storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for

review of the zoning board to alters the characteristics of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. 

We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the

construction of 160 unit apartment complex. 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway, ridge road, and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood

residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted and is an assault on the

commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 

Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating a disturbance to the

peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
 

Yours Sincerely,



-- ~!~!~!~!~ --
Prasad Tiruveedi

6 Medallion ct, Nashua, NH 03062

508-725-5989

This Communication is Confidential. If you are not the intended recipient delete this communication.

..................................................................................................................................



From:                              Wes Raye <wesraye@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 4:31 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          160 unit apartment building Merritt Pkwy (PROPOSED)
Attachments:                 5f121062ea0a9.image.jpg
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

My name is Edward W. Raye, jr..  I am a registered voter and a co owner with my wife of #6 Houston Drive,

Nashua

N.H..

 

We purchased  our home last year and prior to that we sought information about The Commerce Center at

Maplewood and 

we believed that it was part of an overall plan that extended  a place for useful small businesses and services that

would
serve the population in and around the neighborhood.  The architecture and dimension of the existing buildings

supported that understanding as did the nature of the existing occupancies.

 

Since I'm just a working guy, I went to the internet to get a sense of the size of a 160 unit apartment building and

was in awe 
upon seeing  an artist's conception of a similarly sized building.  Even a building 2/3's that size would dwarf the

site without

even considering parking, snow storage areas and fire fighting operational areas and turnarounds.  But of course

you

know much more about this than I do.

 

I simply want to state that I fully understand that The Commerce Center at Maplewood is not yet complete and

that some
further development should be expected but I do not believe that a building of this occupancy or size is

appropriate

for this parcel based upon the original plan for The Commerce Center at Maplewood which we and others relied

upon

when we purchased our current properties.

 

Thank you for your consideration.

 



From:                              Gwen Shi <gwen.shi@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 4:39 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: Concerns
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hi Kate,
 

I'm Guangji Shi, living at 32 Hibiscus Way, Nashua, NH 03062

 

Thanks.

Can you please share more information about this? What is the status of the proposal?

 

 Thanks!
 

On Wed, Aug 5, 2020 at 4:30 PM Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Afternoon,
 
Can you please state your name and address? We will need that to add your correspondence to the record.
 
Sincerely,
Kate
 

From: Gwen Shi [mailto:gwen.shi@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2020 4:13 PM
To: CD- Planning Dept
Subject: Concerns

 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source

is unknown.

Hello,
A 160 unit apartment building is being proposed to be built at our captains corner location! I don't think it fits the
spirit of our neighborhood. Please stop doing this ! Otherwise we will find an attorney to fight for this. 

 

Sincerely,

 

Gwen

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:gwen.shi@gmail.com


From:                              Jayesh Kamdar <jkamdar@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 4:56 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: SAY NO TO 160 UNIT APARTMENTS at Captains Corner location
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

19 Cherrywood Dr Nashua NH
 

On Wed, Aug 5, 2020, 4:43 PM Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Afternoon,
 
Please state your address, so that we can add this to the record.
 
Sincerely,
Kate
 

From: Jayesh Kamdar [mailto:jkamdar@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2020 4:39 PM
To: CD- Planning Dept; zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; Falk, Carter
Subject: SAY NO TO 160 UNIT APARTMENTS at Captains Corner location

 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source

is unknown.

Hi,
 

I am a resident of Maplewood community. I came to know about a new plan to build a  160 unit apartment

building Captains corner location! I don't think it fits the spirit of our neighborhood.

 

Here are my arguments against this plan:

It is prohibited to build multi-family rental properties in our zone (R-30). It also violates the limitations of the

Flexible Use Overlay District (FUOD), which is what the area is.

Neighbors don't want it here!  

With new middle school coming in the area, traffic would be worse. Road infrastructure is not adequate.

There are no other multi-storey buildings in the area. 

The land is better suited for commercial purposes, not a multi-story apartment building.

I strongly oppose this plan as a resident of this neighborhood. Hopefully, you will seriously take it
in consideration. 
 

Regards,

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:jkamdar@gmail.com


_____________

Jayesh Kamdar



From:                              Lalit Shinde <lalitshinde@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 4:57 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Cc:                                   Meenakshi Shinde; Lalit Shinde
Subject:                          Opposing the multi-story apartment building in our neighrhood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Dear Sir/Madam, 
 
We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood.  We bought our house
here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family
residential development.    
 
The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached
parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such integrated commercial
hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
 
It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for review
of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. 
We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the construction
of 160 unit apartment complex. 
 
As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to approximately the
proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated housing will
create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and
surrounding communities. 
 
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It will
add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood residents in a
peaceful atmosphere. This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an
assault on the commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua. 
 
Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the
peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
 
Regards,
-Lalit Shinde, 12 Sweet William Cir.



From:                              RangCherry <writetorama@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 5:10 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          concerns regarding proposed apartment units in Maplewood area
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Greetings.
 
It was brought to my attention that there is plan to construct 160 apartment units in Maplewood area. I would
like to express my concerns and objections for this construction.
 
Maplewood had been a relatively serene area and that that’s the primary reason why people residents
choose to live here.  However, looks like this area is undergoing rapid commercialization, that I am afraid has
many negative effects. Last year, the city approved construction of the middle school in this neighborhood.
Despite objections from several residents, the city finally decided to go ahead with the construction.  The
primary concerns were increased traffic on narrow roads, impact on environment, etc.
 
Now, we are hit with yet another construction activity with the proposed 160 apartments. This will surely
bring on increased congestion, impact the environments and lead to more chaos and permanently change the
landscape of this peaceful community.  
 
An viable alternative would it be possible to restrict the for constructing a grocery store or something similar?
 While this would also increase the traffic in the day time, but would still have relatively peaceful evening
hours.
 
Thanks for your consideration.
 
Regards,
Kasturi Rangarajan
83 Cherrywood Dr
Nashua -03062
 



From:                              prasad raju jampana <prasadj369@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 5:13 PM
To:                                   zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To whomever it may concern, 

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

  We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. 

We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for

restricting any multi-family residential development.    

The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached

parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such integrated
commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for

review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. 

We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the

construction of 160 unit apartment complex. 
As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to approximately

the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated

housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the

neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood residents in

a peaceful atmosphere. 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua. 

Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the

peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

 

Prasad Jampana 

10 sweet William Cir, Nashua, NH 03062



From:                              Sneha P <snehap_25@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 5:34 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Petition to oppose plan for 160 unit apartments at Merritt Parkway in South

Nashua
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To whomever it may concern, 

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

  We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. 

We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for

restricting any multi-family residential development.    

The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached

parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such integrated
commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for

review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. 

We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the

construction of 160 unit apartment complex. 
As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to approximately

the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated

housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the

neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood residents in

a peaceful atmosphere. 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua. 

Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the

peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

 

Thanks and Regards,

Sneha & Prem Palarapu 

117 Cherrywood Dr

Nashua, NH. 03062

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone

https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/?.src=iOS


From:                              Mark Chiavelli <chiavellimark@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 5:38 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Maplewood Apt complex
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

We are residents of 19 Autumn Glen Circle and we strongly oppose the building of an apartment building in the
Maplewood community.
 
This proposal is in our neighborhood and will adversely affect the school system, traffic, pollution and noise. The
infrastructure in this area does not support the addition of 120-160 apartment units. This type of building will certainly
take away from the natural aesthetic of the neighborhood. This is an area with next to zero apartment units. This is all
single family homes and therefore a apartment style building does not fit the culture of the neighborhood.      
 
We know that the standard "line" is to say that a lot of families won't move in to those units but that is not reality! So
what will happen is at a minimum an additional 120 new residents but more likely you are looking at 280 to 400 new
residents in this area. That is a huge amount of traffic, a huge amount of congestion, and huge amount of noise. Not
to mention the over burden school systems. Let's not forget mention that the huge amount of traffic will be an
enormous safety concern for Main Dunstable School system which is just around the corner. If nothing else the
safety of those children should be your main focus!
 
Mark Chiavelli
Diane Gear-Chiavelli
 



From:                                         Shweta Salvi <shweta.salvi4@yahoo.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, August 05, 2020 5:42 PM
To:                                               Poirier, Kate
Subject:                                     Re: Strongly opposed
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
4 Azalea lane, Nashua
 
Regards,
Shweta Salvi
 
> On Aug 5, 2020, at 11:02 AM, Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:
> 
> Good Morning,
> 
> Can you please state your address? We will need that for your comments to be added to the record.
> 
> Sincerely,
> Kate
> ________________________________
> From: Shweta Salvi [shweta.salvi4@yahoo.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2020 10:59 AM
> To: CD- Planning Dept
> Subject: Strongly opposed
> 
> 
> CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
> 
> Strongly opposed to :
> A 160 unit apartment building is being proposed to be built at our captains corner location! I don't think it
fits the spirit of our neighborhood.
> 
> Regards,
> Shweta Salvi
 

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov


From:                              Heidi <heidisg@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 7:26 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Opposition to variance for apartment complex at Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear Planning Board Members:
 

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposal for a variance to construct a multi-unit apartment complex

in the Maplewood neighborhood of Southwest Nashua.

 

This is a quiet residential area and should stay that way.  The proposal states that property values won’t decline

due to the proposed complex, but I disagree.  There’s no possible way that an eyesore of an apartment complex

plopped into the middle of that quiet residential area won’t affect property values.
 

The proposal also states that it won’t affect traffic, which I also believe is false.  There’s no possible way that the

sheer number of cars that go with 160 units won’t affect the traffic.  It’s likely to become congested and loud.

 

There’s already a new middle school going in just west of there which is going to affect noise levels and traffic. 

Let’s not create more chaos than there may already be.
 

At least wait to see how the middle school affects the area before doing anything else.  Those of us who live over

here do so because it’s quite and relatively safe. I think an apartment complex is going to take away all the

reasons we chose these neighborhoods.

 
Please do not let this variance pass.

 

Sincerely,
 

Heidi Grant

17 Grace Drive

Nashua NH. 03062

693-598-8224

--

Heidi



From:                                         raghu dokula <rdokula@yahoo.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, August 05, 2020 7:35 PM
To:                                               zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                                     Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood"
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
To whomever it may concern,
 
Dear Sir/Madam,
  We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood.
We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for
restricting any multi-family residential development.
The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a
detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such
integrated commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed
for review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended
purpose.
We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the
construction of 160 unit apartment complex.
As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.
Concentrated housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property
values. It will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the
neighborhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere.
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua.
Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to
the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
Thanks
Raghu and nalini dokula
8 medallion ct
Nashua NH 03062
 
 
Sent from my iPhone



From:                              Pushpa Thilakar <pushpat@hotmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 05, 2020 9:27 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: Opposing the building of new apartment complex in merit parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hi,
 

Sure.

Pushpa Thillai

25 Hibiscus way

Nashua

 

Thanks
 

Get Outlook for iOS

From: Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, August 5, 2020 4:28:54 PM
To: Pushpa Thilakar <pushpat@hotmail.com>
Subject: RE: Opposing the building of new apartment complex in merit parkway

 
Good Afternoon,
 
Can you please state your name and address? We will need that to add your correspondence to the record.
 
Sincerely,
Kate
 

From: Pushpa Thilakar [mailto:pushpat@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2020 4:06 PM
To: zPlanning Board; Falk, Carter
Cc: zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept
Subject: Opposing the building of new apartment complex in merit parkway

 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To whomever it may concern, 

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

 We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. 

https://aka.ms/o0ukef
mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:pushpat@hotmail.com
mailto:pushpat@hotmail.com


We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for

restricting any multi-family residential development.    

The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached

parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such integrated

commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for
review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. 

We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the

construction of 160 unit apartment complex. 

As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to approximately

the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated

housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the

neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood residents in

a peaceful atmosphere. 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua. 

Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the
peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

 
 
Get Outlook for iOS

https://aka.ms/o0ukef


From:                              Adam Kearney <akearney_2001@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 2:00 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Maplewood Proposed 160-unit Development
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear Sirs and Madams
 
I was alerted to the recent proposal to build a 160-unit apartment complex in Southwest Nashua. As a long-time
resident who is familiar with this area, I must raise strenuous objections to the proposed high-density development.
 
1. Southwest Nashua is comprised of low-density single-family neighborhoods.  High-density apartment complexes
are incompatible with the current development scheme.  Most of the current residents have chosen to settle in this
area drawn by the semi-rural / suburban character of the area.  Notwithstanding the developer's bombastic, ego-driven
comment that "Nashua is a city, not a township", most of us have settled in this are for the low-density character and
enhanced quality of life which it affords.  While I understand that Mr. Parsons may perceive a lucrative opportunity
with this proposed project, we have NO desire to become another Burlington, MA with traffic jams, hodgepodge
zoning and congestion.
 
2. I disagree with Mr. Parsons' contention that this area has adequate infrastructure for a high-density apartment
complex.  The two major arteries for commuters (or even those going about daily errands such as grocery shopping)
are Main Dunstable Road and Ridge Road / Spitbrook.  Main Dunstable already has major congestion, particularly
during rush hour periods, while Ridge Road / Spitbrook is a two-lane artery connecting southwest Nashua with DW
Highway and does NOT have significant capacity particularly for rush hour traffic.  This is all the more so considering
Nashua's new proposal for a middle school in this area.
 
3. While I appreciate that Nashua has a tight housing market, I would note that most of Nashua's existing high-
density apartment complexes are located much closer to the Route 3 Highway.  There is a good reason for this--our
area does not have adequate road infrastructure for high-density development. There are much better locations for this
proposed project--this project would be better situated for another area of the city that is more conveniently situated
to our major highway (Route 3).  Locating such a high-density project in this area is likely to severely exacerbate
traffic bottlenecks (which are already becoming a problem on our main arteries during rush hour).  
 
4. More broadly, while we all hope to maintain economic vitality in Nashua, please not that economic vitality is not
equivalent with mindless, un-checked growth that destroys the quality of life of existing residents.  The last time that I
checked, Nashua had a very healthy local economy with unemployment under three percent.  And in any case, there
are far better places within Nashua to locate a high-density development.  Note also that I would likely have no
objections to a lower-density development on the plot in question.  Those who are seeking more affordable, higher-
density housing options have ample choices elsewhere in Nashua and surrounding communities.
 
I understand that numerous neighbors share similar sentiments.  I hope that the zoning board will take these
sentiments into account in reviewing the proposed project.  Mr. Parsons has himself publicly acknowledged that there
is likely to be substantial opposition to the proposed project (implicitly recognizing the detrimental effects that it is
likely to have on both the area and existing residents) but cites the mindless imperatives of over-development in
pushing this ill-conceived project.  I'm happy to field any follow-up inquiries that you may have.
 
Best regards,
 
Adam Kearney



45 Tanglewood Drive
Nashua, NH
 



From:                              Muthusamy Pazhaniappan <palani26@hotmail.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 8:08 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          4-story building 160 apartment building in Maplewood - Merit Parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hello Nashua Planning Department,
 
My name is Pazhaniappan Muthusamy, living at 26 Forsythia Dr Nashua NH 03062.
 
I came across that city of Nashua has approved a builder to build an apartment near Maplewood
community.
 
I strongly oppose the apartment complex to come to neighborhood, this affects our privacy and would
see lot of traffic.
 
Once again, I strongly oppose this approval.
 
Thanks
Pazhaniappan
 
 



From:                              Praveen Mandera <drmandera@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 8:41 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Objections for the proposed Multi Family, Multi storied apartment complex at

merritt parkway - R-30
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To whom it may concern

 

Good Morning,

I am writing to express my objection to the proposed construction of a 160 unit 4 storied apartment complex in

Maplewood subdivision near Merrit parkway. This has been a peaceful, quiet and pleasant neighborhood. This

has been zoned for single family homes and been restricted for multi storied multi family residential development.

We would like to keep it that way. We vehemently object to making changes to variance from Land Use Code

Section 190-15, Table 15-1 (#15) and continue the restriction for construction of multi family multi story
apartments in our neighborhood. 

The quiet, peaceful and pleasant nature for the neighborhood is what attracted a  lot of families to this area. We

have loved the unique nature of this locality. Any such development will disrupt the peacefulness of the

neighborhood and the surrounding communities. This will change the characteristics of the area and will impact

the property values and the investments that we have made. It will add additional traffic and congestion to the
roads, which has already seen an increase in traffic the past few years. The proposed use will alter the essential

character of the single family homes/neighborhood and will threaten the public health, safety and welfare of its

residents. The proposed apartment complex will diminish the home property values in the area. 

 

This one additional zoning modification will open the doors for many more down the line and further worsen the

beautiful community we have developed in the south west side of Nashua. This imposition of unwarranted and

undue inconvenience by changing the zoning regulations is not needed and very much against the desires of the

residents of the surrounding communities. I do hope that the zoning board will work for the benefit of the
residents of our community and retain the charm of our neighborhood.  Please let us know what actions need to

be taken to stop this change in zoning regulation and preserve our community and neighborhood.

 

Very respectfully

 

--

Dr Praveen Mandera

29 Tanglewood Drive

Nashua NH 03062

 

 
 



From:                                         suma parakkal <suma_parakkal@yahoo.com>
Sent:                                           Thursday, August 06, 2020 8:55 AM
To:                                               Poirier, Kate
Subject:                                     Re: NO to the Multi Family rental
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Yes it’s - 9 Annabelle ct , Nashua , NH -03062
 
Sent from my iPhone
 
> On Aug 6, 2020, at 8:41 AM, Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:
> 
> Good Morning,
> 
> Can you please state your address? We will need that to add this to the case file.
> 
> Sincerely,
> Kate
> ________________________________
> From: suma parakkal [suma_parakkal@yahoo.com]
> Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2020 5:08 PM
> To: CD- Planning Dept
> Subject: NO to the Multi Family rental
> 
> 
> CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
> 
> To whom so ever it may concern
> Dear Sir/Madam
> We are residents of Nashua Rosewood community since 2008. We bought our home because it was away
from all the apartment complexes on Split Brook rd and was in a quiet owner owned residential
neighborhood.Now we are being told there's going to be an apartment complex in our beautiful ,serene
Captains Corner. I want to voice my OPPOSITION .My family do not want apartments and the crowd ,traffic
associated with the these multi family units anywhere near my home. KEEP THEM AWAY . Please we are
already dealing with a New Middle school in our area and now this . Please we do not want anymore crowd
,we will loose our property value at this point.
> SO NO!!.NO MORE ..
> Suma Parakkal
 

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov


From:                                         John Carr <carr_3@comcast.net>
Sent:                                           Thursday, August 06, 2020 10:12 AM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     RE: 8 MERRITT PARKWAY VARIANCE REQUEST.    CASE#11
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
We are addressing the board to voice our opposition to the variance application Requested for 8 Merritt
Parkway.
 
A four story, 160 unit apartment building “WILL ALTER” the character of the Neighborhood. We find the
proposal inappropriate for the area.
 
Traffic congestion, parking and public safety are major concerns. Two vehicles per Apartment will create
major parking and traffic flow problems throughout The area, Including visitors and commercial deliver
services etc. No traffic lights are in place.
 
Allowing this will impose substantial harm to abutting residents. NOT the applicant.
 
We urge the Planning Board members to deny the application.
 
Thank you
 
 
John Carr  Owner resident
Karen Carr owner resident
3 Houston Drive
Nashua NH.  03062
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



From:                                         George Veroulis <georgeveroulis@comcast.net>
Sent:                                           Thursday, August 06, 2020 11:18 AM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     8 Merritt Parkway
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
My wife and I just read the variance request online for 8 Merritt Parkway, and it blew our minds that this
would even be considered by the Planning Department...in fact, I’m still shocked!!! My wife and I strongly
oppose the proposed 160 unit apartment building in this neighborhood.  Ridge rd is already busy as a cut
through to rte 3, this would increase the traffic beyond what this road can handle.  This is a single family home
residential area, a 160 unit building belongs closer to the highway and main access streets...not in this
neighborhood.  It belongs down off Spitbrook in the apartment complex Mecca.  This will hurt the value of our
properties....and I have invested heavily in nashua....this is a bad move, and I already know all of my
neighborhood friends oppose this too.  I urge you not to ruin our neighborhood.  We will be going door to
door to ensure our neighbors are aware of this potential disaster.
 
George and Christine Veroulis
111 Ridge Rd
 
 



From:                              Rob Crowley <rob@hinchcrowley.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 11:56 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          4 story building in Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hi, I am writing in regards to the proposed 160 unit apartment building in Maplewood. 
 

I am surprised the developer would say it will not alter the character of the area, or diminish values.  This

entire area, and all the streets surrounding this have no apartments. It's all beautiful single family homes with a

small commercial area of a gas station and pizza place, etc. This is NOT a multifamily area and it will affect the

home values. 

 

There was a reason why the current zoning prohibits this type of development.  
 

My name is Rob Crowley and I live at 3 Hibiscus Way, Nashua NH 03062. 

 

Please consider to deny this variance request. 

 

--
Rob Crowley

 



From:                              Santosh Angadi <sangadi@angadis.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 1:04 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: Opposing the construction of 160 Apartments at Merrit Parkway in Nashua

NH
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Hi Kate,

 

I'm Santosh Angadi a resident of

48 Tanglewood Drive

Nashua NH 03062

(508) 982-3803

On Aug 6, 2020, at 12:59 PM, Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Afternoon,
 
Can you please state your address? We will need that for your email to be counted in the record.
 
Sincerely,
Kate
 

From: Santosh Angadi [mailto:sangadi@angadis.com] 
Sent: Thursday, August 06, 2020 11:02 AM
To: CD- Planning Dept
Subject: Opposing the construction of 160 Apartments at Merrit Parkway in Nashua NH

 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments

if source is unknown.

To: Mayor Donchess and the Nashua Board of Alderman.

 

This is in regards to the proposed 160 Apartment Units at 8 Merrit Parkway in Nashua NH. I

strongly object to this massive construction of apartments. As of now, there is enough traffic

already. The roads are not designed to hold that kind of traffic. With the new Middle School being
constructed we already are going to have a huge increase in traffic and this additional introduction

of 160 apartments is going to create a mess. There are not many approach roads for us residents of

Tanglewood Drive and it will just cause our property values to drop, it will add to a lot of traffic

issues. Also for 160 apartments, you will need at least 250 parking spaces. That's an additional 250

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:sangadi@angadis.com


cars moving in and out. There is not enough space for 250 cars in that area to park. 

 

This project is a greedy business man's project. Nashua should consider expanding on the outskirts

of the city and NOT spoil the beauty and calmness of the residents who are already dwelling in the

area. Nashua NH is rated to be one of the best places to stay in US. Don't spoil that by cramping it

and making a loving paradise into a chaotic, noisy and over populated place. 
 

Thanks

Santosh Angadi



From:                              nagendra modadugu <nmodadugu@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 1:05 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Hi Kate,

 

Please find the details below:

 

Nagendra & Bharathi Modadugu

6 Bayberry Cir, Nashua, NH 03062

 

Regards,
Nagednra

 

On Thu, Aug 6, 2020 at 1:00 PM Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Afternoon,
 
Please state your name and address. We will need that for your email to be added to the record.
 
Sincerely,
Kate
 

From: nagendra modadugu [mailto:nmodadugu@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, August 06, 2020 11:30 AM
To: zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject: Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in Maplewood

 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source

is unknown.

To whomever it may concern, 

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

  We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. 
We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for

restricting any multi-family residential development.    

The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a

detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:nmodadugu@gmail.com


integrated commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for

review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended

purpose. 

We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the

construction of 160 unit apartment complex. 
As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values.

It will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood

residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the

commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua. 

Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the

peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 



From:                              Sarwan Aggarwal <sarwan.aggarwal@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 1:13 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: 4 story approx. 160 unit apartment building in Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Kate:

 

Sure, I have added name and address to my objection.

 

I object to the request for variance. The multi-family dwelling is forbidden for a reason. It

is a single family housing complex.

 

Apartment building in such a complex, reduces appeal for the neighborhood, and depresses

property values. Currently, we have a seller's market; my neighbor got some 6% above list

price. I don't expect our city to go along with a request from a developer to reduce

aesthetics of the complex, and depress its values. We are happy with family oriented quiet

neighbors.

 

I have voiced my concern, and expect that you consider it in making a judgement. I don't

expect that you let a developer make profit at cost of depressed property values of the

existing families in neighborhoods.

 

Thanks,

Sarwan K. Aggarwal

14 Margaret Cir, Nashua, NH 03062

603-891-0507, s.k.aggarwal@ieee.org

 

On Thu, Aug 6, 2020 at 1:00 PM Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Afternoon,
 
Please state your name and address. We will need that for your email to be added to the record.
 
Sincerely,
Kate
 
 

mailto:s.k.aggarwal@ieee.org
mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov


From: Sarwan Aggarwal [mailto:sarwan.aggarwal@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, August 06, 2020 11:45 AM
To: CD- Planning Dept
Subject: 4 story approx. 160 unit apartment building in Maplewood

 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source

is unknown.

Hi:

 

I object to the request for variance. The multi-family dwelling is forbidden for a reason.

It is a single family housing complex.

 

Apartment building in such a complex, reduces appeal for the neighborhood, and depresses

property values. Currently, we have a seller's market; my neighbor got some 6% above list

price. I don't expect our city to go along with a request from a developer to reduce

aesthetics of the complex, and depress its values. We are happy with family oriented quiet

neighbors.

 

I have voiced my concern, and expect that you consider it in making a judgement. I don't

expect that you let a developer make profit at cost of depressed property values of the

existing families in neighborhoods.

 

Thanks,

sarwan

--
Sarwan K. Aggarwal
603-891-0507

https://www.linkedin.com/in/sarwanaggarwal/

--
Sarwan K. Aggarwal
603-891-0507

https://www.linkedin.com/in/sarwanaggarwal/

mailto:sarwan.aggarwal@gmail.com
https://www.linkedin.com/in/
https://www.linkedin.com/in/


From:                              Kristen Ford <kford831@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 1:29 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Opposition of Maplewood Condo Proposal
 
Categories:                     Active, Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Nashua Zoning Board Members,
 
My name is Kristen Ford. I live at 101 Cherrywood Dr, Nashua. My property is at the southwest side of the
Maplewood Community, near Ridge Rd.
 
I’m writing today to express my disapproval in the proposal to build an apartment building/condos at
Captain’s Corner/Maplewood Commons.
 
This land area of Nashua was not zoned for multi-family living. As I understand the original plan for
Maplewood was to have muti-family living, but was shot down and eventually became the single-family
homes we have today. This is a quiet, and family-friendly part of the city. Single family homes, conservation
land, wildlife and green space would all be disrupted by the construction of an apartment building.
 
In the proposal, it says the building would be four stories tall. All homes at Maplewood are 1-2 stories only.
They mention an “adequate buffer” of 250ft between the proposed building and the nearest neighbor. All
due respect but someone could throw a ball that far. To say it’s a sufficient buffer is a joke. Additionally the
apartment building would tower over the nearest two-story houses. This part of Nashua is not urban, nor
should it be treated that way, or start to become that.
 
In the proposal they mention that the land was slated for a grocery store. That building would have only been
a single story itself, had it been constructed.
 
Traffic, crime, light and noise pollution would all increase with the building of this property. With the new
middle school going in just down the road, traffic on Merit Parkway, Buckmeadow, Cherrywood, and all
surrounding roadways will increase already. This would make it that much worse. There are many families
(my own included) that enjoy being out and about in our family-friendly neighborhood with little traffic and
worry for larger populations that inherently bring crime and problems. Many children play in the yards or
quieter side streets. If the developer was wiling to change the plan to more single-family homes or a smaller
construction of 1-2 story condos, I would support that. But adding an additional 160 units would equate to
likely over 300 additional residents, many of whom would own their own vehicle, adding to the traffic
concerns.
 
There are many concerns at play here, and for those reasons I am opposed to this project. I hope you’ll
consider my voice one of many in this chorus. We must preserve some serenity within the borders of Nashua.
 
Thank You,
Kristen Ford
 



From:                                         art@dlkingnh.com
Sent:                                           Thursday, August 06, 2020 1:48 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept; Jette, Ernest
Subject:                                     Zoning Variance 160 Units Maplewood Plaza
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Sirs:
 
The newspaper reports that Developer is requesting a zoning variance for 160 unit apartment complex at
Maplewood Plaza and that the current traffic controls will support this variances.
 
I disagree with this report and it is incumbent on the Board to ensure that the Developer with the request
includes an Environmental Impact Statement with backup, Traffic Impact Study to ensure adequate parking,
roadways will support traffic impact and traffic controls required for increased traffic.
 
I trust that these surveys & reports will be posted on City web site for review and comment.
 
 

ARTHUR E. KING, JR; P.E 

27 TANGLEWOOD DRIVE

NASHUA, NH 03062-1044

603-883-5880 

603-883-5061 FAX

Cell: 603-505-7529 

=================================================================

NOTICE - This communication may contain confidential and privileged information that is for the sole use of the intended

recipient. Any viewing, copying or distribution of, or reliance on this message by unintended recipients are strictly

prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify us immediately by replying to the message and

deleting it from your computer. ==========================================================  

 



From:                              Aswin Chalupadi <aswin.chalupadi@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 2:05 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Cc:                                   Aswin Chalupadi
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning: R-30 FUOD)
Attachments:                 Variance Application for  R-30 FUOD 1462.pdf
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

                                    To whomsoever it may concern

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

 

This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-

8

 
I am Aswin Chalupadi, residing at 8 Carnation Cir, Nashua, NH 03062.

This address is part of the Maplewood neighborhood.

Maplewood neighborhood is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. I bought the house here as this locality is zoned

for single family neighborhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential development.    

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a

detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity to such

integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is

proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the

original intended purpose.
 

We, Maplewood residents, including me,  strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the

concerned area, and also oppose the construction of 160 unit Apartment building.

 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.

 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighborhood
residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 



This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the

commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua.

 

I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to

stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and
surrounding communities. 

 

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.

 

Thanking you

Aswin Chalupadi

8 Carnation Cir

Nashua , NH 03062

Home phone 603-402-3618

 



From:                              Manish Patel <patelmn@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 2:14 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Subject: Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)      
 
                                     To whom it may concern
 
Dear Sir/Madam, 
This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-8
I am Manish Patel, residing at 6 Sweet William Cir, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the Maplewood neighborhood.
 
Maplewood neighborhood is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. I bought the house here as this locality is zoned for single
family neighborhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential development.
 
The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached parcel of
land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity to such integrated commercial hub, adds value
to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
 
It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is proposed and is
placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended
purpose. 
 
We, Maplewood residents, including me, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area,
and also oppose the construction of 160 unit Apartment building. 
 
As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals approximately the
proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated housing will create a
heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding
communities. 
 
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It will add
heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighborhood residents in a peaceful
atmosphere.
 
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the commitments given
by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 
 
I request you to kindly consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of
zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
 
You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.
 
Thanking you,
Manish Patel
6 Sweet William Cir



Nashua 
NH 03062
(508) 320-7697
 



From:                              Marion-Jo Carta <mjocarta@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 5:31 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Proposed 160 unit housing Southwest Nashua
 
Categories:                     Correspondence, Applications
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hello,
 

My name is Marion-Jo Carta I reside at 9 Parker Dr, Nashua, NH 03062. Me and my family have lived in

Nashua all of our lives. Growing up I live in low income housing on Exit 1 - formerly known as Brook Village. 

As an adult I became a homeowner and moved Parker Drive.  We choose this area because of the rural setting,

sure it's a ways from town, but living in this area allowed us to stay in our hometown and raise our family in a

good quiet neighborhood. 

I am very aware of the current need for housing in the Nashua area, and of course the need to balance budgets

and raise the necessary tax revenue to continue to enjoy the best this city has to offer.   If this project moves

forward there is of course traffic congestion issues and an increased burden on school districts that would impact

the community.  That said, I can accept these things as that is what happens in a thriving and growing

community.  What I can not accept is that the proposed housing is not AFFORDABLE.  As this is what

our community desperately needs. 

Thank you for taking the time to consider my feedback on this proposal.

 

Sincerely,

 
Marion-Jo Carta

603-261-0021



From:                              Prakash Akkineni <pakkineni2@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 4:43 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

 To whomsoever it may concern

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-

8

I am Nagabhanu Akkineni residing at 21 Cherrywood Dr, Nashua, NH. This address is part of the Maplewood

neighbourhood.

 
Maplewood neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. I bought the house here as this locality is

zoned for single family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential

development.    

 

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighbourhood and provides amenities in a
detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighbourhood. Proximity to such

integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is

proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the

neighbourhood from the original intended purpose. 

 

We, Maplewood residents, including me, *strongly oppose* any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the
concerned area, and *also oppose the construction* of 160 unit Apartment building. 

 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood equals

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighbourhood

residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 

 
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the

commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 



 

I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this

change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding

communities. 

 

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.
 

Thanking you 

Nagabhanu Akkineni 

21 Cherrywood Dr

Nashua 

NH 03062

Home phone - 6038790244

 

--

Best Regards

Kash Akkineni



From:                              Srikrishna Nagri <krishna1973@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 4:01 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          RE: Merritt parkway APT
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Srikrishna Nagri and 
Divya Nagri

Own 2 properties in South Nashua

14 Annabelle Ct and 92 Cherrywood Dr in Nashua NH 03062.

Live at 14 Annabelle Ct.

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

 

On Thu, Aug 6, 2020 at 3:58 PM, Poirier, Kate
<PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Afternoon,

 

Can you please state your name and address? We will need that for your email to be added to the record.

Sincerely,

Kate

 

 

From: Srikrishna Nagri [mailto:krishna1973@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Thursday, August 06, 2020 3:57 PM
To: CD- Planning Dept
Subject: Merritt parkway APT

 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source

is unknown.

To whomever it may concern, 

https://go.onelink.me/107872968?pid=InProduct&c=Global_Internal_YGrowth_AndroidEmailSig__AndroidUsers&af_wl=ym&af_sub1=Internal&af_sub2=Global_YGrowth&af_sub3=EmailSignature
mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:krishna1973@yahoo.com


 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

  We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. 

We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for

restricting any multi-family residential development.    

The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a

detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such

integrated commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for

review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended

purpose. 

We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the

construction of 160 unit apartment complex. 

As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.
Concentrated housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values.
It will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood

residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua. 

Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to

the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

 Srikrishna and Divya Nagri

 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

https://go.onelink.me/107872968?pid=InProduct&c=Global_Internal_YGrowth_AndroidEmailSig__AndroidUsers&af_wl=ym&af_sub1=Internal&af_sub2=Global_YGrowth&af_sub3=EmailSignature


From:                              JOSEPH IOZZO <j10220@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 6:48 PM
To:                                   ejette@ejette.com; CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   Karen, Jack Carr; Old Joe Iozzo
Subject:                          160 Unit Apartment Building Proposal
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

 
August 6, 2020
 
To whom it may concern.  I am a resident of 7 Houston Drive in the Westchester Colony Club
Neighborhood, off of Conant Road.  As we are not apposed to progress, we feel that the Proposed
Apartment Building will severely impact the traffic in the immediate area.  The recent article in the
N H union Leader stated that the infrastructure and traffic lights are already in place, that is
completely false, there are no traffic lights in the area, and the two present entrances and exits from
the Merritt Parkway Complex are already overworked.  The entrance and exit driveway on the
Conant road side is a partially blind "S" curve which is very dangerous right now.   I for one have
been waiting at the Stop sign exit to cross the road from Merritt Parkway to Houston Drive, and on
more than a half dozen of occasions cars making a left turn into Merritt Pkwy from Conant road
have cut their corners so sharply as to almost hit my vehicle, and I witness the same while walking
in the same area. Vehicles turning right into Merritt Pkwy. from Conant Road, do not realize that the
driveway entrance is extremely small, and have to make last minute corrections to be able to
negotiate the turn.  The entrance and exit on the Buckmeadow side is almost the same.  If you add
at least 300 more vehicle daily you have a recipe for disaster.  Upon looking at the proposed plans
the only entrances to the apartment complex would be from Merritt Pkwy. next to the Granite State
Day Care and the Dentist building.  My feeling is that an access road further down Conant road,
going behind the Day Care Center, and an access road on Buckmeadow Road behind the Silos
would be a more acceptable plan to all.
 
Thank You for your considerations in this matter.
 
Patricia and Joseph Iozzo
7 Houston Drive
Nashua, NH



From:                              Rick Anderson <rja6749@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 7:14 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          re: Proposed apartment building in Maplewood Development
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To whom it may concern:
 
This email is regarding the proposed use variance for an "up to" 160-units apartment building at 8
Merritt Parkway (a.k.a. Maplewood Development).
 
Let me start by disclosing that I am not an abutter of this property, but I am a property owner close
enough that I visit the Captain's Corner neighborhood on a daily business, either for recreation
(walking trips) or commerce (gas, pizza, Chinese food, etc). I also drive down Buckmeadow Road
and Main Dunstable Road daily, and I can attest to the severely increased traffic levels generated
by the Maplewood development.
 
The land plot is currently part of a flexible use overlay district when originally set up (especially the
business center) and the residential/commercial zoning was removed for the express purpose of
excluding projects such as this. According to NRO 190-25, anything not specifically permitted is
expressly prohibited, and apartment buildings are not specifically identified.
 
I would like to individually address each of the statements of the use variance proposal:

Will not alter the character of the Maplewood development.

The Maplewood Development is currently identified by two large red grain silos, remnants from the
farms that previously existed on the property. As such, the development "tone" is set and defined
by its rural and rustic nature.
 
The adjoining commercial area currently consists of single-floor retail establishments in a style that
can be considered atypical of other strip malls or outlet malls. The adjacent neighborhood consists
of single-family houses. Establishing a "4-story" building is completely out of character with the
rural nature of the existing development.
 

Fits well into the multi-use community at Maplewood (restaurants, doctor's offices, daycare,

medical offices, and other retailers).
I am asserting that a multi-story apartment building would not be considered compatible with the
small-business nature of the existing development. I would further assert that the proposed building
would blatantly "stand out" instead of "fit in".
 

Has adequate buffer with the neighborhood (at least 250 feet to the nearest house).



I would NOT want to be that family who lives 250 feet from the proposed apartment building; a
large number of the apartments will be looking down directly into your backyard. Personal privacy
will be non-existent. Further, such a large apartment property would invariably have "amenities"
consistent with apartment buildings (recreation areas, playgrounds, a pool, etc) that would
increase noise levels for the surrounding neighborhoods. Also, increased traffic would contribute to
additional noise not currently present at the location.
 

Has sufficient parking, adequate road access, and will not disrupt traffic (Merritt Parkway and

surrounding roads).

To provide the required number of parking spots (approximately 240 spots), it will "probably" be
necessary to construct a parking garage, such that the resulting building may be more than the
described four-story structure. Outside parking spots will need proper lighting, which will increase
the amount of nighttime "light pollution" at the proposed location.
 
The current Merritt Parkway is a narrow, windy, curving road that is not sufficient to support the
amount of traffic that "up to" 160 units will generate. Changing the existing road layout may not be
possible due to the number of existing businesses along the right-of-way.
 

Will not diminish property values from surrounding properties.

I cannot imagine the apartment building will provide benefits that increase the property values of
the surrounding properties, so I fear that the property values may actually diminish.
 

Is reasonable use of the property and should be permitted.
That is an opinion of the developer and not that of this property owner who lives near the proposed
development.
 
One unintended consequence of this apartment building is that there may be a substantial increase
in the number of elementary students at the Main Dunstable School, which is effectively across the
street. This may require a subsequent re-districting of the nearby elementary schools, which may
not be popular with the current Main Dunstable School residents.
 
There is also a new middle school proposed to be constructed relatively close to this area, which
will probably significantly increase the traffic on Main Dunstable Road, Buckmeadow Road, and
Ridge Road. An additional 160 families will likely further increase the traffic density on those same
roads, none of which were designed for the proposed load.
 
In conclusion, this proposal will most likely contribute to increased light pollution, increased noise,
reduced privacy, and dramatically-increased traffic on all surrounding surface roads, in addition to
contrasting greatly in character to the existing area.
 
Therefore, I am hereby recommending that this variance proposal be denied.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Anderson 



9 Covey Road 
Nashua, NH 03062
 
 
 
re: 20200811 8 MERRIT PKWY.PDF
 
 



From:                              sally.moyer@comcast.net
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 5:48 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Merrit Parkway August 11 Meeting for Apartment complex
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

I am against this proposal.
 
The environment for this proposed apartment complex of 160 units is something that would change
the area, which has been single family homes.
 
Sally Moyer
21 Newburgh Road 
Nashua 
 
The city should think about the traffic issues that will change the complexion of an area that has
almost been rural.



From:                              Umakanth Korrapaty <ukorrapaty@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 7:16 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Cc:                                   Umakanth Korrapaty; Sailaja Korrapaty
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4 story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To whomsoever it may concern
 
Dear Sir/Madam, 
This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-8
I am Umakanth Korrapaty, residing at 4 Medallion CT, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the Maplewood
neighbourhood.
 
Maplewood neighborhood is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. I bought the house here as this locality is zoned for single
family neighborhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential development.    
 
The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached parcel of
land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity to such integrated commercial hub, adds value
to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
 
It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is proposed and is
placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended
purpose. 
 
We, Maplewood residents, including me, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area,
and also oppose the construction of 160 unit Apartment building. 
 
As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals approximately the
proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated housing will create a
heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding
communities. 
 
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It will add
heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighborhood residents in a peaceful
atmosphere. 
 
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the commitments given
by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 
 
I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of
zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
 
You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.
 
Thanking you 
Umakanth
4 Medallion CT



Nashua 
NH 03062
Home phone 603-577-1884
 
 



From:                              chetan chaudhari <chetan_chaudhari@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 10:20 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Opposing the application for use variance for 8, Merrit Parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To whomever it may concern, 
 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

  We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood.  We bought our

house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-

family residential development. The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and

provides amenities in a detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood.

Proximity of such integrated commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding
communities. 

 

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for

review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. 

We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the

construction of 160 unit apartment complex.
 

As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to approximately

the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. 

 

We'd like to oppose the application for use variance based on following concerns:
1. The elementary school already has around 25 students in each class. The additional population would lead to

increased class size that would negatively impact the learning outcomes of students.

2. Similarly the new proposed middle school as well as Nashua South High also would have less capacity to deal
with this influx of 160 families.

3. The space can be put to much better use adhering to the current zoning by having 

4. Concentrated housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

5. This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. 

6. It will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood

residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 

 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the

commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua. 
 

Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the

peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 



Thank you,

Chetan Chaudhari,

7 Daffodil Drive,

Nashua, NH

Phone: 6038827975
 



From:                                         Kathryn Millette <kathrynholcomb@yahoo.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, August 07, 2020 7:50 AM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Captains corner apartment development
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Putting an apartment building in this spot is a horrid idea. The new middle school is enough (and necessary)
development In that area, but to haphazardly add more housing w/o improving schools is disgraceful! By
developing all over Nashua you are removing its natural charm and feeling of being away from it all. I love the
city part of Nashua; but I love the country feel that southwest Nashua provides. It’s the main reason N ashua
was such a good match for us searching for a home.
Please do not continue to permit further development of southwest Nashua. Really you shouldn’t be
developing housing in Nashua period until you improve and upgrade your schools for its current residents.
Thank you
Sent from my iPhone



From:                              smitakherde@yahoo.com
Sent:                               Thursday, August 06, 2020 10:22 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Opposing the application for use variance for 8, Merrit Parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To whomever it may concern, 
 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

  We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood.  We bought our

house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-

family residential development. The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and

provides amenities in a detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood.

Proximity of such integrated commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding
communities. 

 

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for

review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. 

We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the

construction of 160 unit apartment complex.
 

As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to approximately

the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. 

 

We'd like to oppose the application for use variance based on following concerns:
1. The elementary school already has around 25 students in each class. The additional population would lead to

increased class size that would negatively impact the learning outcomes of students.

2. Similarly the new proposed middle school as well as Nashua South High also would have less capacity to deal
with this influx of 160 families.

3. The space can be put to much better use adhering to the current zoning by having 

4. Concentrated housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

5. This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. 

6. It will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood

residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 

 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the

commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua. 
 

Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the

peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 



Thank you,

Smita Chaudhari,

7 Daffodil Drive,

Nashua, NH

Phone: 6038827975
 



From:                              Ramesh Chandra Vempati <rc.vempati@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Friday, August 07, 2020 8:40 AM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Dear Sir/Madam, 

This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-

8

I am Ramesh Vempati, residing at 3 KATIE LN, Nashua, NH 03062. We are part of the Maplewood

neighbourhood.

This neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. I bought the house here as this locality is zoned for

single family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential development.

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is

proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the
neighbourhood from the original intended purpose. 

We, Maplewood residents, including me, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the

concerned area, and also oppose the construction of 160 unit Apartment building. 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood equals

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighbourhood

residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the

commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 

I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this

change of zoning and create disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding
communities. 



You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.

Thanking you 

Ramesh Vempati

3 Katie Lane
Nashua, NH - 03062

Cell : 603-738-7166



From:                              Richard Hanson <rhansondds@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Friday, August 07, 2020 9:24 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Maplewood Mult-Family Apartment Building
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear sirs,

I have been a homeowner at 25 Cherrywood Dr., (about a 1/4 mile from proposed development), for 17 years. 
I purchased a home here because it is a single family neighborhood.  Even as a single family neighborhood it is

quite crowded due to the homes being close together and the increased development already added.  The

adjacent roads are already very congested, and children on my street have almost been hit a few times.  To place

approximate 160 additional families in this neighborhood would be a nightmare as well  a severe safety concern. 

I hereby state my complete opposition to any increase in the present population density.

I trust you will take my concerns to heart.

Thanks for your help.

 

Sincerely,

Richard B Hanson, DDS



From:                              Barri Jo Bibeau <djbeebo@aol.com>
Sent:                               Friday, August 07, 2020 12:05 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          4 Story Apartment Building in Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Nashua Zoning Board,
 
I am writing in reference to the 4 story apartment building at Maplewood being considered by the Nashua Zoning
Board.  As you know Maplewood was initially zoned as a residential community  where multi-family apartments are
not allowed.   Many high end homes were built and sold under this belief.  I find it upsetting that now that this
community is fully established that a variance is being considered for the construction of a high rise apartment
building.  This is unfair to the many area residents who would now have a building that is totally out of character for
this neighborhood.  
 
I am a senior citizen who has experienced many changes in Nashua.  Unfortunately I am now of the belief that the
average citizens concerns are largely ignored and that power and money are ruling factors in these decisions. 
Nonetheless I feel that it is important to voice one's opinion in matters that are of concern.
 
Thank you for your time,
 
John Bibeau
27 Hyacinth Dr. 



From:                                         Jason Sculos <Jason.Sculos@rate.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, August 07, 2020 11:02 AM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     160 Unit Apartment Building - 8 Merritt Parkway
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear city planning officers,
 
I just learned that there is a request for a multifamily building use on land of 8 Merritt Way.  I am
surprised by this news and oppose this plan.   Here are some reasons.
 
1. Traffic and noise issue: 160 unit building will have 320 cars. Even each person goes out one time per
day, the number of car passed will be 320x2=640 (one out and one back). Not to mention the visitors
and delivery services.
 
2. Wetland and wild life protection: This is a R-30 single family residential zone.  Setting up single
family zone for this area by Nashua city has its own reasons - It is not only because it is suburban
residence area, but also this area has a lot of wetland and wildlife, which needs to be protected.  160 unit
building will definitely increase the traffic and disturb the wildlife.

3. Safety issue: Maplewood is a good community.  A lot of hard working people try very hard to give their
children a quiet safe neighborhood, so they can let their kids play in the yard without worrying to be hit by the
cars. 160 unit building will create a lot of noise and traffic.  People will start to worry about their kids' and
their own safety to bike on the bike path or walk on the sidewalk. 

4. This 160 unit multifamily building can't fit in this community: All the property owners in Maplewood
neighborhood like suburban quiet life, otherwise they will buy in city center. We really don't think 160 unit
multifamily building fits in our community.  It creates more density, which is against our interest. 

5. Community value and property value will go down: Our community's value is a suburban community,
with HOMEOWNER’s.   It is a proven fact that renter do not take as much pride when renting a property
compared to a homeowner.  This 160 unit building will destroy the community value and lower the property
value.  We spent more money to buy a home in this part of town, and by approving this rental building, you
will have lowered that value. 

6. Fairness: If this 160 unit multifamily building is built, this is really not fair to our community.  If you
approved this, you have now made a precedent for future developers to do the same in this area.  We bought
on this side of town, and paid more to do so, to get away from the cluster or rentals and 4 story high
buildings.  What assurance do we have that city planners will approve future apartment rentals on one of the
soccer fields or other open areas. 
 
Hope city will keep the current zoning as R-30 since there was a good reason to be set as so in the first place!



Thanks and have a good day!
 
Jason & Christine Sculos
Homeowner of 8 Autumn Glen Circle
 
 
Read my Reviews on my website (www.rate.com/JasonSculos) or on Zillow
(https://www.zillow.com/lender-profile/jason%20sculos4/)
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From:                              Venkat Pagidi <vpagidi@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Friday, August 07, 2020 12:05 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal on Merrit

Parkway(Maplewood)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To whomever it may concern, 
 
Dear Sir/Madam, 
  We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. 
We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for restricting any
multi-family residential development.    
The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached parcel of land,
and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such integrated commercial hub adds value to the
properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for review of the
zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. 
We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the construction of 160
unit apartment complex. 
As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to approximately the proposed
apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated housing will create heavy density
of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It will add
heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood residents in a peaceful
atmosphere. 
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the commitments given
by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua. 
Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
 
Venkat Pagidi
23 Daylily Dr,
Nashua NH 03062
 



From:                              Anita Yu <anitapyu@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Friday, August 07, 2020 12:38 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          160 unit dwelling at Captain's Corner
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To Whom It May Concern:
 

I am a resident at the Maplewood subdivision in Nashua, NH.  I was just informed of a 160 unit that will be

developed at Captain's Corner. I strongly oppose it and hope my voice is heard.

 

The traffic will be much worse and there is already a new school that will also disrupt this area. 

 

My address is 7 Daylily Dr., Nashua NH, 03062.
 

Thank you,

Anita Yu



From:                                         rdowd1@comcast.net
Sent:                                           Friday, August 07, 2020 12:12 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Case #11 on the Zoning Board of Adjustment agenda
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Greetings,
 
This case involves the request for a Variance for 8 Merritt Parkway to build 160 Multi-family dwelling units on
Lot 2544-8. I have had several abutters reach out to me and they are opposed to this being allowed.  Having
reviewed the plan and after having discussions with the Zoning Administrator, I feel this proposed
development does not meet the five points of Law required and should be turned down.  It would definitely
be out of character with the neighborhood and there is no hardship to allow this to proceed. As a former
Chairman of the Nashua ZBA, I would not vote to allow this. Please pass my concerns along to the ZBA
members.
 

R i ch ard  A. D ow d
Alderman Ward Two
Nashua, NH 03063
Cell: (603) 494-7075
Email: rdowd1@comcast.net
 

mailto:rdowd1@comcast.net


From:                              ravindran padmanabhan <pr_ravin@hotmail.com>
Sent:                               Friday, August 07, 2020 12:44 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Not in favor of proposed 4-story unit near Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hi,
     This is Ravindran Padmanabhan owner/resident of 25, Hibiscus Way, Nashua, NH - 03062. I came to
know about proposed 4-story building near the Maplewood location (near Granite State early learning
center) and concerned about the construction of multi-family homes. We moved to this location thinking
it is quiet and friendly neighborhood community. With proposed multi-family homes with 160 units, it is
going to cause more disruption to the peaceful community. It will be wise to keep the existing location
for commercial purpose rather than having multi-family homes/units.
I would like to state I am not in favor of proposed multi-family home construction near Maplewood
community site. 
Thanks and Best Regards,
Ravindran Padmanabhan



From:                              Dana Leith <danaleith@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Friday, August 07, 2020 1:35 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: Proposed Maplewood Apartment Building
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

5 Sunblaze Dr
Nashua, NH

 

On Fri, Aug 7, 2020 at 12:18 PM Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Afternoon,

Could you please state your address? We will need it to add your comments to the record.

Sincerely,

Kate

-------------------------------------------

Kate Poirier

Zoning Coordinator

Planning Department
603-589-3056

PoirierK@nashuanh.gov

The Right-To-Know Law (RSA 91-A) provides that most e-mail communications, to or from City employees

and City volunteers regarding the business of the City of Nashua, are government records available to the

public upon request. Therefore, this email communication may be subject to public disclosure.

________________________________

From: Dana Leith [danaleith@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, August 07, 2020 12:14 PM

To: CD- Planning Dept

Subject: Proposed Maplewood Apartment Building

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To Whom it May Concern:

My family currently lives in the Maplewood community.  We are VERY against having an apartment building

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:danaleith@gmail.com


built in the area.  We have a quiet neighborhood with a few small businesses (that are also quiet and don't

have any increased traffic).  Adding an apartment building with 160 units (assume two cars per unit - 320

vehicles) would absolutely add an increase in traffic flow through our neighborhood and the surrounding area. 

We have many small children that ride their bikes and many that walk the area every day/night and the risk is

just not worth it in our opinion.

And I wholeheartedly disagree with the comment that it would not alter the character of our neighborhood.

Adding a 4 story building would change the look and feel of the aesthetics of our wonderful neighborhood

community.

I vote NO to having this building built.

Dana Leith



From:                              Ryan Murray <ryan.murray@nashuaventures.com>
Sent:                               Friday, August 07, 2020 1:50 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board
Subject:                          Opposed to 160 Unit Apartment Building - Merrit Pkwy/Conant Rd
 
Importance:                   High
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Dear Planning Board Members:
 
I’m writing to express my concern and opposition to a proposed 4 story, 160 unit apartment building within
the Commerce Center across from Family Pizza & Roast Beef on Merrit Pkwy/Conant Rd.
 
It is my understanding that a builder applied for a variance (Nashua Land Use Code Section 190-15, Table 15-1)
for an R-30 residential zone where multi-family dwellings are prohibited.
 
Please let me state very clearly that this apartment building will:

Negatively affect the character of the Maplewood neighborhood

Over crowd local small businesses

Disrupt traffic patterns and parking areas

Diminish property values in the Cherrywood / Maplewood neighborhood
 
This variance should not be permitted and I will be attending the August 11 meeting to voice my opinion.
 
Kind regards,
Ryan Murray
17 Ballerina Court
Nashua, NH 03062
(603) 606-5624
Ryan.Murray@nashuaventures.com
 
 
 

mailto:Ryan.Murray@nashuaventures.com


From:                                         Yassemedis, Lynne <lynne.yassemedis@brooks.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, August 07, 2020 1:50 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept; zZoning Board
Subject:                                     FW: Four Story Apartment Building In Maplewood
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Good afternoon,
 
My husband and I live on 5 Quarry Road in Nashua and were informed by a neighbor that a developer is
attempting to obtain a permit to build a multi-family, four story apartment building in Maplewood.  We are
completely opposed to this.  The statement made by the developer that adding 160 units will not disrupt
traffic, diminish property values and will not alter the character of Maplewood is ludicrous.  Just because a
developer has a parcel of land and the money to construct an apartment building doesn’t mean it should
allowed.  I’m sure they were informed when they purchased the parcel of land that it was not zoned to
accommodate 160 new families.  This is just another developer trying to make the biggest profit off of six
acres of land.   
 
People in this area of Nashua have had enough.  First it was a grocery store, which was rejected, a middle
school on Buckmeadow, which was approved, and now an apartment building.  This parcel of land was not
zoned for this type of structure and doesn’t belong in a residential area. 
 
Best regards,
Lynne and John Yassemedis

_____________________________________________________________________
This email message, including any attachments, may contain confidential and proprietary information for the sole use of the intended recipient. If you are not the
intended recipient, please notify the sender and delete this message from your system, without making any copy or distribution. Our website and email privacy policy is
available at https://www.brooks.com/privacy

https://www.brooks.com/privacy


From:                                         Cindy Fletcher <cjfletch2@yahoo.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, August 07, 2020 3:07 PM
To:                                               Poirier, Kate
Subject:                                     Re: 160 unit at captains corner
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
11Jennifer Drive
Nashua 03062
 
Sent from my iPhone
 
> On Aug 7, 2020, at 2:55 PM, Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:
> 
> Good Afternoon,
> 
> Thank you for reaching out! Can you please state your address? I will send this on to the Zoning Board.
> 
> Sincerely,
> Kate
> ________________________________________
> From: Cindy Fletcher [cjfletch2@yahoo.com]
> Sent: Friday, August 07, 2020 2:28 PM
> To: CD- Planning Dept
> Subject: 160 unit at captains corner
> 
> CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
> 
> If there is an official form please let me know. I am writing to oppose a 160 unit dwelling to be built at
captain's corner. I live on Jennifer Drive and the traffic has been so much worse ever since maplewood was
built I can not believe anyone would think it would be okay to add more in what is suppose to be the rural
part of the city!!!!
> Thank you
> Sincerely
> Cindy Fletcher
> 603-321-9906
> 
> Sent from my iPhone
 

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov


From:                                         Pushpa Mudan <pshpadr52@icloud.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, August 07, 2020 3:31 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Merrit parkway apartments construction
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Dear Sir/ Madam,
 
I live on 4 Houston drive in the development across from Merrit parkway. Proposed construction of
apartments in the land adjacent to Merrit Parkway brings on lot of concerns for the neighborhood.
1. It poses problems of unsafe and dangerous traffic issues to the adjacent neighborhoods. Merrit Parkway is
like a drive way and the Buckmedow road and Conant roads are only 2 lanes roads that it connects.
2. It is going to cause lot of inconvenience and problems for the childcare center located on Merrit Parkway.
3. There are no traffic lights in that location.
Prosed construction of the building is very impractical and unsafe decision. It should be prevented from
taking place.
Please take into consideration the concerns of the residents in the surrounding neighborhoods seriously and
do the needful.
Thanking you in advance,
Sincerely
Pushpa Mudan.
Sent from my iPhone



From:                              SHALABH <srsk@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Friday, August 07, 2020 3:31 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-partment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To whomsoever it may concern,

Dear Sir/Madam,

This is regarding variance application for 8 Merritt Parkway, zoning district R-30 FUOD, sheet C, Lot 2544-8. I

am Shalabh Bhatnagar, residing at 11 Cherrywood Drive, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the

Maplewood neighborhood. 
It has come to our notice that a multi storied apartment building is proposed and is placed for review of the

zoning board. We, Maplewood residents including me, Strongly Oppose any alteration to the zoning

characteristics of the concerned area and also oppose the construction of Apartment building. This will

completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will add heavy traffic to Merritt Parkway and

surrounding roads.
I request you to kindly consider this objection and stop this change of zoning which will create disturbance to the

peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

thanks,

Shalabh Bhatnagar

11 Cherrywood Drive

Nashua, NH 03062



From:                                         Jay Priestley <wjp1074@aol.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, August 07, 2020 4:41 PM
To:                                               Poirier, Kate
Subject:                                     Re: new apartment complex
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
30 Macdonald drive. Thank you
 
> On Aug 7, 2020, at 4:05 PM, Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:
> 
> Good Afternoon,
> 
> Can you please state your address? We will need it to add your comments to the record.
> 
> Sincerely,
> Kate
> ________________________________
> From: Wjp1074 [wjp1074@aol.com]
> Sent: Friday, August 07, 2020 3:41 PM
> To: CD- Planning Dept
> Subject: new apartment complex
> 
> 
> CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
> 
> Hi- i just wanted to voice my concern over the proposed 160 unit building at captains corner.  That is a nice
little commercial area that we visit several times a week.  By adding this complex you will increase the cars by
200-300 in that area.  Conant and Main dunstable roads are already very busy this would make it a night mare.
I am in majority who are strongly against it.  Keep south nashua like it is and don"t turn it into Manchester!!
> 
> Sincerely-
> Jay Priestley
 

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov


From:                              Nabina Barun <nabina_barun@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Friday, August 07, 2020 4:11 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4 story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To whomever it may concern, 
 
 
Dear Sir/Madam,
 
We are resident of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quite and peaceful neighborhood. we bought our house here as this
locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicity zoned for restricting Zone for any multi-family residential
development. It has come to out attention that a multifamily, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for
review of zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. we strongly
Oppose any alternation to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also Oppose the construction of 160 unit apartment
complex. As you may know, total number of independent homes in Maplewood neighborhood equals to approximately the
proposed apartment units of 160 count. Concentrated housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently
disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. this will completely change the
characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property value. it will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and
surrounding roads which is used by neighborhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere. This imposition of undue
inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted and is an assault to the commitments given by the city of Nashua to the
communities of south Nashua. 
 
Please let us know what action need to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
 
Thank you,
Nabina Barun
10 Bayberry Circle,
Nashua NH 03062
 



From:                              Wjp1074 <wjp1074@aol.com>
Sent:                               Friday, August 07, 2020 3:42 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          new apartment complex
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hi- i just wanted to voice my concern over the proposed 160 unit building at captains corner.  That is a nice little
commercial area that we visit several times a week.  By adding this complex you will increase the cars by 200-300 in
that area.  Conant and Main dunstable roads are already very busy this would make it a night mare. I am in majority
who are strongly against it.  Keep south nashua like it is and don"t turn it into Manchester!!
 
Sincerely-
Jay Priestley



From:                              Arun D <ad@sysenco.net>
Sent:                               Friday, August 07, 2020 5:20 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   ad@sysenco.net
Subject:                          Opposition to the proposed variance on Maplewood land at Merritt Pkwy
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

 
Hello
 
I have come to understand that there is an application made to the City of Nashua to obtain a use
variance on the land on Merritt Pkwy, to change it from an R-30 residential zone to build apartment
complex.
 
I am concerned by this, and oppose this. Following are my concerns:
 
There is already a school planned in the neighborhood. The apartments will further increase traffic in
the neighborhood. This neighborhood has been a quiet place. This is not desirable since in the
current state the area is safe for every one, including children, to walk / hike / bike. I chose to buy
the property I live on, because of these reasons. Also, the property and community values will likely
be affected in a negatively. This is not fair for me and the community.
 
All this is very undesirable. I strongly oppose this request to obtain a use variance from single family
R-30 residential zone to allow building on any apartments.
 
-Arun Dharankar
6 Hollyhock Ave.
 
 
 
 



From:                              Prasad Bachiraju <blnp@hotmail.com>
Sent:                               Friday, August 07, 2020 5:48 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Strongly oppose the construction of apartment complex near Maplewood

neighborhood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To whomever it may concern, 
 
Dear Sir/Madam, 
 
Recently during a walk with my family around the neighborhood, my son mentioned something that
made us proud and blessed to be residents of quiet and peaceful Maplewood neighborhood for the past
18 years. He said scenery around the neighborhood is so good that taking a stroll with family around is
like going on a vacation!
 
We bought our house here paying $50K more than other neighboring towns as this locality is peaceful
and zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family
residential development.    
The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a
detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such
integrated commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding
communities. 
 
It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is
placed for review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original
intended purpose. 
We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the
construction of 160 unit apartment complex. 
 
Concentrated housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the
peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. This will completely change
the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It will add heavy
traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood residents in a
peaceful atmosphere. 
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua. 
Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance
to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Prasad Bachiraju & Padma Bachiraju



3 Sunblaze Drive, Nashua, NH 03062



From:                                         Josh Nehiley <nehileyj@yahoo.com>
Sent:                                           Friday, August 07, 2020 6:29 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                               maplewoodnashua@gmail.com
Subject:                                     Comments on proposed Maplewood variance
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Good afternoon:
 
I would request that the committee deny the variance requested to construct a 4 story apartment building on
the Maplewood site for the following reasons:
 
1. A four story building will dominate that area.  Even with a 250 foot buffer between the building and the
surrounding neighborhood, the top stories will overlook the private residences.
2. Merrit Parkway is not a straight road to Conant Road.  There are 2 curves that cars need to currently reduce
speed to traverse.  Adding 200 resident cars will only add to that problem.
3. To allow sufficient parking, the entire 6 acre lot will be necessary for this purpose. This will change the
character of the Maplewood village.
4. This area is zoned residential, and as such, it was not envisioned to house a large apartment building.
5. The developer noted that the property was purchased from Hannaford, who had planned to build a
shopping store.  This also would have been inappropriate for the area due to the residential zoning.
6. Traffic will increase on Conant Road.  Most of Conant Road does not have sidewalks.  Adding additional
traffic to Conant Road will endanger pedestrians without adding sidewalks the entire length of the road.
 
 
I am not opposed to development.  I believe that this site would be a perfect location for townhomes, which
would be rented or sold at market rates.  I would request that the developer consider this option.
 
In the event that the committee sees fit to move forward with this variance, I would request that the
developer bear the cost of adding a sidewalk along the entire length of Conant Road.
 
If there are any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at this email address or (603) 674-5175.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Josh Nehiley
Roderick Circle



From:                              Alpesh Patel <alp.patel@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 9:31 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept; zZoning Board; zPlanning Board; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          8 Merritt Parkway (Sheet C Lot 2544-8)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To whomever, it may concern, 

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi-storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board.

I would like you to consider a few points

- Impact on the wetlands next to a proposed large complex

- Impact on wildlife. We see bears and other protected wildlife in the neighborhood.

- Impact on the traffic. As it stands we do not have traffic lights at the T section and adding 300 more cars to this route will require a left lane

with traffic lights.

- Impact that we will create when we increase neighborhood size two times as it is now.

Please I urge that you consider the points above before approving the proposal.

 

Looking forward to the meeting on Tuesday to hear your and other neighbors' thoughts.

 

Regards,

Alpesh Patel

13 Autumn Glen Cir. 

Ward 5



From:                              Sarah <sarahjb001@aol.com>
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 7:48 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Maplewood Apartment proposal
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Attn:  Members of the Nashua Zoning Board
Re: Proposed 4-story apartment building in Maplewood
 
 

I would like to express my extreme displeasure and  significant concern regarding the 160-unit
apartment building being proposed in the Maplewood Development.
 

The statements from the proposed variance request are completely inaccurate, and frankly,
absurd.  To state that a 4-story apartment building will not "alter the character of the neighborhood,"
and that it "fits well into the current mixed-use community at Maplewood," is ludicrous.  
 

The Maplewood neighborhood was designed with great detail and caution, in order to preserve the
character of the southwest quadrant.  The numbers of homes constructed, and the allowable size of
the lots on which those homes were built, were carefully planned.  One of the most important
aspects of this plan was the preservation of adequate "green space," in keeping with the open,
rural character of the former farmlands.  
 

In regard to the statement, "Has sufficient parking, adequate road access, and will
not disrupt traffic," I can't begin to fathom how 160 units, assuming 1-2 cars per unit,
will not impact traffic, in this low-traffic area.  Merritt Parkway is a narrow, windy road,
which was not designed for heavy traffic flow. In addition, there will already be
increased traffic flow from the feeder roads, with the addition of the new middle
school which is being built less than a mile away.
 
 

Constructing an apartment complex of this size, along with ample parking and road access will,
without doubt, change the character of this neighborhood, as well as adding significant increase in
traffic, light pollution and general congestion.  It is not unlikely that property values will be
diminished, as well.  
 
 

There are clear reasons why this proposal does not meet the current zoning criteria for this area.  I
implore you not to allow a variance for this project.
 
 
 

Best Regards,
 



 

Sarah Boudreau
3 Covey Road
Nashua
 
 
 



From:                              L Cascio <justme1942@hotmail.com>
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 10:34 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   L Cascio
Subject:                          Merritt Place
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

 
 

Hello,
 
I would like to voice my opposition to the proposed Merritt Place housing unit.
 
My husband and I did not move here to be surrounded by multiple apartment complexes.
Otherwise we would have purchased property, to which we pay the city large property taxes, by
Canterbury apartments or anywhere along the exit one Spit Brook Rd housing units. As it is, we are now
facing the construction of the new middle school in the same general area.
 
A multi-story, multi-unit housing facility does not belong in this area of ONLY single-family homes.
 
Paragraph 1 states that "the proposed use will not alter the character of the neighborhood..."
I don't see any other multi story multi-family units built in this area. So that's altering the neighborhood.
We are a quaint community of single family homes who interact and watch out for each other.
 
Paragraph 2 states that "this use is an apartment building on a large lot on which a grocery store was
originally planned." So where is the grocery store now? Was it ever there? No,  because just because
something is planned, doesn't mean it comes true. So stop saying the planned grocery store. No one
wanted it there in the middle of a quiet, single family homes neighborhood. "The proposed use will not
alter the essential character of the neighborhood...with a commercial facade."  I live near there and I've
never seen a multi-story, multi family commercial facade looking building around. Doesn't fit in here.
 
Paragraph 3 states "The proposed use is an appropriate buffer use between the existing commercial
uses and the abutting residential neighborhood while providing additional housing to the city of
Nashua." It sounds like we have a Walmart in the area for commercial use. We have small businesses.
Nothing major. Quaint. Neighborly .  As far as additional housing, let them build single family homes on
the same piece of property. NOT multi story multi-family units that are not to be found  in this area. This
complex does not belong in the area they are proposing. I'm OK with multiple SINGLE family houses to
compliment the surrounding area.
"Denial will impose substantial harm to the applicant in that a reasonable use of the property is
construction of an apartment building." So...be specific as to EXACTLY how it would cause substantial
harm to the applicant? It would hurt their plans? Just because you want something doesn't mean you're
entitled to get it.  In their OPINION the complex makes sense but they don't live here, we do. And that's
they're opinion. Just because they want to build there, doesn't mean they have to be allowed to build
there. Take the complex to the south end of town where the rest of the complexes are.



 
Paragraph 4 "the surrounding properties will not be diminished by the proposed apartment building". My
property evaluation would be affected as multi-unit, multi family complexes can very often attract
disturbing behavior in people as well as overcrowd the area. "The apartment will not generate as much
traffic as other permitted uses such as the originally intended grocery store. AGAIN with the INTENDED
grocery store that did not happen....
 
If I were to sum this up as a readers digest version...Don't allow this travesty to happen to a beautiful,
quiet and quaint piece of Nashua that we in the area chose to live in for it's qualities. Let the area have
SINGLE family homes ONLY like the ordinance states. Keep this area the family community we all
searched out. Don't change the character of this part of Nashua. Do what's right for the people who live
and work and play here. Can't we have more open space to appreciate the outdoors?
I vote no to the proposal.
 
Linda Cascio
14 Hyacinth Dr
Nashua NH 03062
 
Living in this neighborhood since 2003
 
Dated: August 8, 2020
 

 

Virus-free. www.avg.com
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From:                              SANTOSH SALVI <santosh.salvi@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 10:28 AM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Strong Opposition to the proposal of building 120-160 units multi-family

apartment building at 8 Merritt Parkway, Nashua
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Hi All,
 
My name is Santosh Salvi, me and my wife Shweta Salvi is living at 4 Azalea Lane in Nashua, NH
since October 1998. We are fortunate to be a part of this quite , safe and responsible community
during last 22 years. Our both the  kids were raised from daycare, elementary, middle and high-
school in Nashua. We all have truly enjoyed this neighborhood taking walk, run and bike riding in
very safely. My kids grew up wandering around big pond at Captain Corner and I really want all
200+ families who bought the house in this neighborhood must have right to enjoy the same way
for many more years to come.
 
I have gone through "Variance Application (ZBA)" form completed by Merritt Place, LLC, please
see my response to each question stated by planning board as a 22 years of resident.
 

Will not alter the character of the Maple-wood neighborhood

This is absolutely an incorrect statement. We are living in this neighborhood since 1998, my two
kids have grown up hear from elementary, middle school and high school. They used to go around
caption corner multiple times during the day to hang out with their friends around the pond. Lots of
new growing family bought their houses with an assumption that there will not be any multi-family
apartment building in this area, they enjoy the quite neighborhood, they want their kids and parents
to walk/bike around neighborhood without any fear of getting into any accidents. By adding 120-
160 units building, we will be doubling the traffic in this area and on top of this there will be lots of
turnaround in the multi-family unit. I do own multi-family units in Nashua and I have experienced
uncertainty and disturbance it causes in the neighborhood due to so many dynamic variables. In
addition to this I do see lots of traffic congestion issues. I have witnessed in last 22 years
improvement in the Main Dunstable elementary school ‘s academic results due to the responsible
behavior of each family living in this neighborhood, lots of new families are interested in this
neighborhood due to good school and quite neighborhood. All of these will be diminished if we
allow Merritt Place LLC to built 120-160 multi-family units in my neighborhood.
 
Do you still thing there will not be any alternation in the character of the Maple-wood
neighborhood?
 

Fits well into the current mixed-use community at Maple-wood (restaurants, doctor

offices, daycare, medical offices, other retailers)



That is absolutely an irresponsible statement.
 
If you see all of the mixed-use community at Maplewood  (restaurants, doctor offices, daycare,
medical offices) provides additional facilities to the community without adding new traffic and no
burden to the school system. All these shops are providing services which will be consumed by the
local communities and that in turn encourages local business owners. In what way new 160 units
building creating any services to 200+ houses in the community? In fact this new multi-family unit
will create more burden to the quite, secured and peaceful community.
 

Has adequate buffer with the neighborhood (at least 250 feet to nearest home)

I am not the architect and/or civil engineer by profession, but I do understand basic things for sure. 
Do you think kids and senior citizens can go around caption corner safely after building 120-160
multi-family unit building? I just want to remind everyone there is a school/daycare right next to the
lot and how kids, parents and teachers are feeling safe of an additional 320 cars right next to this
facility. Do you want to take blame of an increase in accidents and may be fatality around Caption
Corner in future after allowing Merritt Place LLC to build the 120-160 units building?
 

Has sufficient parking, adequate road access, and will not disrupt traffic (Merritt
Parkway and surrounding roads)

I can’t stop laughing with such an another irresponsible statement from Merritt Place LLC.
 
Are you saying all the cars in the apartment building are stationary and will not move at all?
 
Can you tell me how Merritt Place LLC is going to provide parking space for 320 cars and how
existing roads will handle such a big traffic? There are no traffic lights at the current place, how can
anyone be safe with so many additional vehicles within such a small roads?
 

Will not diminish property values from surrounding properties

You all know property value is based on quiet and safe neighborhood as well as good school
system. By adding 120-160 units multi-family building in the neighborhood both the parameters will
be adversely impacted and that will certainly bring the property values down in this community
considerably.
 

Is reasonable use of the property and should be permitted
In my opinion this is most unreasonable use of property. I am living in this neighborhood since
1998 and I brag about “Planning Department of Nashua” within my friend circle in NH and MA, I
always state that when I came into this neighborhood in 1998 when there was a dirt road, every
development happened in last 20+ years with the vision of keeping community as the priority and
did not allow any developers to take unreasonable profits at the cost of the inconvenience of the
community
 
Even though I am surprised how planning department moved along with the proposal at the initial
stage , I am sure they will make a note of community inputs and take the right decision to put an
end on the 120-160 units multi-family building of Merritt Place LLC.



 
I am really counting on Planning department of Nashua on this!!!
 
Thanks
Santosh Salvi
4 Azalea Lane
Nashua
603 438 9279
 



From:                              donnamigneault@comcast.net
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 12:18 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Maplewood Multi-family Development
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Nashua New Hampshire is a beautiful city.  It offers the best of small-city living and is a community
oriented place.   It strikes that perfect balance.  Conscious efforts have been made over the years
to preserve sufficient areas for parks and recreation, site and nature seeing, and peaceful
neighborhoods.
 
It is why my husband and I have lived here for over 30 year. It is why Nashua is often included in the
top 50 cities to live in the United States.
 
Please maintain this balance.  Please preserve what makes Nashua great for current and future
families.  Do not allow the real estate developer to build a multi-family four-store apartment within
the Commerce Center at Maplewood.  It simply doesn't belong there.  It doesn't fit and will alter the
residential area.  It is one of the few remaining areas of the city that contributes to its beauty.
 
Regards,
 
Cliff and Donna Migneault
9 Governors LN
Nashua, NH 03062
 
 



From:                              Trusha Patel <trusha_patel2001@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 12:46 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Fw: 8 Merritt Parkway Apartment Complex - Case#11
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Forwarding the e-mail as had a typo on the original sent.  Thank you!
 

Trusha A Patel
 
 
----- Forwarded Message -----
From: Trusha Patel <trusha_patel2001@yahoo.com>
To: planningdepartment@nashuahu.gov <planningdepartment@nashuahu.gov>; zb@nashuanh.gov <zb@nashuanh.gov>;
pb@nashuanh.gov <pb@nashuanh.gov>; carterF@nashuanh.gov <carterf@nashuanh.gov>
Sent: Saturday, August 8, 2020, 12:41:35 PM EDT
Subject: 8 Merritt Parkway Apartment Complex - Case#11
 
 Dear Sir/Madam, 

 
I have been made aware that a multi-storied apartment complex is proposed around our neighborhood and is placed for review with the

zoning board.  I am worried after I heard about this apartment complex being built and would like to share my concerns.  Our area is

surrounded by all residential homes and this apartment complex will impact us all in many ways.  

 

Number one is that there will be increased traffic on both sides of the roads that includes Conant Road and Buckmeadow Road  with no

traffic lights on either side.  We already have one Elementary School in the area and another Middle School will open soon in few years and

there will be even increased traffic then of buses and parent vehicles.  This building will only cause more addition to the traffic that we will

be incurring in the near future as it is.  

 

The apartment complex will also remove the residential neighborhood feeling that we currently have plus the safety it the biggest concern

where currently kids freely play, ride bikes and people walk with their families.  The apartment complex will only bring in more commercial

area feeling like there is at Spit Brook Road and Amherst Street in Nashua with even more people that will be living in the apartments.    

 

Another impact it will have will be in the wildlife in the neighborhood as we see bears and other protected wildlife roaming around which are

not harmful at all. 

 

Please I really ask you to consider my concerns and the impact it will cause in this current residential neighborhood.  I look towards the

meeting on Tuesday to hear you and how other neighbors feel; however I strongly disagree to this apartment complex being built in our area

and the impact it will create on us who are currently living in this neighborhood.  

 

 

 

Regards,

 

 

Trusha A Patel

13 Autumn Glen Circle 
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Ward 5



From:                                         Atul Gandhi <atul.gandhi@gmail.com>
Sent:                                           Saturday, August 08, 2020 2:11 PM
To:                                               zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                                     Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in Maplewood

(Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
From: Atul Gandhi
15 Cherrywood Drive
Nashua NH 03062
 
To whomever it may concern,
 
Dear Sir/Madam,
 
I’m Nashua’s resident for the last 18 years, and love the natural beauty of the neighborhood and appreciate
the meaningful changes made in recent years such as extension to a walking trail to improve the quality of
life. I believe building an apartment building will be disruptive and create more chaos, confusion and harm to
the beautiful surroundings. We request you to stop this process now, and not to follow through and entertain
such requests for personal gains of a builder.
 
Maplewood neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. I bought the house here as this locality is
zoned for single family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential
development.
 
The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighbourhood and provides amenities in a
detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighbourhood. Proximity to such
integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighbourhood and surrounding
communities.
 
It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is
proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the
neighbourhood from the original intended purpose.
 
We, Maplewood residents, including me, *strongly oppose* any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the
concerned area, and *also oppose the construction* of 160 unit Apartment building.
 
As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood equals
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.
Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities.
 
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and will surely impact the property
values. It will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the
neighbourhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere.
 



This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua.
 
I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this
change of zoning and create disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding
communities.
 
You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.
 
Thanking you
Atul Gandhi
15 Cherrywood Drive
Nashua
NH 03062



From:                              Chirag Patel <rohansuneet2@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 2:36 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To whomsoever it may concern

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

 

This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-

8. 

 

We, Chirag and Kashmira Patel, reside at 4 Hibiscus Way, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the
Maplewood neighbourhood.

 

Maplewood neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. Which was one of our top priority when we

set out in search of a place we would call home back in 2004.  We bought the house here as this locality is

zoned for single family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential
development.    

 

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighbourhood and provides amenities in a

detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighbourhood. Proximity to such

integrated commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

 

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is proposed and is placed for

review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the neighbourhood from the original
intended purpose. 

 

We, Maplewood residents, including us, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the

concerned area, and also oppose the construction of 160 unit Apartment building. 

 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood equals

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and we are afraid this will impact the
property values as well. It will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by

the neighbourhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 



 

We request you to kindly consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop

this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding

communities. 

 

Kindly acknowledge the receipt of this email.
 

Thanking you 

Chirag & Kashmira Patel

4 Hibiscus Way

Nashua, NH 03062

Phone 603-374-3794



From:                              Diane Hodgson <dianect13@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 2:40 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Proposed 4 story building in Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

I am writing you with my concerns on the building of a 4 story 160 unit apartment building in Maplewood.  I am
asking you to please not consider altering the residential zoning for this area.  I would not have purchased my

home 6 years ago in this neighborhood had I knew this could happen.  

 

My concerns include:

 

Additional traffic in a small community that does not have traffic lights

Wear and tear on the roads

Increase in foot traffic, which will most likely lead to more trash along the side of the road potentially

harming our protected wetlands.  There's a mask hanging from one of the trees at the corner of Forsythia
and Conant.   

Lowering my home value , the builder saying that it won't lower the value of my property is not

a guarantee.  

Many of us walk the neighborhood.  I walk to Captains Corner everyday to get the paper for my elderly

mother that lives with me.   The tall building will be an eye sore
Thanks for your time.

 

Diane Hodgson

18 Hibiscus Way, Nashua, NH 03062



From:                                         Sukhram Pal <sukhram.pal@comcast.net>
Sent:                                           Saturday, August 08, 2020 5:56 PM
To:                                               zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Cc:                                               shilpi.singh@comcast.net
Subject:                                     Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit apartment building propsal in Mapplewood

(Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear sir/ma’am,
This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet-C, Lot 2544-8.
We are, Sukhram Pal and Shilpi Singh, residing at 7 Sunblaze Drive, Nashua, NH 03062, which is part of the
Mapplewood neighborhood.
 
Mapplewood neighborhood is a quiet and peaceful community. We are the first owner of our house, which
we bought and constructed in 2002 in this locality, which is zoned for single family neighborhood and
explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential development.
 
It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi-storied apartment building is proposed and is placed
for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD) to change the characteristics of  the neighborhood from the
original intended purpose.
 
We, Mapplewood residents, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned
area, and also oppose the construction of 160 units apartments building. As you may know, if it ever happens
that will increase the density of the area approximately by two folds. This will completely change the
characteristics of our neighborhood , and will surely impact the property values. It will add heavy traffic to the
Merrit Parkway and surrounding roads and certainly will degrade the quality of environment and community
life.
 
Changing the zoning from the initial committed purpose to multi-stories apartment building is unwarranted
and is an assault on the commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua.
 
I request you to kind consider this strong objection and please lets us know what actions needs to be taken to
stop this change of zoning.
 
You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email,
Thanking you,
Sukhram Pal & Shilpi Singh
7 Sunblaze Drive,
Nashua NH 03062
603.438.5025



From:                              DB Bee <dbbee@LIVE.COM>
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 6:44 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C,

Lot 2544-8
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.
  To whomsoever it may concern
 
Dear Sir/Madam, 
This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-8
I am Jitendra Patel, 7 Ballerina Ct, Nashua, NH 03062 which part of the Maplewood neighborhood.
 
Maplewood neighborhoods a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. I bought the house here as this locality is zoned for single
family neighborhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential development.    
 
The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached parcel of
land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity to such integrated commercial hub, adds value
to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
 
It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is proposed and is
placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended
purpose. 
 
We, Maplewood residents, including me, *strongly oppose* any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area,
and *also oppose the construction* of 160 unit Apartment building. 
 
As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals approximately the
proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated housing will create a
heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding
communities. 
 
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It will add
heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighborhood residents in a peaceful
atmosphere. 
 
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the commitments given
by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 
 
I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of
zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
 
You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.
 
Thanking you 
Jitendra Patel
7 Ballerina CT
Nashua 
NH 03062
Home phone <6038906805)



 



From:                              Jette, Ernest
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 6:11 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          8 Merritt Parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

Honorable Members

Zoning Board of Adjustment

City of Nashua

 

Re: Maplewood Plaza

Honorable Members:

I am writing on behalf of the many residents of Ward 5 who have contacted me to voice their opposition to the

request for a variance from NRO § 190-25 to allow the construction of a four story 160 unit apartment building.

I join in the letter of former Alderman at Large Kathy Hersh.
The Flexible Use District described in NRO § 190-25 was adopted by the Board of Aldermen as part of the

City’s Master Plan in agreement with the developer. It should be amended, if at all, only by the Board of

Aldermen as part of a change in the Master Plan after appropriate study and input from residents and the

planning department as we are currently doing. It should not be done by the Zoning Board of Adjustment by the
granting of a vaiance.

Please vote to deny the variance.
Ernie Jette, Ward 5 Alderman
jettee@nashuanh.gov
15 Foxglove Court
Nashua, NH 03062

 

 

mailto:jettee@nashuanh.gov


From:                              Sree Kaki <kakisree@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 7:32 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Cc:                                   Sree Kaki
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD) 
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To whomsoever it may concern
 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

 

This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-

8

I am Sreenivas Kaki, residing at 18 Forsythia Drive, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the
Maplewood neighbourhood.

 

Maplewood neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. I bought the house here as this locality is

zoned for single family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential

development.    

 
The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighbourhood and provides amenities in a

detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighbourhood. Proximity to such

integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is

proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the

neighbourhood from the original intended purpose. 

 
We, Maplewood residents, including me, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the

concerned area, and also oppose the construction of 160 unit Apartment building. 

 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood equals

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighbourhood
residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 

 



This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the

commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 

 

I request you to kindly consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this

change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding

communities. 
 

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.

 

Regards,

Sreenivas Kaki

18 Forsythia Drive

Nashua NH 03062

(H) 781-656-5254



From:                              Radha Marathe <radha_marathe@hotmail.com>
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 9:15 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4 story, 160 apt building proposal in Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

 
 

 

 
To whomever it may concern, 
 
Dear Sir/Madam, 
 
       This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-
8. I am Radha Marathe, residing at 16 Forsythia Drive , Nashua NH , 03062. This address is part of the
Maplewood neighborhood.

       Maplewood neighborhood is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. I bought our house here as this locality is
zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential development.   
The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached
parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such integrated
commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
       It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for
review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. We
strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the construction of
160 unit apartment complex. As you may know, total number 
of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to approximately the proposed apartment units of 160
count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated housing will create heavy density of
population which will permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding
communities. This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the
property values. It will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the
neighborhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere. This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is
unwarranted, and is an assault on the commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south
Nashua. 

       Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the
peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.
 
 
Thank you
Radha Marathe
16 Forsythia Drive  
Nashua NH -3-62



ph: 603-882-6238
 

Sent from my iPhone



From:                                         Dan Wang <danaw512@gmail.com>
Sent:                                           Saturday, August 08, 2020 10:10 PM
To:                                               zZoning Board; zPlanning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                                     to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in Maplewood (Zoning R-

30 FUOD)     
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
  To whomsoever it may concern
 
Dear Sir/Madam,
This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-8 I
am Dana Wang, residing at Forsythia Dr, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the Maplewood
neighbourhood.
 
Maplewood neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. I bought the house here as this locality is
zoned for single family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential
development.
 
The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighbourhood and provides amenities in a
detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighbourhood. Proximity to such
integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighbourhood and surrounding
communities.
 
It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is
proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the
neighbourhood from the original intended purpose.
 
We, Maplewood residents, including me, *strongly oppose* any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the
concerned area, and *also oppose the construction* of 160 unit Apartment building.
 
As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood equals
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.
Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities.
 
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and will surely impact the property
values. It will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the
neighbourhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere.
 
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua.
 
I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this
change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding
communities.
 



You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.
 
Thank you!
Dana
30 Forsythia Dr
Nashua
NH 03062
Home phone 617-501-2824



From:                                         Dey Barriga <dbarriga@gmail.com>
Sent:                                           Saturday, August 08, 2020 10:09 PM
To:                                               zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                                     Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in Maplewood

(Zoning R-30 FUOD)     
 
Importance:                            High
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Dear Sir/Madam,
 
This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-8
 
We, Celso and Dey Barriga, residing at 30 Cherrywood Drive, Nashua, NH 03062.  This address is part of the
Maplewood neighborhood.
 
Maplewood neighborhood is quiet and peaceful. We bought the house at this locality because it is zoned for
single familyneighborhoods and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential development.
 
The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a
detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity to such
integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
 
It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is
proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the
neighborhood from the original intended purpose.
 
We, Maplewood residents,strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area,
and also oppose the construction of the 160 unit Apartment building.
 
As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood equals
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.
Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
 
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property
values. It will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the
neighborhoodresidents in a peaceful atmosphere.
 
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua.
 
We request that you kindly consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to
stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and
surrounding communities.
 



Acknowledgement of this email is appreciated.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
 
 
Celso and Dey Barriga
30 Cherrywood Drive
Nashua
NH 03062
Home phone: 603-320-4255
address



From:                              lingfang huang <lingfang11@hotmail.com>
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 11:25 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)     
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Dear Sir/Madam, 

 

This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-

8

I am Jianhui Zhong residing at  63 McKenna dr. Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the Maplewood

neighbourhood.

 

Maplewood neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. I bought the house here as this locality is
zoned for single family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential

development.    

 

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighbourhood and provides amenities in a

detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighbourhood. Proximity to such
integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighbourhood and surrounding communities.

 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is

proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the

neighbourhood from the original intended purpose.

 

We, Maplewood residents, including me, *strongly oppose* any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the

concerned area, and *also oppose the construction* of 160 unit Apartment building.
 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood equals

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities.

 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighbourhood

residents in a peaceful atmosphere.

 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua.

 



I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this

change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding

communities.

 

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.

 
Thanking you

Jianhui Zhong 

63 McKenna dr.

Nashua

NH 03062

Home phone 6038520953

Get Outlook for iOS

https://aka.ms/o0ukef


From:                              Ravi S <ravisnhk@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 10:31 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to the proposed 4-story apartment (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

 
Ravi Sivakumaran &

Kalpana Ravi

14 Cherrywood Dr,

Nashua, 

NH-03062

 

To whomever it may concern:
 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

 

Subject: 

 

Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD). This is regarding

Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-8.

 

We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. We bought our house here almost 18 years ago as

this locality is zoned for single family neighborhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential development. 

   

The concerned Merritt Parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached parcel of land, and adds to

the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity to such integrated commercial Hub adds value to the properties in the

neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

 

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board to

change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning

characteristics of the concerned area, and also oppose the construction of 160 unit apartment complexes. 

 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals approximately the proposed apartment

units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which

will permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and it will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding

roads which are used by the neighborhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere. This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the

zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 

 

When the whole area was opened for development 20 years back, the proposal for construction was divided into three phases. This was

touted as the last bit of Nashua rural district converted for residential use. Now the expansion goes beyond those phases, which were

completed a long time back.

 

Last year the other end of cherrywood/buckmeadow was being opened for constructing a middle school. The proposal is now being made to



the other end of the cherrywood and buckmeadow/Conant for a multi storied residential apartments consisting of 160 units. This means an

average of 240 cars (1.5 cars per household ) in this end of cherrywood. This is going to create a huge gridlock in the event of any traffic

snafu on both ends, if the above proposal is put to motion. 

 

Also, there is a senior neighborhood (Houston Drive) adjacent to this property across conant road, which directly abuts the variance

proposal. Are we overlooking all these factors and trying to find ways to add to the town exchequer than what it should be a quiet, peaceful

and safe neighborhood?

 

Furthermore this is going to put a huge strain on the elementary school (main dunstable) , where it will be overcrowded if the proposal

moves forward. I am not sure what kind of plans are being made to address the overcrowding of students to teacher ratio in school and to

address the traffic issues?

 

Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and create disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the

neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

 

Thanks very much.

 

Sincerely,
Ravi Sivakumaran &

Kalpana Ravi



From:                              Himanshi Patel <patelhimanshi@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 12:23 AM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

 

To whomsoever it may concern,

Dear Sir/Madam,

This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-

8

 

I am Himanshi Patel, residing at 8 Cherrywood Drive, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the
Maplewood neighbourhood.

Maplewood neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. I bought the house here as this locality is

zoned for single family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential

development. 

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighbourhood and provides amenities in a

detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighbourhood. Proximity to such

integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is

proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD) to change the characteristic of the

neighbourhood from the original intended purpose. 

We, Maplewood residents, including me, *strongly oppose* any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the

concerned area, and *also oppose the construction* of 160 unit Apartment building. 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood equals

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighbourhood
residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 



This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the

commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 

I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this

change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding

communities. 

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.

Thanking you 

Himanshi Patel

8 Cherrywood Drive, Nashua 

NH 03062

Cell phone (617-201-8410)



From:                              Mayank K Patel <mmpatel345@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 12:36 AM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To whomsoever it may concern,

Dear Sir/Madam,
This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30
FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-8
 
I am Mayank Patel, residing at 8 Cherrywood Drive, Nashua, NH 03062. This
address is part of the Maplewood neighbourhood.

Maplewood neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. I bought the
house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighbourhoods, and
explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential development. 

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighbourhood and
provides amenities in a detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and
beauty of the neighbourhood. Proximity to such integrated commercial hub, adds
value to the properties in the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi
storied apartment building is proposed and is placed for review of the zoning
board (R-30 FUOD) to change the characteristic of the neighbourhood from the
original intended purpose. 

We, Maplewood residents, including me, *strongly oppose* any alteration to the
zoning characteristics of the concerned area, and *also oppose the construction*
of 160 unit Apartment building. 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood
neighbourhood equals approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count,
within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated housing will
create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and will
surely impact the property values. It will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway
and surrounding roads which are used by the neighbourhood residents in a
peaceful atmosphere. 



This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted,
and is an assault on the commitments given by the City of Nashua to the
communities of South Nashua. 

I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action
needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the
peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.

Thanking you 
Mayank Patel
8 Cherrywood Drive, Nashua 
NH 03062
Cell phone (617-304-1923)
 



From:                              write.for. mrk <write.for.mrk@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Saturday, August 08, 2020 11:50 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Cc:                                   Pavitra Penmetcha
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story , 160 unit apartment building in Maplewood! ==>

New Resident and in Dismay
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To Whomsoever it may concern
 

Dear Respected Team,

My family (MRK & Pavitra with my  two young Kids)  are NEW RESIDENTS of   9 Sunblaze Dr, Nashua,

NH 03062 in MapleWood Community. I purchased this home very recently in March 2020 and moved 

just 2 months back. I was in UTTER DISMAY when i got to know about this multi Family building 

proposal.
 

I bought a home in his locality because this is  a quiet and one of the beautiful neighborhoods in the

whole Nashua area.  The natural beauty and trails around make this place one of the best places to

live in whole nashua and nearby towns.  We enjoy walking , driving, biking with friends and families

around nearby streets (main dunstable rd, cherrywood drive, conant rd, gilson rd, groton rd etc). Safe

place to live and enjoy happily.  Great and Safe Place for kids to grow and enjoy.  Good
Schools(Elementary and Approved Middle school and very nice South nashua High school) and

vicinity to all the needs made me a clear choice to buy a house in this community

 

I am writing this email to strongly object to the 160 unit multi-family proposal just adjacent to Maple wood

community..

 

1) MapleWood community just itself might have 160 units to 180 units approx spread over more than 60+ acres

and it makes no sense to build a huge multi purpose building  with 160 units in just 6 acres of land.  This will
destroy the natural characteristic of the area and will add lot of density to the traffic in this area with already

approved Middle school itself will  create additional traffic and on top of this a 160 unit building will make the

residential area feels like just being adjacent to a main state Highway with the increased traffic around the

community and all roads surrounding the proposed layout and as well the Main dunstable Road will be crazy

with active traffic all the times.

 

2) Any time any new car or new person is seen in general are identifiable in the maplewood community . Now

with the proposed building security  of the area is a big concern with lot of people around we never know who is

coming and who is going and also the internal traffic in cherrywood DR will be increased 

 
3) All the elementary and middle and high schools might be crowded with more students impacting the overall

functioning of the school.



 

4) Our Property values will take a dip  destroying  the peaceful and beautiful atmosphere in the area with heavy

concentration of people and increased traffic.  Why would people prefer buy a single family home in a populated

area with full traffic. This will dent the real estate values around the neighborhood.

 

Please consider the objections and not permit the proposal of destroying a quiet and beautiful
neighborhood.

 

Regards,

Ramakrishna Raju Mantina & Pavitra

 

 

 



From:                              dipak_kamdar@yahoo.com
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 8:24 AM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To whomsoever it may concern

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-

8

I am Dipak Kamdar, residing at 72 Cherrywood Dr, Nashua, NH 03062 is part of the Maplewood

neighbourhood.

 
Maplewood neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. I bought the house here as this locality is

zoned for single family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential

development.    

 

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighbourhood and provides amenities in a
detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighbourhood. Proximity to such

integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is

proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the

neighbourhood from the original intended purpose. 

 

We, Maplewood residents, including me,  Strongly Oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the
concerned area, and also oppose the construction of 160 unit Apartment building. 

 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood equals

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighbourhood

residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 

 
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the

commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 



 

I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this

change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding

communities. 

 

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.
 

Thank you 

Dipak Kamdar

72 Cherrywood Dr

Nashua 

NH 03062



From:                              nappasani@aol.com
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 6:52 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          160 unit proposal @ 8 Merritt parkway.
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hi, 

We are residents of 51
cherrywood dr, Nashua from October 2003. We came to know that the there is a
proposal to build 160 unit building in Merritt parkway. We strongly object to
the said proposal as it completely alters the characteristics of our
neighborhood.

1. when we purchased the
property on cherrywood dr, the builders promised it is a residential zone for
single family homes. The only additions will be school and grocery store.
Actually we are looking forward for grocery store for last 15 years as no store
around 3 miles. 



2. Presently Maplewood
streets are filled with kids playing on the streets and we are worried that
increased traffic of addition 300+ vehicles will create danger to kids lives
and produce lot of noise. 

3. We are experiencing
quite suburb life with morning and evening walks. With the increased population
in the neighborhood will increase spread of Covid-19 type of deceases and force
us to move to safer suburb areas which will not be fair to us.

4 Maplewood is
multi culture residence area where we will find families from different

countries. We are worried that the bringing the city culture to our
neighborhood increase hate crime and drug usage.



5. With the proposal of
160 unit building cause our property values will go down as it is no longer
suburban area with quite living.

We hope you will not give
approval to the new proposed 160 unit building and keep our are safe and keep
its suburban characteristics. 

Thanks



Nagamalleswara R Appasani

Shobha Rani Mulakala

52 Cherrywood dr,

Nashua, NH 





From:                              pushpa gopal <pushpa_pdk1@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 9:42 AM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; Falk, Carter; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   pushpa gopal; gsk gsk
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

                                To whomsoever it may concern
 

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-

8

I am Senthilkumar Govindaraj, residing at 3, Hollyhock Ave, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the
Maplewood neighborhood.

 

Maplewood neighborhood is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. I bought the house here as this locality is zoned

for single family neighborhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential development.    

 

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a
detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity to such

integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is

proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the

neighborhood from the original intended purpose. 

 

We, Maplewood residents, including me, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the
concerned area, and also oppose the construction of 160 unit Apartment building. 

 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighborhood

residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 
 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the



commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 

 

I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this

change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding

communities. 

 
You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.

 

Thanking you 

SenthilKumar Govindaraj

3 Hollyhock Ave,

Nashua 

NH 03062

Home phone : 603-891-0752

 



From:                              Srinivasa P Tadi <sptadi@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 9:07 AM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

                                              To whomsoever, it may concern

Dear Sir/Madam, 

This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-

8

We ( Srinivasa & Gayatri TADI),  are residing at 11 Sweet William Cir. Nashua, NH 03062. This address is

part of the Maplewood neighbourhood.

Maplewood neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. I bought the house here as this locality is

zoned for single-family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential

development.    

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighbourhood and provides amenities in a

detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighbourhood. Proximity to such

integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi-storied apartment building is

proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the

neighbourhood from the original intended purpose. 

We, Maplewood residents, including me, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the

concerned area, and also oppose the construction of 160 unit Apartment building. 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood equals

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighbourhood

residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted and is an assault on the



commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 

I request you to kindly consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this

change of zoning and creating a disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding

communities. 

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.

Thanking you

Srinivasa & Gayatri TADI

11 Sweet William Cir.

Nashua 

NH 03062

Home phone 603-598-0709



From:                              Debbie Dufresne <ddufresne09@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 10:15 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          160 unit apartment complex
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Good morning,  
 

I am writing to oppose this  apartment complex in southwest Nashua by Maplewood. 

I’m so tired and fed up with The leaders in Nashua allowing building in every vacant parcel in Nashua! This

complex is not needed and not welcome here. 

I just found out that it is also a luxury Complex and not affordable housing. 

I respectfully ask that you deny this permit and leave our land as it is. 

Thank you 
Debra Dufresne 

20 Colonial Ave

Nashua 



From:                              Rama Buddhineni <paramhamsa@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 9:58 AM
To:                                   zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter; zPlanning Board
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To whomsoever it may concern
 
Dear Sir/Madam,
This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-8
I am Rama Buddhineni residing at 81 Cherrywood Dr, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the Maplewood neighborhood.
 
Maplewood neighborhood is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. I bought the house here as this locality is zoned for single
family neighborhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential development.   
 
The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached parcel of
land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity to such integrated commercial hub, adds value
to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
 
It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is proposed and is
placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended
purpose.
 
We, Maplewood residents, including me, *strongly oppose* any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area,
and *also oppose the construction* of 160 unit Apartment building.
 
As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals approximately the
proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated housing will create a
heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding
communities.
 
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It will add
heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighborhood residents in a peaceful
atmosphere.
 
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the commitments given
by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua.
 
I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of
zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
 
You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.
 
Thanking you
Rama Buddhineni
81 Cherrywood Dr
Nashua
NH 03062



Home phone 603-888-8447
 



From:                              Best, John <john.best@siemens.com>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 12:22 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   Best, John
Subject:                          NO Variance  >>  for 8 Merrit Parkway proposed 4-story, 160 unit apartment

building in Maplewood!        
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

This Variance would only meet the needs of the developer,  NOT any of the areas current residents !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
 
The petition for the variance is fraught with misrepresentations, and must be denied.
 
1) Has the city performed an independent analysis of Traffic needs?
2) Has the city performed an independent analysis of Environmental needs?
3) Has the city performed an independent analysis of Real-estate price changes do to this variance?
4) Has the city performed an independent analysis of School needs do to this variance?  
Main Dunstable already has a higher than average student:teacher ratio, which means you would be compelled to
build more schools.
5) There is a reason Hannafords did not build a grocery store, the current infrastructure could NOT handle it. 
If Hannafords were to build IT WOULD REQUIRE LARGE IMPROVEMENTS to the roads.
6) This will affect the very last green-way in Nashua, which should be seem as a vital asset to all in Nashua. Do not
do any more harm to it.
 
YES, this would ABSOLUTELY alter the character of the surrounding neighborhoods for the WORSE.  This area for a
few miles in any direction consists of single family houses, farm(s), and Maplewood it self has only a couple of very
small businesses (mom & pop type shops) - nothing you would ever consider to be a commercial area. 
 
 
Please REJECT this application, maintain the current character of this area.
 

John Best
Business Solutions Consultant



From:                              Keith Reeder <kreeder@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 1:43 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   kreeder@comcast.net
Subject:                          8 Merrit Parkway proposed apartment building
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To the Members of the Nashua Planning/Zoning Board:
 
My name is Keith Reeder and I live at 3 Pepperell Circle in Nashua and have lived here with my
wife since 1998.  I'm writing to you today as I've just learned of a proposed 160-unit apartment
complex to be built at 8 Merrit Parkway in Nashua.
 
I'm against the permitting of this apartment complex as it does not fit within the character of the
existing single-family residential neighborhood within the specific R-30 zone nor in the abutting R-
40 zone.  Although there are commercial buildings in the zone due to the FUOD, they are relatively
small buildings.  The apartment complex will be a substantial building in size especially
considering it will be four stories tall.  There are no buildings anything like this in the area, not in
size, not in height, nor in density of occupancy.
 

Allowing this apartment development will violate the building height codes (maximum of 2.5
stories) as well as violate the minimum lot area (30,000 sqft) for a residence.  It will substantially
alter the traffic pattern on Buckmeadow Road, Conant Road, and surrounding roads due to the
concentration of dwellings within the apartment complex.  Most importantly, it will violate the
character of the single-family residential feel of the neighborhood and surrounding area.  It will
open the door to further incremental developments that violate the character of the neighborhood
as this apartment complex will be cited in the next application as "a similar building."
 

I do not understand how this apartment complex can be allowed as it would be in violation of the
spirit of the zoning regulations.  If this apartment is allowed, you might as well dispense with the
notion of zoning as it would be rendered meaningless.
 

 

Sincerely,
 

Keith Reeder
3 Pepperell Circle
Nashua, NH 03062
kreeder@comcast.net
 

 

P.S. I remember a few years ago when a developer built a multi-family unit at (I believe) 189

mailto:kreeder@comcast.net


Kinsley Street and had created a building with 3 levels of housing.  The zoning for the area allowed
only 2 levels of housing, but the issued permit "erroneously" allowed 3 levels.  After legal
proceedings, the builder was forced to tear down the 3rd level to bring it in accordance with zoning
laws.  And this was in a zone far more suitable for multi-story buildings (St. Joseph's Hospital is just
down the road  as well as other office buildings) and far more commercial in feel.  How can a 4-
story building be allowed in a single-family residential area?
 

 

 



From:                                         Venkat Avvaru <vavvaru@comcast.net>
Sent:                                           Sunday, August 09, 2020 10:41 AM
To:                                               zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                                     Opposing the application for use variance for 8, Merrit Parkway
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To whomever it may concern,
 
Dear Sir/Madam,
  We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood.  We bought our
house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for restricting any
multi-family residential development. The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this
neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty
of the neighborhood. Proximity of such integrated commercial hub adds value to the properties in the
neighborhood and surrounding communities.
 
It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed
for review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended
purpose.  We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose
the construction of 160 unit apartment complex.
As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.
 
We'd like to oppose the application for use variance based on following concerns:
1. The elementary school already has around 25 students in each class. The additional population would lead
to increased class size that would negatively impact the learning outcomes of students.
2. Similarly the new proposed middle school as well as Nashua South High also would have less capacity to
deal with this influx of 160 families.
3. Concentrated housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
4. This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property
values.
5. It will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood
residents in a peaceful atmosphere.
 
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua.
 
Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to
the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
 
Thank you,
Venkat and Sreelatha Avvaru
6 Daffodil Drive,
Nashua, NH



Phone: 6038867261



From:                              SHELAGH CALLAHAN <jcallahan5@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 2:04 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Apartment building at Captain's Corner
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hello,
 
I am writing this email to express my displeasure as well as shock regarding the proposed
apartment building at Captain's Corner.  
 
When my husband and I moved here in 1993 from Lowell we were very happy to live in a city,  but
our area had a definite country feel to it.  It was quiet, convenient to lots of shopping, restaurants,
etc.  That has all changed over the years.  The woods behind us, that we were told would never be
developed, was developed years ago.  I have watched building after building, house after house,
condo after condo go up in this city.  
 
We walk through the neighborhoods in Maplewood almost daily and love the quiet, non crowded
atmosphere it gives us.  We love to watch the ducks, geese, occasional heron at the pond and the
birds in the spring etc., etc.   
 
We have talked about moving out of Nashua for a few years now mainly because our taxes are out
of control and it certainly doesn't look like that's going to change. If this building is approved, that
will make our decision a lot easier.  Not only will traffic be a nightmare on Main Dunstable Rd., this
nice area will see an increase in noise, increased numbers at the schools, etc.  
 
I cannot express enough how much we are against this project.  I can't fathom how the city can
possibly think this building and a middle school in the same general area, is a good idea.  We love
our peace and quiet. Please stop the building in this city.  Enough is enough.
 
Thank you,
Shelagh Callahan
17 Rene Dr.  



From:                                         Stephen Shannon <sshannon@as-e.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, August 09, 2020 3:09 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     8 Merritt Parkway Variance Review
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hello
 
Our names are Steve & Mary Shannon. We reside at 9 McKenna Drive in Nashua. We have lived at our current
address for 30 plus years. After reviewing the proposal, for a variance to construct and apartment building, we
are stating that we are vehemently opposed to granting of a variance for this type of construction. Are
opposition is based on the following:
 

We do believe that this type of development WOULD alter the essential character of the commerce
center. The current makeup of the commerce center are a number of commercial businesses that each
create automobile traffic in single digits. Each structure is of reasonable size, and height and doesn’t
overwhelm the scenic nature of the park. A four story structure the size of the proposed structure
would completely overwhelm the look and feel of the area
The proposal for 120-160 additional residences is probably close in population as any of the
surrounding neighborhoods. These neighborhoods are spread out over hundreds of acres of the
Maplewood, Oakridge, McKenna and Tanglewood areas.
Current businesses probably place no more than 15-20 cars in the commerce center at any given time.
The apartment proposal would add 200-300 parking spaces to the center.
The neighboring streets, specifically Conant road would struggle to handle the additional traffic. Even
at current levels of activity, this end of Conant road can be a dangerous place for turning onto or off of
Conant Road. In addition, it can be dangerous for pedestrian traffic crossing the street at various points.
The addition of 200-300 permanent residents would only add to this situation.

 
Please consider this letter as our vote AGAINST granting of this variance.



From:                                         Elaine LoPilato <emlopilato@icloud.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, August 09, 2020 4:33 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Proposal bit.ly/3gt2Cm9
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Good Afternoon,
 
 I recently became aware of this proposal for a large scale apartment complex to be built in Maplewood and
am definitely against granting a use variance for this project.
 
It will not fit in well with the current mixed use community, which consists of basically a strip mall with 3
small restaurants, a hair salon, doctors offices and a gas station/convenience store.
 
The plan did not appear to have adequate parking for up to 160 units, it appeared to have at the most 120
spaces.
 
I feel it will disrupt the traffic flow in the area, as it is there is too much traffic on Main Dunstable Road, with
most drivers speeding well above the posted limit of 30 mph. The infrastructure in this area of Nashua cannot
support this type of development.
 
Constructing a grocery store in that location a few years back was denied, as I feel it should have been.  I feel
the same now regarding the apartment complex proposal.
 
Elaine M. LoPilato
449 Main Dunstable Road
Nashua
 
Sent from my iPad



From:                              Kiran Kumar Samudrala <samudrala.kirankumar@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 3:52 PM
To:                                   Falk, Carter; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; zPlanning Board
Cc:                                   Kiran Samudrala
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear Sir/Madam, 
This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-

8

I am Kiran Kumar Samudrala, residing at 5 Katie Ln, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the

Maplewood neighbourhood.

 

Maplewood neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. I bought the house here as this locality is
zoned for single family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential

development.    

 

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighbourhood and provides amenities in a

detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighbourhood. Proximity to such

integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 
 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is

proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the

neighbourhood from the original intended purpose. 

 

We, Maplewood residents, including me, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the

concerned area, and *also oppose the construction* of 160 unit Apartment building. 

 
As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood equals

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighbourhood

residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 

 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 

 

x-apple-data-detectors://4


I request you to kindly consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this

change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding

communities. 

 

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.

 
Thank you!

Kiran Kumar Samudrala

5 Katie Ln

Nashua 

NH 03062

Home phone (603-809-5697)

 

x-apple-data-detectors://5


From:                              DANIEL KANE <whtcdr@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 5:05 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Proposed 4 Story 160 Unit Apartment Complex Off Merritt Parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear Board Members,
 
My name is Daniel Kane and my residence is at 9 Gilson Road here in Nashua. I am contacting the
board to state my opposition to granting a variance for a proposed 4 story 160 unit Apartment
Complex in a R-30 residential zone near the Maplewood neighborhood. I do not see how any of
you can vote for this variance with the applicant statements. A multifamily building in a
neighborhood with varying size lots from 1/2 an acre to almost 2 acres will most definitely "alter the
character of the Maplewood neighborhood". It will not fit in as there are only 2 story buildings in this
entire area. You need to drive to Northeastern Blvd before you will see anything over 2 stories. The
statement that the project will not disrupt traffic in the area is just not accurate. Assuming each unit
has 2 family members in the work force, the project will add an additional 320 vehicles to the area.
With the current zoning, we see many vehicles at commuting hours. Just think of 320 more vehicles
on the side streets at commuting hours. 
 
Lastly, your responsibility to enforce the building codes is one of your duties to the city of Nashua.
All variances, when granted, set a legal precedence. There are no extending circumstances that I
can see which will allow you all to grant a variance. This is a very slippery slope as you all know.   
 
I will be attending the Webex meeting on the 11th and look forward to how the board process' this
application for variance. 
 
Regards,
 
Dan Kane



From:                              Ramayya Darbhamulla <rsd.goog@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 5:45 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept; zZoning Board; zPlanning Board; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to construction of the 160 apartments building complex on Merrit

Parkway, Nashua
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Dear Sir / Madam,
 
This is in reference to the Variance Application for 8 Merrit Pkwy, Zoning District R-30 FOUD, Sheet C, Lot  2544-8. I would like to register my
concern and state that I vehemently oppose the approval of this application. 
 
Below is a summary of my concerns:

·          

Data shows that the construction of these apartments is bound to lower the property value of the houses in the

immediate vicinity. The induced demand theory has been proven to be a fallacy time and again (See AMR Induced

Demand.pdf)

The constant release of land for construction has affected the property value of all properties in Zone R-30 FOUD. While

most properties across the border in Massachusetts have seen an increase in property value to 150% or more, properties in our

zone have mostly seen a decline in value.

The increased permits for single family home construction in itself have started to create traffic congestion, lack of seats in

schools and degradation in the quality of life . Adding 160 apartments is going to have a significant negative impact on the

entire community.

Zoning district R-30 FOUD was never meant to have apartments and this request for variance in zoning is an assault on the

commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua.

 
I hope that the request from the residents of Zone R-30 FOUD would be taken seriously and the application for variance in zoning declined.
 
I would appreciate if you could acknowledge the receipt of this email.
 
Thanking you,
 
 
Yours truly
Ramayya & Aruna Darbhamulla
26 Hibiscus Way
Nashua NH 03062
Ph: (978) 973-8621

 

https://appam.confex.com/data/extendedabstract/appam/2018/Paper_25811_extendedabstract_1729_0.pdf


From:                              Donna Henning <donnamhenning@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 6:11 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          re:  Proposal http://bit.ly/3gt2Cm9 (4 story ~ 160 unit apt building in

Maplewood)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To whom it may concern:
 
I would like to go on record as saying that I am strongly opposed to this building plan.  I have been
a Nashua resident for 23 years and I pay extremely high taxes.  
 
To have a unit like this in the Maplewood retail area - which is already surrounded by $1M Plus
valued homes and single family homes in Maplewood and Rosewood would in my opinion serve
only to diminish property values.  As far as I'm concerned, Maplewood and Rosewood themselves
were overly crammed in.  When I moved to SW Nashua, there was a 1 acre minimum.  It was a
beautifully wooded and upscale area.  How far we've come!  In under ten years, Maplewood and
Rosewood crammed homes onto less than 1/4 acre plots.  The last thing SW Nashua needs is a
160 unit apartment house!  What is this going to do to our already overwhelmed school systems?  I
pay a disproportionately high amount of taxes already and this will not help!

I personally feel that a more appropriate use of this land being considered would be a commercial
low-rise building that would blend with the existing structures and compliment the services already
in Maplewood retail zone.
 
I urge the board to consider protecting what remains of the single-family environment that drew so
many SW Nashua residents to this area over the considerations of some developer who is just
looking to make a monetary score on this truly ridiculous proposal!

Sincerely,
Donna Henning
4 Covey Road
Nashua, NH 03062

  



From:                              Giridhar Akkineni <gakkineni@akkencloud.com>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 7:31 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          RE: Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Dear Sir/Madam, 

This email is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD,
Sheet C, Lot 2544-8

I am Giridhar Akkineni, residing at 66 Cherrywood Drive, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part
of the Maplewood neighborhood.

Maplewood neighborhood is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. I bought the house here because
of this locality is zoned for single-family neighborhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any
multi-family residential development.   

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood, provides amenities in
a detached parcel of land, and adds to the neighborhood's convenience and beauty. Proximity to
such an integrated commercial hub adds value to the area and surrounding communities'
properties. 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that multi-family multi-storied apartment
building is proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD) to change the
character of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. 

We, Maplewood residents, including me, *strongly oppose* any alteration to the zoning
characteristics of the concerned area and fight the construction* of 160 unit Apartment building. 

As you may know, the number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a
grocery store. Concentrated housing will create a dense population density, which will permanently
disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

This new development will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will
undoubtedly impact property values. It will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding
roads used by the neighborhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere.
 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted and is an assault
on the commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 



I request you to consider this objection kindly, and please let us know what action is needed to stop
this change of zoning and creating a disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood
and surrounding communities. 

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.

Thanking you,
Giridhar Akkineni
66 Cherruwood Drive
Nashua, NH 03062
Home Phone: 603-886-7104
Cell Phone: 781-640-2897



From:                              Brian Di Meo <bdimeo1@hotmail.com>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 8:34 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Purposed Variance for 8 Merritt Parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.
Dear Planning Board, 

I am writing you to express my extreme opposition to the proposed variance that would allow a 160-unit
apartment complex on the site where Captains Corner is today (8 Merritt Parkway). Over 12 years ago my wife
and I moved our family here buying a home located on MacDonald Dr. I was originally from Bedford and after
living in Massachusetts for many years decided to move back. We enjoyed the fact that even though we were
in the second largest city in New Hampshire, we were able to find an area that had a more rural neighborhood
feel. Recently we decided to sell our house on MacDonald but stayed in the area moving to Jenny Hill Ln.
Again because of the area and the quiet rural feel.  

Hearing of the purposed variance was very disheartening. The area that is currently on that site today plays
very nicely into the neighborhood feel. Not too busy and offers some amenities. It would be frustrating to
see that replaced by a massive unneeded apartment complex that would bring nothing but more traffic, both
human and vehicle. This coupled with the fact that the new middle school is planned to be constructed in the
same area would bring unwanted congestion. We in this area of Nashua would lose a large piece of our
peaceful rural feel. 

I am hoping that the board decides to deny this variance and keep the friendly neighborhood feel that we
have come to love. 

Thank You, 

Brian DiMeo 

5 Jenny Hill LN 

 



From:                              Joe Akkineni <joeakkineni@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 7:32 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          RE: Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Dear Sir/Madam, 

This email is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD,
Sheet C, Lot 2544-8

I am Jyothi Akkineni, residing at 66 Cherrywood Drive, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of
the Maplewood neighborhood.

Maplewood the neighborhood is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. I bought the house here
because of this locality is zoned for single-family neighborhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting
any multi-family residential development.   

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood, provides amenities in
a detached parcel of land, and adds to the neighborhood's convenience and beauty. Proximity to
such an integrated commercial hub adds value to the area and surrounding communities'
properties. 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that multi-family multi-storied apartment
building is proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD) to change the
character of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. 

We, Maplewood residents, including me, *strongly oppose* any alteration to the zoning
characteristics of the concerned area and fight the construction* of 160 unit Apartment building. 

As you may know, the number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a
grocery store. Concentrated housing will create a dense population density, which will permanently
disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

This new development will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will
undoubtedly impact property values. It will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding
roads used by the neighborhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere.
 
This the imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted and is an
assault on the commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 



I request you to consider this objection kindly, and please let us know what action is needed to stop
this change of zoning and creating a disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood
and surrounding communities. 

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.

Thanking you,
Jyothi Akkineni
66 Cherruwood Drive
Nashua, NH 03062
Home Phone: 603-886-7104
Cell Phone: 781-775-5639
 



From:                              Padma Kaki <padma_kaki@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 7:51 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

 
To whomsoever it may concern
 
Dear Sir/Madam, 
 
This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C,
Lot 2544-8
I am Padmanjali Kaki, residing at 18 Forsythia Drive, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of
the Maplewood neighborhood.
 
Maplewood neighborhood is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. I bought the house here as this
locality is zoned for single family neighborhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family
residential development.    
 
The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides
amenities in a detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the
neighborhood. Proximity to such integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the
neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
 
It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment
building is proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the
characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. 
 
We, Maplewood residents, including me, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning
characteristics of the concerned area, and also oppose the construction of 160 unit Apartment
building. 
 
As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a
grocery store. Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will
permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
 
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the
property values. It will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are
used by the neighborhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 
 



This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault
on the commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 
 
I request you to kindly consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken
to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the
neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
 
You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.
 
Regards,
Padmanjali Kaki
18 Forsythia Drive
Nashua NH 03062
(H) 781-656-5254
 
 



From:                              Denise Muccioli <denise.muccioli@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 10:25 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept; Mayor's Office Email; Gathright, Linda
Subject:                          Case#11 strong opposition, public comment
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen and Hon. Mayor Donchess,
 
As a lifelong resident of Nashua, I am vehemently opposed to the proposed 160 unit apartment
building on 8 Merrit Pkwy.  My brother owns a home in that area and I live down the street. 
Allowing development like this in this area would destroy the enjoyable natural beauty and serenity
of the area.  Merritt Place, LLC will have you and the public believe that a 160 unit building will not
have any negative impact on the community because there is existing commercial businesses. 
Hogwash!  These businesses are very small and consists of a couple sub shops, small
convenience store/gas pumps, hair dresser, veterinarian.  Most of those businesses are closed by
10 p.m. and many are closed on Sunday.  Many residents walk to or bike to these establishments. 
I have never seen more than 25 cars parked in the development at any given hour.  And

the applicant expects the planning department to think 160 residents that live there 24/7 won't have
a negative impact?  In reality, most apartments will have 2 occupants (not counting the extended
families they sneak in).  That is 320 residents in that area.  The traffic patterns are NOT equipped
to handle this many more residents. How many parking spots will be needed?  Let's guess 300
parking spots, not the 50-75 spots that serve ALL OF the small shops in that development.  There
will be an increase in noise (loud stereos, parties, people coming and going all hours of the night). 
The applicant can't possibly compare this large residence to these small shops in terms of impact
to the area. There will be more trash than is already thrown there.   More beer cans than we can
count thrown out. 
 
There are wetlands in the form of a pond that is frequented by Canada geese, Great Blue Herons
and a variety of wildlife.  This is their home and they need those wetlands to survive and raise their
young. Don't be fooled into thinking that this proposed complex won't affect the environment.  Here
are some examples of why this applicant should be denied as well as any future development of
this area. 
 
1.  Increase in traffic.  There are NO traffic lights in this area.  There is a 4 way stop where there
was already one fatality.  There are 2 other stop signs in and out of the development.  Bikers share
the road with cars and struggle daily with not being hit by speeding cars.  I, myself, have had
several encounters with drivers driving to endanger . So let's add 300 more people...nope...won't
affect the people, right!  There would have to be lights installed and I am pretty sure the residents
that live at the 4 way won't be thrilled.  Neither will the owners of half a million dollar single homes in
the area who don't forget pay heaving taxes on those beautiful homes.
2.  Increase in trash.  Try as he might the building owner will NOT be able to prevent trash from 320
people from damaging the environment and becoming unsightly, lowering the property value of



homes in the area, some of which are directly across from the proposed area.  
3. Irreparable damage to wildlife including WETLANDS.  Apartments typically use pesticides

and lawn chemicals as well as ice melt, all of which are very deadly to wetland and wildlife.  Not to
again mention increased traffic means increased dangers for wildlife crossing what is now a fairly
quiet roadways. 
4.  Increase in crime.  Just do the math.  More people, more crime.
 
Many people treasure and respect the natural beauty of this area.  I remember when it was
farmland.  We have many people come from MA to enjoy hiking and biking in the area.  They
spend a few dollars at the corner store and sub shops.  Bird watchers frequent the area as well as
wildlife enthusiasts such as myself.  This area is the LAST stronghold that wildlife have in the
City  Please don't let this become another major destruction of resources that belong to every

single citizen of Nashua.  Flatley has already destroyed all the wildlife habitat off Exit 1.  Don't let
anyone destroy this area.  This is the crowned jewel of the City and as such should remain

intact.  I t is your duty to protect what little we have left of natural resources. Many folks

walk there and enjoy a quiet lunch on the deck of the sub shop or near the pond.  Kids enjoy picnics
there.  They also enjoy playing and riding their bikes on the trails.  
 
At first pass, you think well there are already buildings there so what's the harm? The harm is in
taking away resources that belong to all of us and not just the greedy few.  Please look at the
broad picture including the environmental impact and aesthetics of the area.  The applicant
can paint a great picture of how he will have a dog station and bike station but that will not make up
for the land and resources he is taking away from the native wildlife that make this a diverse area. 
This is their home and it's MY HOME!  In how many large cities can you get away from it all and
see a deer with her fawns or a Great Blue Heron (who are very sensitive to environmental
disturbances)?  This area teaches kids about conservation and compassion.  It teaches them that
they need to look at their footprint on the environment and protect it from those of us who wish to
destroy it. I never cease to be amazed to spot a deer with her spotted fawns, a family of skunks or
even a very elusive bobcat in this area.  I can tell you exactly where to see deer and turkeys.  I know
the area like the back of my hand.  You may not know it.  You need to go down there and spend the
afternoon and ask yourself how adding 320 people to this area will be just fine and dandy.  
 
Once this area starts further development, it will turn out like the Sheraton/Radisson area.  
 
Let the developer know that you value all of the natural resources in the beautiful southwest
quadrant.  Let your constituents and neighbors know you value the City's NATURAL RESOURCES
.  He's welcome to build near the old Bellevance Beverage area, the almost empty Simoneau
Plaza, or any number of vacated industrial buildings or empty strip malls. Why must we give up our
thrill of seeing a deer grazing peacefully while her fawn is safely hidden or Great Blue Heron fishing
at the wetlands that surround Merrit Parkway?  Repurpose don't destroy.  The pond and

streams are critical to the survival of over 100 species of wildlife.  They need to be able to safely
move about and they don't need to move across a crowded 300 spot parking lot. 
 
I came into this fight late, I know, but don't underestimate my determination to ensure this area
remains protected forever.  It is what Nashua means to me. Don't deprive my little nephews of
growing up in an area this beautiful as I did.  
 



I beg this of you. 
 
Here is a list of wildlife I have spotted in this area:  deer, bobcat, bear, Red Tailed Hawk, Great
Blue Heron, lots of turkeys, mink, fisher, skunks, raccoon, opossum, turtles, frogs, beaver, geese,
coyote, etc.  Building here will push them out, colliding with cars, abandoning their young, etc.
 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
Denise Muccioli

611 Midhurst Rd. 

Nashua, NH  03062

603-438-2562

 
 



From:                              Thomas O'Brien <obrientm24@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Sunday, August 09, 2020 10:51 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   Gathright, Linda; Mayor's Office Email
Subject:                          Case#11 Merrit Pkwy
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Dear Fellow Citizens, 

 
As a resident of Nashua New Hampshire I am very strongly opposed to the proposed 160 unit apartment

building at Merritt Pkwy.  I enjoy hiking in this area as well as watching birds and wildlife enjoy it and raise their

young. There is a large pond and also several streams that's around Merritt Parkway. These are wetlands. They

should be preserved as such. A 160 unit apartment building is going to add at least 300 people, more trash,

more crime, more traffic, and is going to be very unappealing to what is currently a very beautiful area

aesthetically speaking. 160 unit apartment building that will bring 300 people that are in Residence is definitely

going to have a huge negative impact on the wildlife and the environment of this area. There are many species of
wildlife that I personally have witnessed here beer dear Beaver skunks raccoons opossum Bobcat coyote Etc I

enjoy being able to observe them from a safe distance and having an apartment building with 300 people driving

cars blasting stereos is definitely going to scare the animals away. This area is unique in that it is one of the only

areas that is home to so many species of wildlife yet I could drive two miles down the road and be in the thick of

Nashua Main Street it's a very unique area that needs to be protected and preserved for all residents of New
Hampshire especially Nashua. There are many people that come from the neighboring Massachusetts towns and

they enjoy the area as well again please protect this natural resource and treasure that belongs to all citizens of

the city of Nashua thank you. 

 

By the way there are no traffic lights in the area and they had been a fatality at the Four Corners. They handle
another 300 potential residents they would have to be traffic signals put up and I don't think anybody in this area
wants a deal with more traffic lights especially those of us that come from the Spit Brook Road area. 

 
Nashua already has so many empty huge industrial buildings and empty strip malls that can be more

appropriately repurposed for residential apartment buildings. We do not need to destroy the natural resources

and the beauty of Southwest Nashua just so we can put some pennies in the pocket of a developer. 

 

Respectfully submitted.

 

Tom O'Brien

611 Midhurst Rd.

Nashua NH 03062

603 438 3789

603 
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From:                              Elaine Hall <elainehall66@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 6:32 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          16.-unit apartment building proposal
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

My name is Elaine Hall and I have lived at 67 McKenna Dr, Nashua for 36 years. This 160-unit apartment
building is right in my backyard. I STRONGLY oppose this unit being built. This is the WRONG are to be

putting this building up. Main Dunstable school is already overcrowded and the traffic is already at a high level.

 

My vote is NO.

 

Thank you

Elaine Hall



From:                                         kristensilva@myfairpoint.net
Sent:                                           Monday, August 10, 2020 8:02 AM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     160 Multi family apartments
Attachments:                          re-zoning letter.docx
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Thank you
 
Kristen Silva
33 Jennifer Dr
Nashua, NH 03062



From:                              Jonathan Ford <jford2001@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 9:39 AM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: Apartments at Merritt parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

101 cherrywood 
 

On Mon, Aug 10, 2020 at 9:34 AM Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Morning,

Can you please state your address? We will need that to add your comments to the record.

Sincerely,

Kate

________________________________

From: Jonathan Ford [jford2001@gmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, August 08, 2020 11:49 AM

To: CD- Planning Dept

Subject: Apartments at Merritt parkway

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:jford2001@gmail.com


To whom it may concern:

As a resident of cherrywood drive building a 4 story apartment building would not be beneficial to the area.

The addition of an apartment building would also be disruptive to a quiet neighborhood.

The proposed site of 6 acres is very rocky and also has some wetlands. This would mean blasting would need

to be done. Which would definitely disrupt the immediate business and surrounding homes.

Construction in the area would affect all businesses surrounding the proposed building.

From construction vehicles entering and exiting the site. Additionally there would be a lot of noise coming from
tractors, back hoes, jackhammers etc.

There will also be construction of the new middle school slated to start at the same time spring of 2021.

The addition of a 4 story building would be an eye sore in the area. No matter how much you make the
building appealing. It’d be like putting a make up on a pig and calling it pretty.

In addition there will not be enough parking for 160 units. Most families have 2 vehicles. Or you will have 2

people sharing rent which again will be 2 vehicles. Following this example you would need at least 320
parking spots and plenty of free parking for guests. In some instances I’m sure you would have 3 cars per

unit. A couple living with a roommate or a family with teenage/ college aged kids with cars.

I’m sure the surrounding businesses would not be happy with residents of an apartment complex taking up
spots for their customers because there isn’t sufficient parking.

That being said traffic in the area would be increased affecting all roads adjacent to the proposed site. Conant
Rd, Cherrywood Dr, Buckmeadow, Ridge Rd and Main Dunstable Rd.  All these roads are used by residents

for walking, most specifically Cherrywood Dr. Also consider the elementary school in the area with kids
walking in the area.

There has also been a few cars broken into in the area. Last year multiple cars were broken into along new
searles and searles. An addition of an apartment building would mean more opportunities for car break ins.



The apartment building would not be beneficial to the area. It would definitely have a negative impact on the
surrounding areas.

Thank you,

Jonathan Ford



From:                              Teresa barr <tess.prayerchain@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 9:24 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          160 units on Buckmeadow
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To the planning board.
I would like to address the 160 unit and my reasons for not wanting it.

 

1) 160 units will equal 320 or more people with 160+cars. That's huge for our area.

 

2) The traffic.

This unit would have severe impact on our rds.  Main Dunstable, Conant, Buckmeadow and Ridge. Conant and

Main Dunstable have become a nightmare for walkers, runners and bicyclists.  Last Friday I almost got hit 2x
walking down Main Dunstable! Possibly adding 300+ more cars to that area would impact our quality of life.

Please keep in mind that these roads have limited or no sidewalks.  

Also, not only does this impact Exit 5 but during heavy traffic Exit 4. When coming off E. turnpike exit 4 Harris

would also be impacted. Also keep in mind the speed limit is 30mph but most do at least 40mph.  If you try and

drive 30mph other cars become annoyed and tail, beep etc.

 
3) Schools, which are already overcrowded, would be impacted as well.

 

4) With that size of unit property values would drop because something that big is an eyesore.

 

In closing, I  would be more in favor of smaller homes not apartments.  Homes would blend into this area. 
Please vote this down!

 

Thank you,
Teresa Barr

Sagamore rd

Nashua 03062

SAVE OUR AREA

 

 

 



From:                              ANNETTE SKOLNICK <annetteira@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 9:48 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Proposed Maplewood Apartment Building
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

 
 
To:                                                                                                         August 10, 2020
 
  Planningdepartment@nashuanh.gov
 
Attention: Zoning board
 
From:
 
Annette Skolnick, Maplewood Home Owner
 
5 Carnation Circle
 
Nashua, NH 03062
 
Annetteira@comcast.net
 
Reference: Proposed 160-unit apartment building in Maplewood
 
To the zoning board:
 
It is with great concern that I have read the proposal addressed to the zoning board requesting
variance of the zoning for our neighborhood to build a large apartment development. I find the
variance request to contain misleading statements about the effect on the character of our
neighborhood. The granting of the request will alter the trust Maplewood home owners have placed
in the board to protect our substantial home investments. 
 
In the variance request, Mr. Parsons has stated that the construction of such an ugly apartment
building “will not alter the character of the neighborhood”. I strongly disagree! My neighbors and I
purchased many single- family homes specifically because the safety and environment of
Maplewood was not a multi-family unit area. We all expected the city of Nashua to preserve that
neighborhood character for us. To state that the existing neighborhood character will not be altered
is simply not true.
 
We have no multi-family dwellings in Maplewood and a distance of 250 feet from the nearest
house is simply not sufficient to prevent altering the character of the neighborhood. The nearest

mailto:Planningdepartment@nashuanh.gov
mailto:Annetteira@comcast.net


multi-family dwellings are 2 miles away closer to Northeast Blvd. This is NOT a multi-family
apartment building area and never should be. The presence of such a building and its effect on
traffic, public safety and the devaluation of our homes is simply an unacceptable outcome.
 
There are only two primary access routes to Maplewood and traffic on these routes increased
substantially as other adjacent developments were completed. An additional traffic flow of 160
family vehicles or more, will create more traffic getting to Maplewood and increase the safety risk
for the many children currently living here. Statements to the contrary are simply false and
misleading to the board. Mr. Parsons is intent on corporate profit at the environmental expense of
the existing Maplewood home owners.
 
I urge the board to be sensitive to the reason we spent millions on these fine homes to be in a
single- family neighborhood and deny his request. Any other outcome will alienate the trust we have
placed in the zoning board to preserve our investment in single-family Nashua housing.
 
Annette Skolnick
 



From:                              AMANDA A MAZEROLLE <amandamaz@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 10:23 AM
To:                                   zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Re: Maplewood Apartment Unit
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

My apologies, I forgot my address is 21 Shingle Mill Drive

On 08/10/2020 8:51 AM AMANDA A MAZEROLLE <amandamaz@comcast.net> wrote:

 

 

Good Morning,
 
I am a ward 9 resident living within 2 miles of this potential unit, but my parents live
much closer to the area - they are on Searles Rd, close to Conant Rd. While I
understand that Nashua needs housing, affordable housing, I have to wonder if this will
be affordable, but most important how they can say this will NOT impact traffic?
 
This past week I spent Tuesday at my parents' house, from 7 am to 530 pm, the traffic
on that road was beyond busy.  I could not believe the volume, the large trucks and the
speed.  Searles, Conant and Harris are roads undoubtedly used to access the
Maplewood commerce area.  160 units and a potential middle school will just make
Searles Rd more dangerous than it already is - my parents have replaced their fence
and mailbox numerous times over the years, even had a car come within inches of
hitting their house.
 
This development does NOT seem like a smart idea for that area. I very much oppose
this and beg you to consider the danger more traffic would cause on top of the wear
and tear on these already highly traveled roads.
 
Amanda Mazerolle
 

mailto:amandamaz@comcast.net


From:                              Jay Parikh <parikh_jay@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 10:51 AM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Dear Sir/Madam, 
This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-8
I am Jay Parikh, residing at 68 Cherrywood Dr, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the Maplewood
neighborhood.
 
Maplewood neighborhood is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. I bought the house here as this locality is zoned for
single family neighborhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential development.    
 
The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached
parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity to such integrated commercial
hub, adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 
 
It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is proposed
and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the
original intended purpose. 
 
We, Maplewood residents, including me, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the
concerned area, and also oppose the construction of 160 unit Apartment building. 
 
As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals approximately the
proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated housing will
create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and
surrounding communities. 
 
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It will
add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighborhood residents in a
peaceful atmosphere. 
 
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 
 
I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this
change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding
communities. 
 
You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.
 
Thanking you 
Jay Parikh
68 Cherrywood Dr
Nashua 
NH 03062



Home phone 978-842-0400
 



From:                              Christine Deneault <cdeneault@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 11:14 AM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: Proposed Maplewood Apartment Project
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Yes. 26 Grace Drive
 

On Mon, Aug 10, 2020, 10:51 AM Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Morning,

Can you please state your address? We will need it to add your comments to the record.

Sincerely,

Kate

________________________________
From: Christine Deneault [cdeneault@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, August 10, 2020 9:48 AM

To: CD- Planning Dept

Subject: Proposed Maplewood Apartment Project

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To whom it may concern:

I am writing to you to express my extreme concerns for the proposed ~160 unit Maplewood Apartments in

the complex near Family Pizza and Roast Beef.  As someone who has grown up in Nashua I have seen the
city grow and change into a thriving area, albeit a crowded one.  I have been a homeowner in the Main

Dunstable district for approximately 14 years and have LOVED living in this area because it is quiet,

residential and while populated, not overpopulated.  I enjoy the fact that I can drive down the road and still

see forested, undeveloped areas.  I enjoy the fact that I can walk down to the Maplewood Plaza without tons

of traffic and congestion.  I enjoy the fact that I do not have to look at tall, multi-story buildings and balconies,

but just a beautiful, well maintained residential area.  I also enjoy the fact that our school district is not so

overcrowded that we need extra trailer classrooms. (I grew up in the Bicentennial district and remember those

days in the 80s and 90s very well!)

I do not feel that this is the best use for this area.  I have seen too many housing developments crop up around

me recently and we are starting to become crowded.  While I do understand the need for housing, I do not

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:cdeneault@gmail.com


feel that this is the best type of structure for housing for this area.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Christine Deneault
Conant Rd neighbor



From:                              Wang J. G. <jgwang02@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 11:15 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   Wang J. G.; chenmlw9@yahoo.com
Subject:                          Comments about Proposal of Maplewood apartment building
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

 
 
The Maplewood is the best residential area for single family homes in Nashua. The proposal of constructing an
apartment building will completely destroy this character. It will not only diminish the value of our community, but also
make the city to lose its showcase as one of the best living places in the country. 
We, the owners of 10 ballerina Ct., strongly oppose this proposal, which should not be permitted.
 
Regards,
Jian Wang & Mei Chen, 10 Ballerina ct., Nashua, NH 03062.



From:                                         Bob Sheehan <bobsheehan@comcast.net>
Sent:                                           Monday, August 10, 2020 11:22 AM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Re: Proposed 4-story, 160 unit apartment complex in Maplewood
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

As residents of 15 Gilson Rd in Nashua for the past 16 years, it has been brought to our attention that an
application has been submitted to the City of Nashua to build a 4-story, 160 unit apartment complex in the
Maplewood community near the intersection of Main Dunstable Rd and Buckmeadow/Gilson Rds. We would
like to present comments regarding this proposed development.
 

Multi-family housing is inconsistent with the character of the neighborhood which is exclusively
comprised of single-family housing and, as a result, would potentially lower home values in the area.
The intersection of Main Dunstable Rd and Buckmeadow Rd has been the site of numerous auto
accidents that we have been witness to over the years and the increase in traffic caused by nearby
multi-family housing would only increase the frequency of accidents at that location.
The planned middle school along Buckmeadow Rd, in conjunction with Main Dunstable Elementary
School, would experience the added burden of a student population increase as a result of the
proposed multi-family development, consequently adding to the burden of property taxpayers in
Nashua in the form of student cost and police and fire demand. Resident tax payers receive no added
benefit from this development.
The Maplewood commercial district should be regarded as a village setting and an amenity to the
nearby residential community. Adding multi-family housing detracts from the character of the
community and current zoning to reflects the “village” character that is intended here.
Home values in the Maplewood community  and surrounding area represent some of the highest in the
city and should not be adversely impacted by multi-family development.

 
Thank you for your consideration regarding this matter.
 
Robert and Lisa Sheehan
15 Gilson Rd
Nashua, NH 03062
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 

https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986


From:                                         Reddy Putchakayala <lnreddyp@gmail.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, August 10, 2020 11:54 AM
To:                                               zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                                     Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in Maplewood

(Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
                                     To whomsoever it may concern
 
Dear Sir/Madam,
 
This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-8.
 
I am Reddy Putchakayala, residing at 88 Cherrywood drive, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the
Maplewood neighbourhood.
 
Maplewood neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. I bought the house here as this locality is
zoned for single family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential
development.
 
It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is
proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the
neighbourhood from the original intended purpose.
 
We, Maplewood residents, including me, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the
concerned area, and also oppose the construction of 160 unit Apartment building.
 
As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood equals
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.
Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities.
 
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and will surely impact the property
values. It will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the
neighbourhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere.
 
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua.
 
I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this
change of zoning and create disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding
communities.
 
You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.
 
Thanking you



 
Reddy Putchakayala
88 Cherrywood drive,
Nashua
NH 03062
Mobile Ph#978-394-2497



From:                              Carrie T. <carriet5350@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 12:05 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                   Jette, Ernest
Subject:                          160 apartment building at Commerce Center/ Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To the members of the Nashua Zoning Board,

 

I am writing in regard to the proposal to build a 160 unit apartment building in the Commerce Center of the

Maplewood community. My husband and I are strongly against this proposal. It is our feeling that the proposed

complex will change the make-up of our area in a negative way.  The current zoning, which prohibits multi family

dwellings, must stay intact in order to preserve the quiet, calm suburban feeling which drew the current residents

to this area.  We chose to live in this area of Nashua because we have the convenience of living in the city, while

living in a quiet well-established area.
 

In looking over some of the points the developers have made in their application to obtain a variance to build

their apartment building, we were unable to find one point with which we agreed. First of all they say that the

character of the neighborhood will not be altered. Of course it will be. We will no longer be a community of only

single-family homes. The quiet little shopping center where Captain’s corner is will change entirely. An apartment
building does not fit in well with the other buildings in the center. A couple of nice shops would. A nice sit down

restaurant would. 

 

I highly doubt that the homes that are 250 feet from the proposed building will agree with the developers

statement that there will be an adequate buffer between their homes and the apartments. It is laughable to us that

the developer claims the traffic will not be affected by the addition of a minimum of 160 additional cars. How

could that possibly be true? 

 
Not even mentioned is the effect that the additional population will have on Main Dunstable Elementary School. 

Of course it is not mentioned because it is obvious that adding what could be as many as 160 new students to

the school would be a nightmare.

 

When you vote tomorrow night on this issue please look at the negative affects that this proposal we have on our

community and vote “ NO!”

 

Sincerely,

 

Monte and Caroline Thompson 

77 McKenna Drive
Nashua



From:                              Girish Nair <grnair@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 12:02 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept; zZoning Board; zPlanning Board
Subject:                          Objection to 160 unit apartment building proposed - Captain's Corner
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hello,
 

My name is Girish Nair, from 35 Cherrywood Dr, Nashua in
Maplewood.
I am a resident of Nashua, specifically Maplewood since 2004 when
we bought our house.
 

It has been brought to my attention that there is a plan for a 160 unit
apartment complex planned in Captain's Corner.
I object strongly to this variance requested.
 

Maplewood / Rosewood along with Tanglewood and the Houston Drive are great
communities which follow the current character of this community.
Adding a 160 unit apartment complex will significantly alter the composition and will
detrimentally affect all these communities in my opinion.
It pretty much doubles the number of residents in the Maplewood community which will add
significant traffic not only to the access roads of Buckmeadow, Conant and/or Main
Dunstable but also to the very character of this community which made me move in.
 

In my opinion, this area of Nashua has a different character than other parts in Nashua and
flows seamlessly from the abutting towns of Dunstable and Nashua.
If there is a need to have a 160 unit apartment, I suggest the ZB to please consider some
other area in Nashua which is more densely populated and which will not change the
character of that area so significantly as it would here.
 

Please count my serious objection on this proposal. 
 

Thank you for your attention!
 

Sincerely,
-Girish Nair



 



From:                                         kevin brown <brownk413@yahoo.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, August 10, 2020 12:26 PM
To:                                               Poirier, Kate
Subject:                                     Re: 4 story 160 unit building
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
175 Searles Rd Nashua 03062
 
Sent from my iPhone
 
> On Aug 10, 2020, at 11:58 AM, Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:
> 
> Good Morning,
> 
> I'm compiling a list of letters, and I realize that we don't have your address. Can you please state your
address for the record?
> 
> Sincerely,
> Kate
> ________________________________________
> From: kevin brown [brownk413@yahoo.com]
> Sent: Monday, August 10, 2020 9:57 AM
> To: Poirier, Kate
> Subject: Re: 4 story 160 unit building
> 
> CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
> 
> Thank you Kate!
> 
> Sent from my iPhone
> 
>> On Aug 10, 2020, at 9:08 AM, Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:
>> 
>> Good Morning,
>> 
>> 
>> 
>> Please consider this confirmation that your correspondence has been received and sent on to the Zoning
Board. If you would like to attend the meeting, please find the online meeting login information below:
>> 
>> 
>> 
>> To access WebEx:
>> 
>> https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m1dd2f9c0ac71ac9a521ff92ae97b615e

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m1dd2f9c0ac71ac9a521ff92ae97b615e


>> 
>> 
>> 
>> Meeting number/access code: 129 062 2404
>> 
>> Password: EDwuFrMG288
>> 
>> 
>> 
>> To join by phone:  1 (408) 418-9388
>> 
>> 
>> 
>> Sincerely,
>> 
>> Kate
>> 
>> -------------------------------------------
>> Kate Poirier
>> Zoning Coordinator
>> Planning Department
>> 603-589-3056
>> PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
>> 
>> The Right-To-Know Law (RSA 91-A) provides that most e-mail communications, to or from City employees
and City volunteers regarding the business of the City of Nashua, are government records available to the
public upon request. Therefore, this email communication may be subject to public disclosure.
>> ________________________________
>> From: kevin brown [brownk413@yahoo.com]
>> Sent: Friday, August 07, 2020 5:18 PM
>> To: CD- Planning Dept
>> Subject: 4 story 160 unit building
>> 
>> 
>> CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source
is unknown.
>> 
>> Good afternoon members of the board,
>> 
>> 
>> As a concerned Ward 9 resident and voter, I was shocked when I saw the recent notification of a proposed 4
story-160 unit apartment building in a relatively quiet residential area. I'm not sure where to begin stating my
opposition to this plan but there are several things that stick out.
>> 
>> First, there are NO other massive apartment complexes in the area and I believe it is clear why. They are
not part of the landscape or fabric of this particular area of Nashua, and I think that is part of the reason for
the variance request. If you look through the entire neighborhood and surrounding areas, they are quiet,
single family homes and several small neighborhood businesses. A massive, 4 story 160 unit building would
completely change the makeup of this area, to the point where I believe there are codes already on the book
that do not allow multi family residence in this area.

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov


>> 
>> 
>> Second, there was a recent article in the Union Leader where the developer notes how many pieces of
infrastructure are already in place such as traffic lights. Has the developer even seen the area? The closest
traffic light is miles away. The main roads off the proposed development area consist of 1 lane each direction
at 30MPH, hardly sufficient enough to endure the traffic that will be brought with 160 units and their
residents. There is 1 sidewalk which often has numerous children and families walking and riding bicycles.
How will this safety be impacted by adding hundreds of new cars to this quiet, residential area?
>> 
>> 
>> Third, the developer states that we are a city and as such this development is a perfect fit. If this is his best
argument for this proposal, I believe it is clear he is not at all concerned with the fit in the neighborhood, so
much as he is concerned with his profit. I don’t understand what being a city has to do with it. There are so
few pieces of undeveloped land left, why does this parcel have to go too?
>> 
>> 
>> I know the mayor was also quoted in this Union Leader article, although I thought he was supposed to
remain neutral on these types of projects, but nonetheless he clearly is supportive of this because he wants
the tax revenue it will bring. In order for him to continue to spend city money at the pace he has, he must
continue to support these types of developments regardless of what the local neighbors and community
believe.
>> 
>> 
>> My family and I strongly urge you to reject the variances being sought, as this gigantic building project is
out of character for the neighborhood, and is clearly a money grab for both the developer and the mayor!
>> 
>> 
>> Sincerely,
>> 
>> 
>> Kevin Brown
>> 
>> Nashua NH
> 
 



From:                              Pat Retelle <pat_retelle@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 12:09 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          RE: Captains Corner Apartments
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Good Afternoon,
3 Daylily Dr

Nashua, NH 03062

 

Thanks

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

 

On Mon, Aug 10, 2020 at 10:34 AM, Poirier, Kate
<PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Morning,

Can you please state your address? We will need that to add your comments to the record.

Sincerely,

Kate

________________________________

From: Pat Retelle [pat_retelle@yahoo.com]

Sent: Sunday, August 09, 2020 9:07 PM

To: CD- Planning Dept
Subject: Captains Corner Apartments

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source

is unknown.

Good Evening,

I am a resident in Maplewood area expressing my concern for the 160 unit apartment complex being

proposed at Captains Corner.  Our primary concerns are traffic congestion and how that many more

residents in the area could have adverse impacts on quality of education.  My understanding is that a meeting
is being held on August 11th so thank you for the opportunity to be heard.

Regards,

https://go.onelink.me/107872968?pid=InProduct&c=Global_Internal_YGrowth_AndroidEmailSig__AndroidUsers&af_wl=ym&af_sub1=Internal&af_sub2=Global_YGrowth&af_sub3=EmailSignature
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Pat Retelle



From:                              Cai Ting <tingcai1@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 12:42 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: Opposing letter for 160 Unit going up at Captain's Corner, 8 Merritt

Parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Hi Kate,
 
It is
 
4 Hollyhock Ave.
Nashua
 
Ting
 
 
 
On Monday, August 10, 2020, 10:34:15 AM EDT, Poirier, Kate <poirierk@nashuanh.gov> wrote:
 
 
Good Morning,

Can you please state your address? We will need that to add your comments to the record.

Sincerely,
Kate
________________________________

From: Cai Ting [tingcai1@yahoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, August 09, 2020 8:35 PM
To: CD- Planning Dept
Subject: Opposing letter for 160 Unit going up at Captain's Corner, 8 Merritt Parkway

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Dear Sir and Madam,

I am quite sure you have already received a lot of opposing letters. I would like to give you one more "No vote"  from
me for the same reasons you have already seen in those letters.

Here I want to address my most frustrating feeling. The zoning code R30 already defines what the zone should be,
why would we modify the code to meet the developer's own needs?

Best regards,

mailto:poirierk@nashuanh.gov
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Ting Cai

Resident of Maplewood



From:                              nermai <nermai2003@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 12:42 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; Falk, Carter; CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

To whomsoever it may concern

Dear Sir/Madam,

This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-8

I am Dharmarajan Viswanathan residing at 32 Cherrywood Drive, Nashua. This address is part of the Maplewood
community in South Nashua.
 

We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of our surrounding area, and also oppose the

construction of 160 unit Apartment building. 

This is a quiet place. I bought a home here as this is zoned for single family neighborhood, and not multi-family
residential development. We pay about $10,000 in house taxes on an average and it is one of the highest tax

rates in the country, contributing significantly to the income of our city. We don't want to be rewarded with a

multi-story apartment in our neighborhood adding more traffic and people coming in and leaving in an apartment

setup adding security concerns.

I urge you to reject the variance requested for construction of apartments in this area.

Thank you
 
Best Regards

Dharmarajan Viswanathan
32 Cherrywood Drive
Nashua 
NH 03062
Home phone  603-883-4065

 
 



From:                              jcboesch@gmail.com
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 12:45 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Opposition to Case #11 for up to 160 dwelling units
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

I am writing to let you know that I am strongly opposed to the construction of a building of up to 160
dwelling units in the area of Captain’s Corners.  The area is a jewel in the city complete with fragile
wetlands, walking and recreational areas, and habitat for a wide variety of wildlife. 
The adverse impacts would be substantial and irrevocable.
 
Jocelyn Boesch
36 Pinebrook Rd
Nashua, NH 03062
603-493-6164
 
Sent from Windows Mail
 



From:                                         Nicole Gilliam <nmt4@hotmail.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, August 10, 2020 1:02 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     160 unit apartment building at Maplewood
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
To whom it may concern:
I’m writing in regard to the variance proposal for a 160 unit apartment building at the Commerce Center at
Maplewood. I am a resident and property owner at 481 Main Dunstable Road, directly across from this
complex.  I urge you to deny this variance application for a multi-family dwelling.
 
We purchased our home in this area in part specifically because of the zoning solely for single family
dwellings. As I’m sure you are well aware, Main Dunstable Road is a highly trafficked thoroughfare without
the addition of vehicles from 160 additional residences.  Many families are multi vehicle, so this could in fact
put upwards of 300 additional vehicles traveling in our immediate neighborhood. That absolutely does have
an unwelcome impact on the health, welfare, and safety of the surrounding neighborhood, my
neighborhood.
 
This proposed building would destroy the view from our home. That view is currently of a quiet complex, a
beautiful pond and tree lined horizon.  I do not want to look out my front door to see a four story building,
potential balconies, etc cluttered with paraphernalia from up to 160 residences.
 
This plot of land deserves to be developed. This particular proposal is just not the right fit.  It is not zoned for
multi family dwellings and there was nothing compelling enough in the proposal to warrant approving this
change.  Please consider the property owners already residing in this neighborhood and the impact this will
have on us if approved. I love our neighborhood and would like it to stay that way.
 
Thank you for your time.  I can be reached at this email address or (978) 869-9642 for further comment.
 
Regards.
~Nicole Gilliam
481 Main Dunstable Rd.



From:                                         Ritu Khanna <khannaritu@hotmail.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, August 10, 2020 1:46 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Objection to the proposed 4 story,~160 unit apartment building at Merritt parkway
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Dear Sir/ Madam,
 
I highly oppose the building of a multi family four story apartment at Merritt parkway. This land is in a
residential area where multi family dwellings should be prohibited. A high rise building will alter the
character of the neighborhood. There are no current high rise buildings in this area. Currently the commercial
space is occupied by restaurant, doctor office, day care etc which has extremely low density traffic. Also,
Conant road,  Main Dunstable and Ridge road do not have the infrastructure to support traffic of hundreds of
other families. This will cause choke points at several intersections leading to route 3. I work in the hospital
and have to leave early and still sometimes find slow traffic on the main arteries leading to route 3. It is worse
in the winter months.
I would beg you to object  the proposal of a multi family dwelling and reject the variance.
 
Thank you,
Ashish and Ritu Khanna
52 Tanglewood drive
 
 
 
 
 



From:                              Travis Bennett <travisrbennett1@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 1:16 PM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: Opposition to Multi-Family Dwelling Unit in Ward 9
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hi Kate, 
 

My address is 31 Pinebrook Rd, Nashua, NH 03062.

 

Thanks very much!

 

 

On Mon, Aug 10, 2020 at 12:59 PM Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Afternoon,

Can you please state your address? We'll need that to add your comments to the record.

Sincerely,

Kate

________________________________
From: Travis Bennett [travisrbennett1@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, August 10, 2020 12:45 PM

To: CD- Planning Dept

Subject: Opposition to Multi-Family Dwelling Unit in Ward 9

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hello,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed plan for a multi-family dwelling unit in Ward 9 Nashua.

Having grown up in Ward 9 and living in the area for most of my life, I'm well aware of how the proposed

building would impact the surrounding area. Nearby, both in Nashua and directly over the border in

Massachusetts, there are wildlife protection areas (Lovewell Pond and the Keegan and Kennedy

Conservation areas, respectively). Any large developments within the vicinity of those conservation areas

would certainly have a negative impact on wildlife ecologies that have already been encroached upon by heavy

development in the surrounding areas.

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
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I'm also certain that a majority of people in the surrounding Ward 9 area would be opposed to the project for

the, albeit slightly less dire impact, the project would have on the motor vehicle traffic flow through the area,

which is already fairly heavy as the roads are often used by people going to and from towns in Northern

Massachusetts.

Additionally, most housing within the surrounding area is not comprised of multi-family dwelling units. A large
amount of the housing nearby the proposed project is comprised of privately owned houses, many of which

have been financed over the lives of those who own them, and the subsequent property values of which may

be impacted by this project.

In order to preserve both the ecological surroundings, which are already threatened by urban encroachment,

as well as the existing value of homes held by working-class families living nearby the proposed project site, I

again implore the zoning board to oppose this project.

Thank you for considering my views on this matter and the work that you do.

Best Regards,

Travis Bennett



From:                              Cheryl Lucas <cmlucas12@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 1:48 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Variance Request by Hannaford Bros. for 160 Unit Apartment Building at Merritt

Parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
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August 10, 2020

 
City of Nashua
Planning Department
PO Box 2019
Nashua, NH 03061

 

Attention Nashua Planning Board:

 Please DENY Hannaford’s request for Land Variance at Merritt Parkway. 

As a home owner in Maplewood and 17-year resident in Nashua, we are writing today to express our deep
disappointment that this variance has come forward.  We are appealing to the Planning Board to not permit this
variance.  There are several reasons we oppose an apartment building in this location:

One of our motivations to purchase a home in Maplewood was that Captain’s Corner and the land off Merritt Parkway
was going to be filled out with retail that would support our single-family neighborhood.  

Introducing an apartment building with renters does not fit well with the design of this community.  An apartment will
drastically alter the concept for which it was intended. Maplewood is a single-family neighborhood where homeowners
invest in their properties, support their neighbors and enjoy raising our children. Having apartment rentals will diminish
the quality of life with a transient population.   

An apartment building will alter the characterof the Maplewood Community by increasing the density in the
neighborhood with people and traffic.  The original concept of a small market may have brought some traffic, but not
the permanent presence of parked vehicles overnight and hundreds of individuals in 160 units.  

There is not adequate road access as Merritt Parkway serves as a “cut through” street for most traffic.  On a busy
soccer weekend the Main Dunstable soccer fields bring in hundreds of people and at those times there is not enough
parking so overflow parking happens along Conant and Main Dunstable Roads. There is a disruption of traffic on busy
soccer weekends, so to add hundreds of additional vehicles with an apartment complex will create disruption that
these roadways were not built to handle.

Apartments are rental properties and given the growth of apartments in Nashua (specifically those off of Spit Brook) it
doesn’t seem to make economic sense to the City of Nashua for the cost and upkeep of an additional apartment
building.  

Property values in a single-family neighborhood directly reflect the upkeep of that neighborhood as well as the open
space and sense of community established with the immediately surrounding properties. It is not reasonable to use
the land on Merritt Parkway for rental apartments considering the devaluing impact it will have on the Maplewood



community.  

The City of Nashua has planned to build a school off of Cherrywood Dr. which will bring an increase in trafficto this
neighborhood.  Hundreds of additional renters and their vehicles will add to this traffic.

For all of these reasons, we respectfully request that you deny the variance for a 160 Unit Apartment building at
Merritt Parkway. 

 

Sincerely,

 

Cheryl M. Lucas and
Christopher E. Hopey

10 Hollyhock Ave

Nashua, NH 03062

 
 
__________________________
Cheryl M. Lucas, M.Ed.
MBSR Qualified Teacher
603-305-4609 (cell)



From:                              Matthew Gilliam <mattgilliam73@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 3:05 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          LETTER OF OPPOSITION to Proposed Rezoning of Maplewood Community
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
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To Whom it May Concern:
 
I am Matthew Gilliam, a Nashua resident living at 481 Main
Dunstable Road.  I am writing to express my opposition to the
proposed zoning and development of the Maplewood residential
community.  I am not in favor of having a 6 story multi-family
complex for the following reasons:
 
-Increase in traffic congestion which is already in excess on Main
Dunstable Road.
 
-Huge eye sore in direct view of my property.  A 6 story building
would be the tallest in the community.  It’s not something I would
like to see in all directions in this quaint little suburb.  I
believe it would also diminish the character of this area.
 
-There is no compelling reason to approve the variance for a multi-
family dwelling.  This type of apartment complex does not fit into
the single family neighborhood.  I purchased my home in 2015
because this area is zoned for single family dwellings.
 
-With this influx of new residents, I am concerned with the safety
of the community, what the increased costs for the current
residents will be, and what will this do to our infrastructure
(sewers, utilities, public transportation, etc.)
 
Please DO NOT rezone this area.  Single family construction fits
within this neighborhood and community.  Thank you for your time
and consideration in this matter.
 
 
 
Respectfully,
 
Matthew Gilliam



From:                              Prasad Ganguri <prasad.ganguri@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 3:38 PM
To:                                   Falk, Carter; zPlanning Board; CD- Planning Dept; zZoning Board
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
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                  To whomsoever it may concern

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

 

This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-

8

I am *_<your name>_*, residing at *_<your street address, Nashua, NH 03062>_*. This address is part of the
Maplewood neighbourhood.

 

Maplewood neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. I bought the house here as this locality is

zoned for single family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential

development.    
 

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighbourhood and provides amenities in a

detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighbourhood. Proximity to such

integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is

proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the

neighbourhood from the original intended purpose. 
 

We, Maplewood residents, including me, *strongly oppose* any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the

concerned area, and *also oppose the construction* of 160 unit Apartment building. 

 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood equals

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighbourhood
residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 

 



This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the

commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 

 

I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this

change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding

communities. 
 

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.

 

Thanking you 

Prasad V Ganguri,  Madhavi Ganguri

7 Hollyhock Ave

Nashua 

NH 03062

Phone:  603-888-3923 (Home), 603-943-6849 (Mobile)



From:                              Nipuna <nipunajoset@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 5:13 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          160 unit apt complex
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CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

 
 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

  We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. 

We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhood, and explicitly zoned for

restricting any multi-family residential development.    

The concerned merit parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a detached

parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such integrated
commercial hub adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for

review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended purpose. 

We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, also oppose the

construction of 160 unit apartment complex. 

As you may know, total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equal to approximately
the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated

housing will create heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the

neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values. It

will add heavy traffic to the merit parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood residents in
a peaceful atmosphere. 

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the

commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua. 
Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the

peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities. 

 

Thanks and Regards,

Nipuna Shiju & Shiju Francis

8 Tamora Ct, Nashua, NH 03062

--
Regards,
             Nipuna

 



From:                              Chetan Nataraja <chetan.nataraja@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 6:01 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
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Subject : Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in Maplewood (Zoning R-30

FUOD)  

                                     To whomsoever it may concern

Dear Sir/Madam, 

This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-

8
I am Chetan Nataraja, residing at 4 Katie Ln, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the Maplewood

neighbourhood.

Maplewood neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. I bought the house here as this locality is

zoned for single family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential
development.    

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighbourhood and provides amenities in a

detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighbourhood. Proximity to such

integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is

proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the
neighbourhood from the original intended purpose. 

We, Maplewood residents, including me, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the

concerned area, and also oppose the construction of 160 unit Apartment building. 

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood equals

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding communities. 

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and will surely impact the property values. It
will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the neighbourhood

residents in a peaceful atmosphere. 



This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the

commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua. 

I request you to kind consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this

change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding
communities. 

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email.

Thanking you 

Chetan Nataraja

4 Katie Ln

Nashua 

NH 03062

Home phone 603 247 3042



From:                              Cliffdude Augst <cliffdude@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 6:18 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Zoning Variance for 8 Merritt Parkway - Case #11
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unknown.

To Zoning Board members,
 
  We wish to register our strong dissent on approving this variance.  It is a laughable claim that this
building will not alter the "character" of this neighborhood.  I ask how many other 4 story buildings
exist in this area?  It would be an eyesore visible from all over the area, towering above any other
building within miles of it. 
  
  Additionally, in looking at the plans attached to the variance request I count a total of 147 parking
spaces.  This for a building with 160 residences?  What kind of sense does this make given that
most families have an average of 2 vehicles? Even rounding down this building would need at least
300 parking spots to support 160 residences, and I believe that would ultimately prove to be
insufficient.
 
  Then there is the increase in traffic that would have a substantial impact on the roadways in this
area.  Already being difficult to get off side roads onto Main Dunstable Rd., particularly during
commute times of day, this situation would be made even worse.
 
  Traffic on our street, Whitford Road, is already ridiculous during school bus transport times of
day.  It is already next to impossible to get out of our driveway during those times.  The added
traffic of school children drop offs would exacerbate this problem notably.
 
  My suspicion (theory) is that the 160 units requested is actually a "Trojan Horse" number.  In
reality the 147 parking spaces would indicate a planned desire for 80 units as a reasonable
number for that amount of parking.  After local residents get past the initial outrage over the request
for 160 units, then the requester likely anticipates that 80 units (2 stories) would sound like a
reasonable compromise position to take.  Can we re-visit the original logic that determined the
zoning for this parcel to ascertain why it was never meant to be residential?
 
  Lastly, approving this variance will certainly cause a negative impact on property values in the
entire area.
 
Respectfully submitted,
 
Clifford Augst & Martha Bergstrom
5 Whitford Road
Nashua, NH 03062
  



   



From:                                         Comcast <hinzee4@comcast.net>
Sent:                                           Monday, August 10, 2020 6:14 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     160 unit apt building in maplewood
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To whom it may concern,
We oppose the building of apartments at that location. If it’s prohibited why are they allowed to do it in the
first place. This will affect schools, traffic, which is terrible now as we have lived on Ridge Rd for 40 yrs. We do
not want this! Where are the street lights they say are there but are not there! Biggest concern is redistricting
of schools as we are concerned for our grand children who live here already! We know what happens when a
big land owner takes over! Kids get disheveled and redistricted that belong here!
Thanks.
Kevin and Deborah Hinds
45 Ridge Rd
Nashua
 
 
Sent from my iPhone



From:                                         Delesca Newman <dillyd71@gmail.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, August 10, 2020 8:07 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     8 Merrit Parkway 160 multi-family building
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To whom it may concern, I am a Nashua resident, who lives near the proposed 160 multi-family building at 8
Merrit Parkway. I am opposed to it being built. This section of town is the last rural area left, with single
family homes, open spaces such as Yudicky Farm conservation area with ,trails baseball field and conservation
land it would increase the traffic in the area, contribute to congestion. Also, there is enough high end luxury
housing in the city that has not been filled. If the purpose is to build affordable housing then the city should
look at buildings in Nashua that are not being used, such as Henry Hanger building, maybe mixed use living at
Mill Yard building, to offer a few suggestions. The city does not need another builder to come into the city to
make money on high end luxury apartments. How is the city benefitting from the Loft building financially? I
feel that the city should use existing buildings in Nashua to offer affordable housing, or offer affordable
housing in the unrented Loft apartments.  I against the proposed development at 8 Merrit Parkway.
Dee Newman
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 

https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986


From:                              Derek Danielson <ddanielson724@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 7:50 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Proposed 4-Story Apartment Building at Maplewood
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Members of the Zoning Board:
 
I am writing to you to voice my opposition to the proposed 160 unit apartment building at
Maplewood. This type of building does not fit within the suburban character of Southwest
Nashua. This will not only add traffic to the area, but detract from the spacious and quiet
nature of the area.
 
I strongly disagree with the developer's assertion that this structure will not alter the character
of the neighborhood. I disagree that the 250 foot buffer to the nearest neighborhood is
adequate. And, I strongly disagree that this project will not disrupt traffic in the area.
 
Allowing this project to proceed will increase demands on the Police and Fire Rescue
departments, requiring additional resources to ensure the departments can adequately serve
the area.
 
Multifamily dwellings were (and are) prohibited from this area to preserve its distinct character.
I therefore urge you to deny the requested variance and uphold the existing residential zoning.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.
 
--

Derek S. Danielson
6 Bowman Lane, Nashua
 



From:                                         Lavoie <glcl214@comcast.net>
Sent:                                           Monday, August 10, 2020 8:15 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     4 story unit in Maplewood
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We are opposed to this apartment building! Every detail that the builder claims will not be effected, most
certainly will be. 160 units x2 cars ( at least) per unit, seriously how will that not effect traffic. This proposal is
not appropriate and should not be allowed.
Christine Lavoie
4 Margaret
 
Sent from my iPhone



From:                                         negron609@comcast.net
Sent:                                           Monday, August 10, 2020 8:32 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     11 Aug 2020  ZBA Meeting -  8 Merritt Parkway 160 Unit Apartment Building Use

Variance
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This email will voice our objections to the pending request for a variance to construct a 160 unit apartment
building at the Commerce Center at Maplewood.  (At least we know why the roads in this area have recently
been repaved now.)
 
The current R-30 residential zone for this community has been very successful and should be maintained. 
Maplewood and the mixed use Commerce Center provided neighbors with professionals’ offices, small
retailers, restaurants and at least until recently, a daycare that provided essential day care services to
residents of Nashua.  The developer’s request to plunk a four story building in the middle of this community
is visually and socially intrusive to what the residents currently enjoy under the protection of the R-30
zoning.   That is the zoning that encouraged most of us to purchase a home in this area of Nashua.  Single
family homes have helped to create the sense of safety and community which an apartment building/multi-
family dwellings would begin to erode.  Simply put, the character of the neighborhood would be permanently
altered in a negative fashion if this variance is granted.
 
Whoever thinks a 160 unit apartment building will not disrupt traffic doesn’t drive around here.  The influx of
approximately 200+ more personal and commercial vehicles in and around that area is also a safety concern. 
The traffic on the one-lane in each direction roadways is already dicey.  And we are soon to experience the
thrill of dump trucks, construction vehicles, and school buses using these same roads due to the land clearing,
construction and eventual operation of a very expensive new middle school in the very same area.
 
In short, it is a terrible idea.  Denial of the variance will not impose as much substantial harm on the
developer as it would on the current community. A 160 unit (or even a 40, 80 or 120 unit apartment building
after this gambit)  is not a reasonable use of that property in this community. 
 
Terry Negron
28 Tanglewood Drive
Nashua NH  03062

 

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 
www.avast.com

https://www.avast.com/antivirus
https://www.avast.com/antivirus


From:                              beau dionne <beaudionne@live.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 8:47 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          proposed 160 unit apartment
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Dear Planning board members, I am writing to share my concerns regarding the proposed 160 unit
apartment being considered near the captains corner. I live at 417 Main Dunstable Rd and our road is
heavily traveled. Quite often cars traveling on our road are going well beyond the speed limit. This
concerns me especially because I have 2 young boys and because it can be difficult to pull out onto the
road out of our driveway. If we add 160 apartments, most of which will likely have 2 cars, this will add a
lot more traffic to Main Dunstable and to Conant Rd. This is not safe or wise. 
If someone wishes to build on that land and they work within the existing zoning, that seems fine to me
but please do not support a variance allowing someone to build in a manner that is inconsistent with
the character of this part of town and in a way that would doubtlessly increase traffic and safety
concerns. Thank you for considering my thoughts on this matter, Beau Dionne 417 Main Dunstable Rd
603-966-7030



From:                                         Dmitry Iskhakov <dima67@yahoo.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, August 10, 2020 9:07 PM
To:                                               zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter
Subject:                                     Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in Maplewood

(Zoning R-30 FUOD)
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To whom it may concern
 
Dear Sir/Madam,
 
This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-8 I
am Dmitry Iskhakov, residing at 8 Bayberry Circle, Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the Maplewood
neighborhood.
 
Maplewood neighborhood is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood. I bought the house here as this locality is
zoned for single family neighborhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential
development.
 
The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a
detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity to such
integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
 
It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is
proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the
neighborhood from the original intended purpose.
 
We, Maplewood residents, including me, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the
concerned area, and also oppose the construction of 160 unit Apartment building.
 
As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.
Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.
 
This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property
values. It will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the
neighborhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere.
 
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the
commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua.
 
I request you to kindly consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop
this change of zoning and creating disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and
surrounding communities.
 



May you please acknowledge the receipt of this email?
 
Thank you
Dmitry Iskhakov and family
8 Bayberry Circle
Nashua, NH 03062
Phone 603-401-3878
 



From:                              JUAN RAMOS <somar3@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 9:14 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Maplewood Variance to Build 4 story, 160 unit Apartment Building
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unknown.

Zoning Board
 
City of Nashua
 
Regarding the proposed 4 story – 160 unit apartment building in Maplewood.
 
 
In response to the proposed variance to construct a four story, 160 unit apartment building in the
Maplewood community, we strongly oppose it due to the following reasons.
 
It will without a doubt alter the character of the Maplewood neighborhood.  Any structure that is four
(4) stories high and contains up to 160 units is going to stand out like “a sore thumb” in this country
like/quaint community.  In addition, there is a certain amount of wildlife in this area that is enjoyed
by the community which will certainly be destroyed and reduced with the construction and
completion of this massive building, not to mention the huge parking lot that will be needed to
accommodate its residents.  To suggest that this building is going to blend into the community and
fit into the current landscape makes no sense.
 
Also, how many residents will be forced to view this monstrosity of a building from their homes? 
Not only in the Maplewood community but across Conant Rd., Main Dunstable Rd and Gilson Rd.
 
This unit will most definitely disrupt and create more traffic as well.   If we assume that each unit will
have one (1) vehicle at the minimum, that’s 160 additional vehicles accessing, Conant Rd, Main
Dunstable Rd. and Buck meadow Rd. regularly.  That doesn’t include the construction vehicles
which will disrupt current traffic during the building phase of this project.  Not to mention the
additional noise pollution that will be generated.
 
This structure will most certainly diminish the property values in the Maplewood neighborhood as
well.  This area has a strong suburban feel that should be maintained!  People gravitate to this
area because of this.    A structure of this size and type will most certainly give it a more urban feel
that will alter the landscape of this community.  Just as important it will have a ripple effect in
reducing the property values of homes miles away.
 
For the reasons stated above, we strongly believe this is not a reasonable use of the property and
that the variance should not be granted. 
 
 



 
Juan & Maureen Ramos
 
2 Kim Dr.
 
Nashua NH 03062
 
 



From:                                         Suma Anand <anandsuma@yahoo.com>
Sent:                                           Monday, August 10, 2020 10:13 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Opposition to 160 unit apartment complex in maple wood pizza area
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Dear Sir/Madam
We completely oppose the construction of 160 unit apartments at maple wood plaza.
The main Dunstable rd is already congested and the traffic is bad in the mornings. We have to wait for several
minutes at the junction of west gate crossing and main Dunstable road during mornings and there has been
several accidents in that area. This area is not suited for increased traffic. To get to Nashua waste dump,
everyone uses west gate crossing and new tenants will also use this creating more traffic.
 
My kids studied at main Dunstable school and the schools are not sized to handle any additional capacity. The
builder is clearly greedy in setting up apartment in this area and disturbing the peaceful neighborhood. I am
sure this has Mayor’s backing of providing low cost housing in Nashua and this is NOT the place. There are
other property area in Nashua where this can be accommodated . Already the new middle school will bring in
tons of traffic and I doubt the city planning has figured out  how to deal with this on main Dunstable road. Our
vote is NO for this development.
 
Thanks
Anand Thippeswamy and Family
21 Gosselin Rd
Nashua NH 03062
 
 
 



From:                              Deborah Pace <dpace7277@gmail.com>
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To whom it may concern,
My name is Deborah Pace and I live at 11 Tanglewood Drive, Nashua. I am writing in opposition of the project

before you for many reasons but primarily I don't believe that the first challenge of obtaining a variance can be

met. There is no way that a single high rise apartment  building can even remotely be considered in the character

of this beautiful country setting.

Furthermore, I find the height of the proposed building will not fit in the current retail neighborhood. 

Adding 160 apartments with 1.5 cars per household affects traffic especially during school times.

Putting a high rise apartment building next to single family home residential developments will affect values of
property.

In summary, I would ask that this Planning Board consider these legitimate concerns and vote NO for the

Maplewood apartment project.

 

Sincerely.

 
Deborah Pace



From:                              TopEnd Bailey <burbailey2284@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Monday, August 10, 2020 10:53 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          8 Merrit Parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To whom it may concern,

My name is Gregory Bailey, my wife and I live at 90 Searles Rd in Nashua with our young daughter. We have

been here for the last 5 years and it’s a nice community it’s relatively quiet. It allows us to walk around the

neighborhood with our daughter and enjoy the nature. Allowing 160 units to go in at 8 Merrit Parkway will

change the vibe of the relatively quiet community. To something it I never would imagine would come to this

area. Bringing much more traffic to an area that doesn’t need. Keep this area the way it is and allow the residents

that live and enjoy this area to continue to do so. Downtown would be a great place to put new condos, not in
the quiet areas of southwest Nashua. Thank you.

Cheers,

The Bailey Family



From:                              Amanda Balint <amandabalint@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 7:30 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Proposed 4 story apartments in Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To Whom it may concern, 
 

My name is Amanda Balint 8 Satin Avenue. Nashua, NH.

Maplewood is a few minutes from my home. It is a small but tasteful place of business with a farm like feel. I

frequent the gas station and the hair salon as well as the restaurants in that parkway. 

 

We moved to this part of Nashua for the charm and feel of not being over crowded. The small elementary school

is where I wish to send my children one day. I am opposed to having the large apartment complex going into that
area. They always say it won't impact the community in a negative way but myself and many others feel it will at

some point. 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

https://go.onelink.me/107872968?pid=InProduct&c=Global_Internal_YGrowth_AndroidEmailSig__AndroidUsers&af_wl=ym&af_sub1=Internal&af_sub2=Global_YGrowth&af_sub3=EmailSignature


From:                                         Robert Flanagan <r.w.flanagan@comcast.net>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, August 11, 2020 8:13 AM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Cc:                                               maplewoodnashua@gmail.com
Subject:                                     Proposed 160 Unit building
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
We are opposed to building a 4-story, 160 unit apartment building withing the Commerce Center at
Maplewood. What attracted us to Maplewood was the collection of single-family homes in the neighborhood.
Placing an apartment building in the neighborhood would detract from the charm of the neighborhood. I
believe for this reason that the construction of such a building would adversely affect the property values of
Maplewood.
 
Please do not build this structure.
 
Pamela and Robert Flanagan
 
15 Sunblaze Drive
 
Nashua, NH 03062
 
(603) 595-7297
 
 



From:                              Yvon Girard <ygirard@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 7:17 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          proposed 160 unit apartment building @captain's corner
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Hello,
 
We are writing to express our strong opposition to the proposed apartment building at Maplewood
Plaza.  We purchased our home in the Maplewood development with the knowledge that land had
been deeded to the city for a Middle school and that there was intent for a grocery store to be built
on the Merrit Parkway. 
 
Nashua has a diversity of environments which we enjoy.  While we understand the need for
additional apartments within the city, we feel the population density of 120-160 apartments within
this area is not appropriate.  Building a four story apartment building in this area of single family
homes and low rise professional buildings would significantly detract from the character of this
section of Nashua and diminish the value of the surrounding neigborhoods.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvon and Linda Girard
14 Autumn Glen Circle
Nashua, NH 03062



From:                              Diane Sadoski <dianeski16@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 8:37 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          proposed 4 story unit in Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Diane Sadoski    
3 Loop Ave    
Nashua, NH 03062
 
I would like to state that I am not in favor of this proposal.  It will absolutely change the character of the neighborhood.
It will also impact Main Dunstable School.  
 
I also believe there are wetlands in the area. 
 
Merritt Parkway is a small 2 lane road that cannot handle the traffic.
 
I also believe having this as a virtual meeting is awful.  This is too big a deal not to have an in person meeting.  I also
believe this is sleazy to do during a pandemic which is mainly what is on peoples mind right now.
 
Thank You
 
 
 
 



From:                              Anand Mahendrakar <mahendrakar.anand@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 9:35 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Objection to 160 units Maplewood Plaza residential Flats at Merritt Parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To,
 

Mayor Donchess and Nashua Board of Alderman,

 

We object to the construction of 160 units for the following reasons.

 

1) There is no infrastructure to handle too large incoming traffic of about 320 (160 X 2) cars. There are only one

lane roads all the way to Hwy. In addition the new middle school on buckmeadow rd  is gonna add a lot of
traffic. School buses and parents drop off and pickup will add a large amount of traffic surrounding this

neighborhood. Current infra is not enough to handle just the additional school alone traffic.

 

2) In this zoning area there are only single family residential houses. Multifamily apartments do not fit in.

 

3) There are no apartment  complex within the vicinity of 2 miles. The demography is totally different here.
Apartments do not fit in this zoning area.

 

4) There is no place for parks, recreational areas for these additional160 families. Where would they recreate?

 

Sincerely,
Anand Mahendrakar

60 Tanglewood Dr, Nashua, NH 03062.

 
 



From:                                         Anne McGrory <anne@annemcgrory.com>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, August 11, 2020 9:52 AM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Proposed 4 story 160 unit apartment building
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
To whom it may concern,
 
We would like to voice our opposition to the proposed 160 unit apartment complex at Maplewood.  We feel
this apartment building is completely out of character with the neighborhood. All of the buildings along the
Merrit Parkway are either single or two story buildings.  A 4 story complex will completely change the
character of this quiet neighborhood. It will greatly disrupt traffic on Merritt Parkway and the surrounding
roads. This is not a reasonable use of this property and will greatly affect the property value of the
surrounding properties.  This should not be permitted and would forever change the character of Maplewood
and surrounding neighborhoods.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.
 
Sincerely,
Bernie and Anne McGrory          4 Hyacinth Drive, Nashua
 



From:                              Lisa Taylor <ltaylor822@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 9:52 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Maplewood multifamily - 160 unit apartment complex - Hearing today 8/11/20
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

I am VEHEMENTLY OPPOSED TO THIS 160 UNIT APARTMENT proposed for Maplewood neighborhood.   It

will be a monstrosity... 160 families ,...400-600 people flooding the neighborhood....packed into a

towering building in the neighborhood.   

 

NO NO NO.

 

a small apartment complex is appropriate..... 160 units!!! absolutely not

 

 

Lisa Taylor

17 Cherrywood drive

Nashua, NH

603-321-9142



From:                                         Bill <annbillc@comcast.net>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, August 11, 2020 10:48 AM
To:                                               zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; annbillc2010@gmail.com
Subject:                                     Planned Development South Nashua
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
        To Whom it may concern,
 
        I own property and have lived at 168 Searles Road for almost 40 years. I have great concern over the 160
unit housing development that is proposed for this area.
        During the time that I have been here Captains Corner and the whole Maplewood parcel was developed,
which led to a substantial increase in traffic on both Conant and Searles road.
        My property has been damaged numerous time (6+) with vehicles hitting my fence and house itself. It is
widely known that Searles Road is the Bypass to get to Exit 1. Traffic is steady at both commute times and fast.
        The addition of this development will increase the traffic exponentially. Just guessing it will add 200
vehicles all of which have to go somewhere, most likely to Massachusetts to work via the Searles Road
“BYPASS”. Not to mention the addition of a new school in the general area also.
        This is too much to add into this residential neighborhood, I have canvassed my neighbors and they all
oppose.
 
Regards,
William E Corbett
168 Searles Road
Nashua NH 03062
annbillc@comcast.net
603-897-9729
 
 
 
 
 
Sent from my iPad

mailto:annbillc@comcast.net


From:                              jcariel@comcast.net
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 10:02 AM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          RE: Proposed 160 unit four story apartment building, MapleWood - I'm opposed

for the following reasons
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

32 Forsythia Drive

 

On Aug 11, 2020 9:40 AM, "Poirier, Kate" <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Morning, 

Thanks for reaching out! Can you please state your address? We will need that to add your comments to the

record. 

Sincerely, 
Kate 

________________________________ 

From: jcariel@comcast.net [jcariel@comcast.net] 

Sent: Tuesday, August 11, 2020 9:35 AM 

To: CD- Planning Dept 
Subject: Proposed 160 unit four story apartment building, MapleWood - I'm opposed for the following reasons 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown. 

I am writing to express I do not support the proposed 160 unit four story apartment building  in Maplewood and

requiring a zoning variance. 

There is no evidence to show the building will have anything but a negative impact on the neighborhood. The

points provided in the leaflet as fact are purely speculative and have no data to back them up. 

In fact, addressing each one shows them to be false and the proposed building will be a detriment to the

neighborhood. 

1. Will not alter the character of the neighborhood. This is false for many reasons. The fact that this building

requires a zoning variance makes it obvious it doesn't fit the character of the neighborhood. There are no multi

residences in the neighborhood. Maplewood is a quiet neighborhood of single family homes. Maplewood has

approximately 250 residential homes on approximately 63 developed acres interspersed with dozens of acres of

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:jcariel@comcast.net


open/conservation land. This apartment complex will nearly double the entire neighborhood's residents in what

can be no more than a few acre lot. There will be twice the people accessing and living in what was a carefully

planned development that took decades to plan and develope. 

2. Fits into the current mixed use...  This is false. The current mixed use is in place to provide a small, tight-knit

community with local businesses that support the lifestyle of the community allowing them to live, dine out and
shop within the neighborhood. An apartment building is not providing such a service or sense of community. 

Maplewood is cited in the City of Nashua Guide to Transportation Planning (2008) as the model example of a

carefully planned Nodal Development. Changing the zoning and introducing a mutli-unit, multi-story housing

complex negates decades of careful planning and implementation. 

3. Traffic: Per Data-USA, the average number of cars per family in Nashua, NH is two.  This apartment building

will introduce 320 cars driving (an increase of more than 60%) to and from the neighborhood.  Cherrywood

bisects the Maplewood neighborhood connecting Ridge Road and the proposed location of this apartment

building. It's is the shortest route to The FE Everette turnpike. It is illogical to state traffic will not be impacted in

the neighborhood and surrounding roads. See earlier comment on Nodal Development. 

4.Property Values. There are a lot of unknowns but most studies, including the one by realtor.com showed that
nationwide, adding a high concentration of renter's to a residential neighborhood drops property value by 13.8%.

The leaflet closes by making a point to state the use is reasonable and should be permitted. Given the context in

which the Maplewood neighborhood was carefully planned and developed, that the zoning was clearly created at
that time to specifically exclude a multi-unit apartment because it would be at odds with this planned Nodal

Neighborhood, it should not be allowed. An apartment building would greatly change the character of the
neighborhood by nearly doubling the number of residents with a population density at least 21 times denser than

the current residences. Vehicle traffic will be increased by at least 60% and the rural character will be lost as
open space on a per-capita-basis will be cut 60%. 

Unlike any of the other commercial services in the neighborhood, doctors, veterinarian, restaurant, dry cleaning

etc., this proposed apartment building brings no added benefit to the neighborhood. It will only take away from
the existing rural nature. 

I oppose this zoning change and any multi-unit apartment building in Maplewood. 

Regards 

John Ariel

 



From:                              Matt Mason <matthewmason1967@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 11:07 AM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: I do not want this!
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Matthew Mason 8 satin ave
 

On Tue, Aug 11, 2020, 10:52 AM Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Morning,
 
Thanks for reaching out! Can you please state your name and address? We will need that to add your
comments to the record.
 
Sincerely,
Kate
 
-------------------------------------------
Kate Poirier
Zoning Coordinator
Planning Department
603-589-3056
PoirierK@nashuanh.gov

 
The Right-To-Know Law (RSA 91-A) provides that most e-mail communications, to or from City employees and City volunteers
regarding the business of the City of Nashua, are government records available to the public upon request. Therefore, this email
communication may be subject to public disclosure.

 

From: Matt Mason [mailto:matthewmason1967@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 11, 2020 10:48 AM
To: CD- Planning Dept
Subject: I do not want this!

 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source

is unknown.

Dear Nashua, 

          I do not think this is a good idea for the town in our area. I believe the community enjoys the natural

beauty and surroundings in the area the way it is already. There's already a school and another complex going

in the surrounding area. These alone are enough change. 

         I hope this does not pass. And also ask you to try and see it in our eyes as well. 

                                     Matthew Mason 

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:matthewmason1967@gmail.com


From:                              jmwr2@juno.com
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 11:43 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Item #11 Merritt Parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear Planning Board,
I would like to express my *strong* opposition to the Hannaford Bros Co./Merritt Place LLC application to

build a 160 unit apartment building on Merritt Parkway. 

A large multi unit apartment building is not at all in keeping with the open, still somewhat semi-rural feeling of that

side of town. And the increase in traffic on Main Dunstable Rd, Ridge Rd and Buckmeadow Rd would be just horrible. 

Please do not approve this variance! 
 
Thank you,
Jean Rubin
9 Conant Rd.
Nashua NH 03062 

  



From:                                         King,Heather <HKING@CERNER.COM>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, August 11, 2020 11:40 AM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Proposed 160 Unit Complex By Maplewood
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

My name is Heather Chaves.  My husband and I live at 18 Twlight Drive, about a mile away from the proposed
new 160 unit development near Maplewood.  We cannot think of a worse idea.  We moved to this area for
Nashua because we love the city and it felt like one of the few more “rural” areas.  Building this development
would be a nightmare for a number of reasons.  First and foremost, I would completely RUIN the aesthetic of
the area.  It would decimate wildlife habitat, increase traffic, and jeopardize the safety of many people.  Main
Dunstable Road has already become a complete SPEEDWAY with more drivers going around 45 – 50mph.  I
used to walk my dog along the road but no longer can for fear of a distracted driver barreling in to us.  The
area around the sports fields is already extremely congested at a lot of times and this would just make more
of a mess of it.
 
Why is it necessary to develop every last inch of land?  This isn’t just happening here, it’s everywhere.  We
grew up in what used to be the VERY rural town of Hudson, Massachusetts.  The down has been DESTROYED by
overdevelopment.  What used to take someone 15 minutes to get from one side of the town to the other now
takes much more than 30.  And every piece of property that was once deemed unbuildable because it was
wetlands, now has full neighborhoods there.  It’s maddening.  Please….just STOP.  This is not about “doing
what’s best to provide affordable housing”.  It’s destruction, plain and simple.  Please reconsider the proposal
altogether.
 
Heather A Chaves
 
 

 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE This message and any included attachments are from Cerner Corporation and are intended only for the

addressee. The information contained in this message is conf idential and may constitute inside or non-public information under international,

federal, or state securities law s. Unauthorized forw arding, printing, copying, distribution, or use of such information is strictly prohibited and

may be unlaw ful. If  you are not the addressee, please promptly delete this message and notify the sender of  the delivery error by e-mail or

you may call Cerner's corporate of f ices in Kansas City, Missouri, U.S.A at (+1) (816)221-1024.



From:                              Sara Hedblom <sarahedblom@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 11:59 AM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: 160 unit apartment in Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Sara Dube 
4 Saturn Lane 

Nashua Nh 03062

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone

On Tuesday, August 11, 2020, 9:29 AM, Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Morning,

Thank you for reaching out! Can you please state your name and address? We will need that to

add your comments to the record.

Sincerely,

Kate

-------------------------------------------

Kate Poirier
Zoning Coordinator

Planning Department

603-589-3056

PoirierK@nashuanh.gov

The Right-To-Know Law (RSA 91-A) provides that most e-mail communications, to or from City

employees and City volunteers regarding the business of the City of Nashua, are government

records available to the public upon request. Therefore, this email communication may be subject to
public disclosure.

________________________________

From: Sara Hedblom [sarahedblom@yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, August 11, 2020 8:54 AM

To: CD- Planning Dept

Subject: 160 unit apartment in Maplewood

https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/?.src=iOS
mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:sarahedblom@yahoo.com


CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments

if source is unknown.

I am writing to oppose the high rise apartment that would be located at Maplewood. I live off

Gilson road and know for sure this apartment complex will make traffic so much more heavy on
Main Dunstable road. My close family friends live in a neighborhood close by and had to have their

children go to different schools because Main Dunstable elementary had no more room. If an

apartment complex of that size is put there in Maplewood how is there going to be room for

children from that apartment complex going to fit into the capacity at Main Dunstable elementary

schools. Keeping Nashua more rural is what we should be doing. A apartment complex right there

in Maplewood is going to an eye sore.

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone<

https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/?.src=iOS

> 

https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/?.src=iOS


From:                              Kerry Litka <kerrylitka@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 11:59 AM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Proposed Apartment Complex at 9 Merritt Parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Good morning,
 

I am writing to express my concern and disapproval over the proposed zoning ordinance for the lot
located at 9 Merritt Parkway in Nashua. As a resident of the adjacent Maplewood community, I feel
that this proposal directly violates the intended use of the property and will have significant
negative consequences for all other businesses and residences in the immediate area.
The purpose of the overlay district was to create
a small village-like commercial district to support the single family
residential neighborhood in the area. It was never intended to include a large
scale apartment building with 160 units, which is inappropriate for a rural
single-family neighborhood. The lot is only 9 acres and is much too small for a
120-160 apartment complex. This is evidenced by the plans which show a huge
parking lot with very little green space and almost no buffers. The apartment
building is 4 stories high. People move to our section of Nashua because it is
more rural and outside the city. The proposal significantly alters the
character of the neighborhood, will result in overcrowding, and is too
intensive of a use of this site for development. 

When
reviewing the existing zoning
regulations for the City of Nashua, it clearly states that this area is
classified as Mixed Use.

Purpose.

https://ecode360.com/8730805


A mixed-use village area will be permitted as depicted on the plan and will be
developed in conformity with the traditional New England architectural style.
The mixed-use village area is intended to house retail facilities that
primarily serve the needs of the surrounding residential neighborhoods.

 

Additionally, the ZBA
should be concerned about the potential future cumulative impacts of the
variance. If you grant this variance, you are setting a precedent for future
redevelopment that is inconsistent with this zoning district. The concern is
that other property owners will argue they should be allowed to construct or
convert homes into a multi-family because there is already a giant apartment
complex. The current owner of the property requesting the ordinance has stated
that he will suffer economic "injury", but this seems like a poor argument. They knew about the
zoning before they bought it. This is a blatant attempt to undermine the zoning.

I hope that as a board you take the time to
consider the implications of this request and understand that this building
will only have negative impacts on the residents and small businesses that are
currently located in this part of Nashua. Given the size of the city and the
number of currently underused and abandoned commercial buildings located
throughout Nashua, there is absolutely no need for a complex to be built at 9
Merritt Parkway. 

Kerry Litka

24 Forsythia Drive
Nashua, NH

(603) 568-8445
 

 



From:                                         Natalie Thompson <ngathompson@comcast.net>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, August 11, 2020 12:00 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Against ~160 unit apartment building in Mapplewood
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Dear Madam/Sir,
 
I am against this proposal of building ~160 unit apartment in the Maplewood where I live.
 
The congestion of cars on the road is currently happen although with no school during the COVID-19
Pandemic. With Main Dunstable school opens, new Elm  middle school is coming and this 160 unit apartment;
it will be absolutely too crowded and will create traffic jam and may not be a safe for children and joggers. 
This pandemic teach us leave extra space and live in harmony with natures.
 
Thank you for your consideration,
Nga (Natalie) Thompson
12 Carnation Cir. Nashua. NH 03062
(603)880-4543
 
Sent from my iPhone



From:                              Anne DelSignore <annemd@comcast.net>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 12:22 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          proposed apartment complex on Merrit Parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

I’m writing to oppose the variance for 8 Merrit Parkway in Nashua.  Building a 160 unit apartment
complex in this area will cause traffic nightmares for all the surrounding neighborhoods.   Rte 111A
already has a good deal of traffic, Conant and Searles Roads are narrow, winding 2 lane roads
that will become very dangerous with the addition of approximately 300+ more cars.  Harris Rd has
a 90 degree turn which is already dangerous.  Many neighborhood roads have limited visibility to
turn onto Conant Rd, especially when making left turns.   There’s already a plan to construct a new
junior high school very close to this area, so the statement that traffic will not be impacted is
absurd.
 
In addition to the increased traffic, and car accidents, this will profoundly affect ALL surrounding
neighborhoods and will decrease our property values.
 
Do NOT approve this apartment building.
 
 
 
Anne DelSignore
 
9 Roderick Circle, Nashua NH
 
 



From:                                         Steve <steven.swana@comcast.net>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, August 11, 2020 12:30 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     8 Merritt Parkway
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Dear Planning Board Members,
 
I am in opposition to the multi-unit apartment building proposed at 8 Merritt Parkway within the Maplewood
Condominium. The tall four story apartment complex will stand out of place with all the other buildings and
will generate additional traffic for the roadways and intersections in the vicinity.  This type of building was
never planned for this area as we understood that potentially a small grocery store had been for quite a long
time. The small grocery store would have been nice for those of us who live in the area to not drive four plus
miles to the nearest store.
 
I hope the Board will refuse to allow a variance for the proposed apartment complex.
 
Thank you for your consideration,
 
Steven Swana
5 Clark Road
Nashua, NH
03062
 
E-mail: Steven.swana@comcast.net
 
Tel: 603-883-0423
 
Sent from my iPad

mailto:Steven.swana@comcast.net


From:                              Mike Evans <evansmike760@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 12:37 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Maplewood -Parsons Comments-Union Leader
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

City of Nashua
Nashua Planning Board

Nashua Zoning Board of Adjustments 

PO BOX 2019

Nashua, NH 03061

 

August 11, 2020 

 
 

Please submit to Nashua  ZonIng Board of Adjustments - Request Land Variance for Meeting: 8 Merritt

Parkway on August 11, 2020 at 6:30 PM. 

Please see RESPONSES to the comments from “Parsons“ in Union Leader - Wednesday August 5,2020

Parsons: “The infrastructure and traffic lights are already there to accommodate this type of
development,” Parsons said Wednesday.

RESPONSE - 
NOT TRUE- THERE ISN’T A TRAFFIC LIGHT within (3) THREE MILES of Site!
-Lack of infrastructure for 200 more residents vehicles

-Inadequate access to/from Merritt Parkway, described as “parking lot annex road” at best
-Insufficient parking for 200 vehicles  

-Plans shows 90 spaces for 200 cars

-Non-Existent Plans for Overrun Parking 
-Severe parking shortages businesses, offices 
-Inadequate single-lane roads for 200 additional vehicles
-250 Incremental Residents combined with New Middle School Poses:
     -Public Safety Risks
     -Harm to General Public
     - Negatively Impacts Quality of Life    

     - Increased Traffic & Congestion



Parsons: “We are a city. It is the city of Nashua — this is not the township of Nashua — and it is very under-

penetrated in this particular area,” Parsons said.  

RESPONSE- To your point, Apply for a Land Use Variance and Build a 4-Story Building , 120-160 apartment

RENTAL units on lot for sale in SkyMeadow, - Surely you’ll embrace this; “We are a city. It is the city of

Nashua — this is not the township of Nashua” Or Sky Meadow.  

 

Parsons- ‘Parsons said he will listen to neighbors and address any concerns’

RESPONSE -

As of now YOU DO NOT OWN THIS LOT.      Is this a Public Hearing, or a Formality of a Done Deal!?!?  

 Nashua Citizens and Neighbors will voice their Concerns and Oppositions to the City Zoning Board of

Adjustments.

Parsons: Parsons of Nashua has entered a purchase and sale agreement with Hannaford Bros.

Co. for a nearly 7-acre parcel of property at 8 Merrit Parkway within the Maplewood condominium

neighborhood.

RESPONSE - 

Good! Only a P&S agreement!   Then NO FINANCIAL HARM To Applicant!!

Please DENY Variance Request !

Thank you!

x-apple-data-detectors://1


 

Michael  Evans
71 Cox St. 

Nashua, NH 03062



From:                              rick <justme1943@live.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 12:51 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Opposition to Variance proposal - 20200811 8 MERRIT PKWY
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Good day,

Thank you for the opportunity to voice my concerns about the proposed variance. I have been a home owner of
Nashua since 1982. My information is as follows

Richard Cascio

14 Hyacinth Drive

Nashua, NH 03062
603-305-9860

 I am against the variance and proposed use of the land; however I am not against development in Nashua in

general.  I would rather see the land under discussion used commercially as intended with single storied

construction serving as  business offices, medical offices, a shopping center, etc.

The applicant misleads the public by his assertions in the variance. Specifically to the variance request here are

my inputs

III - Purpose of request

Item 1. Granting of the requested variance will not be contrary to the public interest...it must not alter the

essential character of the neighborhood...

    Input:   My family has lived in Nashua since 1982 at the same location just 90 seconds  away from the

proposed site.  While I am not against development in Nashua, this proposal does alter the essential character of

the neighborhood.  The neighborhood is comprised of single family homes, even single family homes for over 55

.   If the proposal was designated further down 111a near the Tyngsborough line or by the existing soccer

fields I would consider being a supporter.  There are no multi-storied buildings in the area and if this variance
is granted, this will be the first multi-storied building in the immediate area destroying the ambiance of the

neighborhood forever. Even the existing commercial buildings in the immediate area are not multi-storied.

Item 2.  The proposed use will observe the spirit of the ordinance....

    Input:   Yes it is true that a grocery store was planned and I support that planning.  It would serve everyone in

the neighborhood to have such a business. It would be a single story building and not  multi-storied. The current

proposal does not follow in the same spirit as it does not support everyone in the neighborhood, only a select

few. It has the potential to harm the neighborhood by potentially driving down property values.  The building of



the unit where it is proposed also alters the business characterization of that portion of the neighborhood as it

would be the only (or maybe first of)  multi-storied unit.  Apartment buildings do not have a commercial facade

as is stated in the variance.

Item 3.  Substantial justice will be done to the property-owner by granting of the variance...        Extract from

variance   "...denial will impose substantial harm to the applicant in that a reasonable use of the property is

construction of an apartment building."

   Input:  I'm sorry.  If Mr. Parsons is the owner of the property as he states he should have exercised due

diligence before purchasing the property as to the use of the property.  He cannot state that he is the subject of

substantial harm for not performing the necessary work prior to his purchase. Also he is not the property owner
and is not suffering any harm by the denial. Under section 2 of the document "Property Owner"  it shows that

Hannaford Bros Co is the owner of the property. Mr. Parsons currently owns the property of the old courthouse

in downtown Nashua.  This is a reasonable place and fits the land usage and characterization for conversion to

an apartment building.

Item 4.  The proposed use will not diminish the values of the surrounding properties...

    Input:  90 seconds away from the proposed site has the great potential to diminish my property value since a

multi-storied building of this sort in the location stated has the potential to limit the type of person who would
consider buying my property.  It will be the only multi-storied building in the neighborhood that serves the
housing market.

5.  Special conditions exist such that literal enforcement of the ordinance results in unnecessary hardship...

    Input:  There is no hardship to the applicant.  This is misleading. He doesn't own the land as Hannaford Bros
Co is the owner of the property.  The applicant states that this is a transition from commercial use to the single
family use.  This is inaccurate and misleading as this is not single family use but an apartment complex comprised

of multiple units on one piece of property.  It is a multi-storied building and if granted potentially the first in the
neighborhood of many such buildings since it sets a negative precedence for the neighborhood.

Thank you again for allowing me to express my inputs for this project.

 

Sincerely,

Richard Cascio

 

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 
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From:                              Crowley,Marnie  (BIDMC - FA8 - Cardiology Surg Intermed)
<mcrowle2@bidmc.harvard.edu>

Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 1:24 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          160 Unit apartment in Maplewood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if
source is unknown.
To the Nashua Zoning Board,
   
    I have lived in the Maplewood development for 16 years and I urge you to please deny the variance to
build the proposed 4 story, 160 unit apartment building in Maplewood.  The neighborhood of single
family homes is an extremely family oriented , quiet neighborhood where we pride ourselves on the
quaintness and charm of the development.  If an apartment complex is built, it will alter the character of
the neighborhood in a negative manner.  Maplewood is a community where we all know each other, our
children can go for walks along the paths, ride their bikes, go over to their friends' houses and we know
it is safe.  It is not a neighborhood where people pass by, rent and have no invested interest in the
quality of the neighborhood. Unfortunately this is what will occur if a rental property is built in the
Maplewood development.  For the builder to claim it will not decrease the character of the Maplewood
development, fits well into the current mixed-use community at Maplewood and will not diminish
property values nor will disrupt traffic is just inaccurate and it is only to gain financial profit on their
part.  
     I moved here in 2004 , where my husband and I were searching for a small family oriented
community where we could start and raise our family in which we found in the Maplewood
development.  It was all single family homes, a daycare, a corner store, minimal traffic  and there were
no apartments or big business developments.  This attracted us and many people to the charm of
Maplewood proving it was the best place to raise a family.   Building this complex will destroy the
charm of this very area in which we were so attracted to by changing the population, the character and
increasing traffic.  
     We as residents happily make a hefty financial sacrifice in paying high property taxes to live in the
Maplewood development because it is such a wonderful place to live. We are vested in our community
to the fullest extent financially and community wise.  I know renters will not have the same vested
interest as ourselves.  Besides the financial sacrifice , we all make sacrifices to be able to own property
in this community whether it be a long commute to work etc.  To place a more personal look on this; I
am now a single mother of two children living in the Maplewood development.  I have done everything
in my power to stay in this community because it is the best place for my children to be raised because
of how it is at present.  I have a child that has severe medical needs where Boston is the only place
where his needs can be met and I also work in Boston.  Knowing both of these things it would
make more sense for me to move myself and my children to Massachusetts/Boston, but I don't.  I
sacrifice the two hours each way to commute to work daily, sacrifice the long trips to the hospital so my
son can get the care he needs so we can live in this community.  I do that happily because I know that
this is the ideal place to raise my children and as parents we all know we would make any sacrifice for
the best interest of our children.  
   If the 4 story , 160 unit apartment building in Maplewood is built, it will have a negative impact on the
character and the residents of this special unique community. For the reasons above,  I ask you to



please deny the building of this property.  
 
Sincerely,
 
Marnie Crowley
3 Hibiscus Way
Nashua, NH
03062
 
    
 
 

This message is intended for the use of the person(s) to whom it may be addressed. It may contain information that is privileged, confidential, or

otherwise protected from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient, any dissemination, distribution, copying, or use

of this information is prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please permanently delete it and immediately notify the sender.

Thank you.



From:                                         Robert M Higgins <bigrob_nh@yahoo.com>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, August 11, 2020 1:22 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Merritt parkway.
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Good afternoon,
  I just wanted to record my objection to this planned development.  A four storey structure in this part of
town?  Are you kidding me?  We already had hundreds of homes at Maplewood jammed down our throats but
at least that came with conservation land.  There is absolutely nothing of benefit to the residents of this area
from this planned construction.
 
Regards,
Robert Higgins
5 Stable Rd
Nashua, MY 03062.



From:                              Iqbal Khan <iqbalkha@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 1:24 PM
To:                                   zPlanning Board; CD- Planning Dept; zZoning Board
Subject:                          Oppose Variance of Proposed 4 story ~ 160 unit Apt. Building at Merrit Pkwy

Nashua
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

I am a resident of Maple woods and lives at 8 Hollyhock Avenue. The whole reason I moved into Maple woods

community is that it is an R-30 residential zone and I enjoyed peace, quiet, and safety of this neighborhood. 

 

I am deeply concerned and strongly reject the proposed 4 story apartment building in my neighborhood by a

contractor.

 

Since this will:

1- Destroy the peace, tranquility and natural beauty of this area
2- With 160 apartments and 320 plus cars, it would be a traffic nightmare on Conant Road and Main Dunstable

road

3- Huge safety hazard for the public and residents

4- Increased level of noise will destroy the natural wildlife and tranquility of this beautiful neighborhood 

5- Diminish the property values in the area.
 

Please do not approve this variance.

Thanks

Iqbal Khan

 



From:                                         Janice Parrott <aparrott4u@comcast.net>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, August 11, 2020 1:45 PM
To:                                               Poirier, Kate
Subject:                                     Re: Apartment Complex at Captains Corner
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Hello Kate,
My address is 244 Harris Rd. In Nashua.
 
Thanks,
Janice Parrott
 
Sent from my iPhone
 
> On Aug 10, 2020, at 5:10 PM, Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:
> 
> Good Afternoon,
> 
> Can you please state your address? We will need that to add your comments to the record.
> 
> Sincerely,
> Kate
> ________________________________________
> From: Janice Parrott [aparrott4u@comcast.net]
> Sent: Monday, August 10, 2020 4:55 PM
> To: CD- Planning Dept
> Subject: Apartment Complex at Captains Corner
> 
> CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
> 
> To whom it may concern,
> I strongly oppose the plans for a 4 story apt building at our Captains corner. This is a place that people love
to walk, ride bikes etc and having a huge apt building in that area just does not work. It will case traffic issues,
crime issues and our property values will go down drastically! I vote NO
> 
> Janice Parrott
> 
> Sent from my iPhone
 

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov


From:                                         Tiffanie Sano <sanot82@aol.com>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, August 11, 2020 1:47 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     8 Merritt Parkplace
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Yes we need affordable housing and there’s enough land but that’s where it stops. We oppose this for a
number of different reasons.
First, infrastructure. 120 to 160 units will create around 300 to 350 vehicles on the roads. All the roads around
this area are countries roads not made for the traffic which it will create. People need a way in and out of the
area. It already is very busy during peak hours but especially during drop off and pick of students at the Main
Dunstable School . Also, the city is planning to put a middle school near there. This will cause more traffic
with staff, parents, school buses entering and exiting. Also there is the safety issue of children riding their
bikes and walking in the street to both schools.
 
Second, our school is already stressed with the number of students attending which will be further enhanced
by additional students from this complex.
 
Finally, the surrounding community are all single family homes. A 4 story complex would not fit in with the
aesthetic of the neighborhood.
 
These are the reasons why we strongly oppose this development.
 
Sincerely,
Tiffanie and Jerry Sano
76 Pioneer Drive
Sent from my iPad



From:                                         Justine and Rob <randjhiggins@comcast.net>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, August 11, 2020 2:17 PM
To:                                               Poirier, Kate
Subject:                                     RE: 8 Merrit Parkway
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Ah, sorry.
 
Justine L Higgins
5 Stable Road
Nashua NH 03062
603 886 7132
 
Resident since 1996.
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 

From: Poirier, Kate
Sent: Tuesday, August 11, 2020 1:50 PM
To: ROBERT
Subject: RE: 8 Merrit Parkway
 
Good Afternoon,
 
Thank you for reaching out! Can you please state your name and address? We will need that to add your
comments to the record.
 
Sincerely,
Kate
 

From: ROBERT [mailto:randjhiggins@comcast.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 11, 2020 1:11 PM
To: CD- Planning Dept
Subject: 8 Merrit Parkway

 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Please do not ruin one of the last remaining areas of Nashua so that a developer can make more money. 

Not only would a building of this size/height be completely out of character for the area but it would have

negative effects for people and wildlife living in the area. Apartment buildings belong near infrastructure, there are

https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986
mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:randjhiggins@comcast.net
mailto:randjhiggins@comcast.net


many more appropriate locations throughout Nashua. There are so many empty plazas and buildings that can be

repurposed. 

The maplewood development was already pushing the envelope but at least that came with some conservation

lands that everyone can enjoy. 

Enough.

Not to mention the impact to the already over crowded school system. Didn’t we learn from the mess down on

Tara boulevard?

 



From:                              Kathy Peters. <katpeters18@aol.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 3:19 PM
To:                                   zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Say NO to Merritt Developement
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear folks

          I am very much against the 160 unit apartment building going up off Main Dunstable Road.  This will most

likely bring about 320 more cars onto Main Dunstable, which is very narrow with short front yards houses mainly

elderly whose mailboxes and fences are already hit multiple times a year from vehicles speeding by.   

(The Police Chief is sell aware of requests for radar as people come down from Hollis, Pepperell, Dunstable and

avoid West Hollis Street due to its traffic lights and landfill traffic.)

The new blinking only yellow light at Main Dunstable and Northeaster Blvd is dangerous now, a 4 car accident
again just last week. Alderman Jette has been called.

This is the quiet country we bought homes in. 

  Nashua has empty buildings downtown and we alreadygot stuck buying, Ingersoll Rand, Henry hanger and

Corriveau Tile to make apartments in,  though East Hollis cannot handle any more traffic there either.   Nashua
had been 30,000, now almost 90,000.    Our quality of life has changed and it being ruined with traffic.  STOP

BUILDING

And all the businesses surrounding High St parking lot are very upset that last large metered parking lot there is
up for sale too.  

Take the jersey barriers off Main St so the handicapped can park again and get revenue from meters again.  

Sell former Alec's shoe store after 5 years of us paying lights and heat. 

Mrs. Kathryn Peterson

5 Cortez Drive

Nashua, NH  03062   

(603) 889-2768



From:                              Padhye <vikasnisha21@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 3:57 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept; zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Objection to proposed 4-story, 160 unit-apartment building proposal in

Maplewood (Zoning R-30 FUOD)
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.

Dear Sir/Madam,

 

To whomsoever this may concern

This is regarding Variance Application for 8 Merritt Parkway, Zoning District R-30 FUOD, Sheet C, Lot 2544-

8

I am Vikas Padhye, residing at 8 Ballerina Ct., Nashua, NH 03062. This address is part of the Maplewood

neighbourhood.

Maplewood neighbourhood is a quiet and peaceful neighbourhood. I bought the house here as this locality is

zoned for single family neighbourhoods, and explicitly zoned for restricting any multi-family residential

development.   

The concerned Merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighbourhood and provides amenities in a

detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighbourhood. Proximity to such

integrated commercial hub, adds value to the properties in the neighbourhood and surrounding communities.

It has come to our (residents of Maplewood) attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment building is

proposed and is placed for review of the zoning board (R-30 FUOD)  to change the characteristic of the

neighbourhood from the original intended purpose.

We, Maplewood residents, including me, strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the

concerned area, and also oppose the construction of the 160 unit apartment building.

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighbourhood equals

approximately the proposed 160,apartment units, within a small area set aside for a grocery store. Concentrated

housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful atmosphere of the

neighbourhood and surrounding communities.

This will also completely change the characteristics of the neighbourhood and will negatively impact the property

values. It will add heavy traffic to the Merritt Parkway and surrounding roads which are used by the

neighbourhood residents in a peaceful atmosphere.

This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the



commitments given by the City of Nashua to the communities of South Nashua.

I request you to kindly consider this objection and please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this

change of zoning which will create disturbance to the peaceful atmosphere of the neighbourhood and surrounding

communities.

You may please acknowledge the receipt of this email. Also please communicate any scheduled hearing on this

topic to allow me to participate and register my opposition to the change of the zoning.

Thanking you in advance for your kind consideration,

Vikas Padhye

8 Ballerina Ct.

Nashua

NH 03062

Mobile phone phone (402) 770 -5846



From:                              TQ <tnquint@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 3:50 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          RE: apartment complex Merritt pkwy
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is unknown.

Good afternoon:
 
We are residents of Southwest Nashua.  Our family lives at 73 Pioneer Drive.
 
Recently, we were made aware of a proposed variance by Robert Parsons and Hannaford Brothers to develop a 4 story, 120 to 160 unit complex on Merritt
Parkway. Parsons claims the infrastructure and traffic lights are in place for this project.  They are not.  Parsons lives in a luxury home in Sky Meadow and would
not be affected by this project. There are people who live in this part of Nashua, however that are.
 
This is a very residential neighborhood with sparse infrastructure and roadways.
The roadways consist of already congested  one lane country roads.
During school, traffic is already horrible and it is already a burden to get our children to school and for us to get to work.
 
In no way is this apartment complex a good idea.  We already struggle with traffic.  We already struggle with crowding and inability to exit from our road onto
Main Dunstable Road.
 
The roadways leading to this complex are BuckMeadow, a very rural road which cannot yield much traffic, which yields onto Ridge Road, which is already
overburdened.  Other roadways are rural, hilly and curvy Conant Road, and already congested Main Dunstable Road.  Again, we already have a HUGE traffic
problem due to the Main Dunstable school and existing residents in the area.  Again, the builder is not affected by this project and should not be allowed to
develop his wallet at the expense of the good, hard-working Nashua residents.
 
In addition, there is a plan to put a new middle school on Buckmeadow.  This, in conjunction with that school would create incredible burden on our roads and
our residents do not want it here.  We are already fighting traffic every day, especially during commute and school times.  This would delay commuters, school
children being driven to school, and also, very importantly, children being bussed to school via the public school buses.  How long are children expected to sit in
traffic, all to fill a developer's wallet?
 
Southwest Nashua is a residential area with a country feel.  A four story 120-160 unit building does not fit in here.  The roads don't support it and the tax paying
residents do not want it. The children on the school buses should not have to deal with it.  This is the wrong idea and the wrong place to do it.
 
thanks and best regards,
Tamara and Sylvain Lacasse
73 Pioneer Drive
Nashua, NH 03062
 
 
 
----- Forwarded Message -----
From: TQ <tnquint@yahoo.com>
To: sanot82@aol.com <sanot82@aol.com>
Sent: Saturday, August 8, 2020, 08:22:06 PM EDT
Subject: apartment complex Merritt pkwy
 
** More details released on proposed 4-story, 160-unit apartment building in Maplewood/Captain’s Corner in Southwest corner of Nashua **
 
The city’s Zoning Board of Adjustment released their minutes for next Tuesday’s (8/11) meeting, which includes a variance application (from “Merritt Place, LLC”) to build a four-story residential multi-family apartment building (120-160 units) at 8 Merritt Parkway (across from Family Pizza and next to Granite State Early Learning Center).
 
Here’s a link to the application (pages 116-121): https://www.nashuanh.gov/AgendaCenter/ViewFile/Agenda/_08112020-5034?packet=true
 
If you are opposed to the plan, you are HIGHLY ENCOURAGED to submit written comments and concerns to the Zoning Board by 5:00 p.m. on August 11, 2020. Their email address is planningdepartment@nashuanh.gov
 
Also, you may participate in the public comment section of next Tuesday night’s (WebEx) meeting. The login is on the second page of the .pdf link.

 
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

mailto:tnquint@yahoo.com
mailto:sanot82@aol.com
mailto:sanot82@aol.com
https://www.nashuanh.gov/AgendaCenter/ViewFile/Agenda/_08112020-5034?packet=true
mailto:planningdepartment@nashuanh.gov
https://go.onelink.me/107872968?pid=InProduct&c=Global_Internal_YGrowth_AndroidEmailSig__AndroidUsers&af_wl=ym&af_sub1=Internal&af_sub2=Global_YGrowth&af_sub3=EmailSignature


From:                                         Gary Stearn <gstearn@cbcnashua.com>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, August 11, 2020 5:04 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Proposed 4 story 160 unit apartment complex in Maplewood
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Dear Members of the Zoning Board,
 
I am writing to express my opposition to the 160 unit apartment unit at Maplewood.
 
  I have lived right around the corner of Main Dunstable Elementary School for 38 years. Every morning and
afternoon there is a major traffic jam of cars and school buses entering and exiting onto Whitford Road (
location of Main Dunstable School) from Main Dunstable Road. This intersection is 3/10s of a mile from the
intersection of Main Dunstable Road and Buckmeadow Road. Buckmeadow Road is the access road for the
new Middle  Schcool. This will also result in a major entering and exiting of many cars and buses onto Main
Dunstable Road. Thus, two major traffic issues within 3/10s of a mile which also includes the entrances to two
major Nashua parks that are contained in this same 3/10s of a mile stretch. Thus, in the middle of this 3/10s of
a mile, another traffic issue of a 160 unit apartment building? We will probable need traffic lights at both the
Buckmeadow and Whitford Road intersections with Main Dunstable Road in order to insure the safe
transportation of the potential one thousand plus students attending both schools.
 
In addition, this apartment complex is completely out of context with the rural nature of this beautiful part of
Nashua.
 
Please vote no!
 
Thank You.
 
Gary Stearn
 
54 Musket Drive
 
Nashua
 



From:                              John & Susan McDowell <weebitoblarney@myfairpoint.net>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 4:15 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Please Oppose Maplewood Apartment Building
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Dear Zoning Board Members,

We are writing to oppose the 4-story 160 unit Maplewood apartment proposal.

Currently, Captain's Corner has successfully achieved a small commercial footprint that blends well
into the rural surroundings. None of the businesses call attention to themselves or stick out like
sore thumbs. It's a serene, relaxing, country setting with a natural background consisting of
wetlands, trees, shrubberies, flowers and grasses. Heron's, ducks, turtles, rabbits, birds and more
are commonly seen. 

Building an apartment complex will ruin the quaint community, as well as destroy the environment,
displacing wildlife. Lawn chemicals, winter salting, etc., will harm the soil and wetlands. More traffic
congesting our backroads. Another beautiful parcel of nature will be gone in our city.

An apartment complex does not belong here. Please allow wildlife and residents who live in this
neighborhood to continue to thrive, enjoying the beauty and charm of one of the last remaining rural
areas we call home. We appreciate the quality of life we've been blessed with all these many
years. We moved to this location for a reason. It would be so sad, such a waste, to lose this rare,
natural, swath of land in Nashua. 

Thank you for the opportunity to voice our concerns.

Mr. & Mrs. John McDowell
61 McKenna Drive
Nashua, NH 03062

    



From:                              Deb Neckorcuk <deb.neckorcuk@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Tuesday, August 11, 2020 5:38 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          RE: Case #11 zoning excemption request by Hannaford at Merritt Place
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To the Zoning Board:  
According to zoning regulation 190-15 permitted uses, Zoning area R-30 does not  allow for
multifamily dwellings of 3 or more units (table 15-1 line 15).  Section 190-17 specifies that the
purpose for the implementation of each of the districts in the master plan is to protect the character
of existing neighborhoods through zoning regulation and enforcement.  
 
Section 190-134 Special Exceptions says the decision of the Zoning Board should consider:
a.  It is listed as a special exception in Table 15-1, this project is not; 
b: The requested use will not create undue traffic congestion, this project will as there is already
congestion during commute times and weekends on Main Dunstable and Range Roads; 
c: The requested use will not overload any public water, drainage or sewer system, as this is at the
end of the line for most of these systems and the site is in a flood zone, there is a concern that this
project will stress these systems; 
e: The requested use will not impair the integrity or be out of character with the immediate
neighborhood in which it is located, this project will definitely be out of character for the
neighborhood, which is made up of single family homes and small business and abuts a rural
area.  
 
Since none of these considerations can be met,  please deny this exception to the allowances for
this zone.  
 
Deborah Neckorcuk
7 Caitlyn Circle
Nashua NH 03062



From:                                         Larry Nutting <lnutting4@myfairpoint.net>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, August 11, 2020 6:27 PM
To:                                               Poirier, Kate
Subject:                                     RE: why
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
lawrence nutting 22 fifield street and i do apoligise for my insulting comment to any innocent public
employees.
 
 
 
Larry Nutting
 
 
 
 
 
 
On Tue, 11 Aug 2020 20:24:33 +0000, "Poirier, Kate" <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:
 
Good Afternoon,
 
Thank you for reaching out! Can you please state your name and address? We will need that to enter your
comments into the record.
 
This case has been postponed to the August 25th, 2020 meeting.
 
To access WebEx:
https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m0af7613c889da00e58860bc7dc4bf368
 
Meeting number/access code: 129 313 9446
Password: mSDD5i32HE7
 
To join by phone: 1 (408) 418-9388
 
Sincerely,
Kate
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Larry Nutting [mailto:lnutting4@myfairpoint.net]
Sent: Tuesday, August 11, 2020 4:22 PM
To: CD- Planning Dept
Subject: why
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization. Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
i can understand small variances to zoning laws but why have any, if a 120 unit apartment building is the same

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m0af7613c889da00e58860bc7dc4bf368
mailto:lnutting4@myfairpoint.net


as single family homes.
seems as if you have enough money you can pay off local politicians.
 
 
Larry Nutting
 



From:                              Veereshappa Angadi Rudramuni <arveeresh@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 12, 2020 10:09 AM
To:                                   Poirier, Kate
Subject:                          Re: Regarding multi story apartments near maplewood neighborhood
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Good Morning Kate!.
 

Here is the address

 

Veereshappa Angadi Rudramuni

24 Cherrywood Dr, 

Nashua, NH 03062

 
Regards,

-Veeresh

 

On Wed, Aug 12, 2020, 8:04 AM Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Morning,

Thank you for reaching out! Can you please state your name and address? We will need that to add it to the

record.

Sincerely,

Kate

________________________________

From: Veereshappa Angadi Rudramuni [arveeresh@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, August 11, 2020 5:19 PM

To: zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter

Subject: Regarding multi story apartments near maplewood neighborhood

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To whomever it may concern,

Dear Sir/Madam,

  We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood.

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:arveeresh@gmail.com


We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhoods, and explicitly zoned for

restricting any multi-family residential development.

The concerned merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a

detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such

integrated commercial hubs adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities.

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for
review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended

purpose.

We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, and also oppose the

construction of 160 unit apartment complex.

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals

approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful

atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values.

It will add heavy traffic to the merritt parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood

residents in a peaceful atmosphere.
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the

commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua.
Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and create disturbance to the

peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.

Reards,

-Veeresh



From:                              Linda Bennett <lindabennett37@yahoo.com>
Sent:                               Wednesday, August 12, 2020 6:00 PM
To:                                   CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                          Re: Multi unit building at 8 Merrit Parkway
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

 
To the planning department,
 
I am in opposition to the proposed plan for the multi unit building at 8 Merrit Parkway in Nashua. 
This location is near residential homes and wetlands.  I don't feel that this is the right place for this
type of building and housing.  There's a large residential neighborhood nearby, this would deflate
the property values of those homes.  It would also cause problems with the wetlands in that area.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
Linda Bennett
 
31 Pinebrook Road
Nashua, NH 03062



From:                              Jay Leatherman <jay.leatherman.nh@gmail.com>
Sent:                               Thursday, August 13, 2020 11:32 AM
To:                                   mhollis@nh-lawyers.com
Cc:                                   Srini Rangarajan; Carolyn Russell; Steven Hansen; nmt4@hotmail.com;

Mattgilliam73@gmail.com; Poirier, Kate; Falk, Carter
Subject:                          Re: Neighbor Feedback for Variance Applicationat 8 Merrit Pkwy
 
Categories:                     Correspondence
 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Attorney Hollis
 

Including the ZBA to the communication.

 

Jay Leatherman

 

On Thu, Aug 13, 2020 at 11:10 AM Jay Leatherman <jay.leatherman.nh@gmail.com> wrote:

Attorney Hollis
 
I’m contacting you as a representative of direct abutters to the property associated variance application at 8
Merritt Pkwy.
 

We were notified by the City of Nashua of the request to table the application from the August 11th ZBA
meeting and to the August 25th meeting.  And that request was to allow your client to reconsider the size,
shape and configuration of the proposed project based upon feedback from neighbors and the Planning
Board.    
 
As direct abutters (i.e. neighbors) we welcome the opportunity to provide feedback to the developer.  
 
Contact me to assist with coordinating a meeting.
 
Sincerely
Jay Leatherman (6 Cherrywood Drive)
Srini Rangarajan and Jothi Srinivasan (4 Cherrywood Drive)
Steven Hanson / Carolyn Russell (Representatives for Houston Drive Association)
Matthew and Nicole Gilliam (485 Main Dunstable Road)

mailto:jay.leatherman.nh@gmail.com


From:                              Donna Hall <trotondonna@gmail.com>

Sent:                               Monday, August 17, 2020 10:21 AM

To:                                   CD- Planning Dept

Subject:                          160 apartments on Merritt Parkway

 

Categories:                     Correspondence

 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

As a concerned citizen, I must voice my objection to allowing 160 apartments to be built on the Merritt Parkway

property.

 

I have lived on Main Dunstable Road for 20 years and have experienced first hand the increase in traffic and

uncontrolled speed on this road. The possibility of adding 320+ cars to already heavy, speeding traffic is a recipe

for disaster. In the time I have lived on this road, I have had vehicles drive off the road and destroy my fence and

landscaping 3 times, the last time as recently as a few weeks ago. My mailbox has been hit more than 6 times.

The drivers usually take off and I am left to pick up the pieces and the cost.

 

The addition of possibly 320 cars and the additional school buses and cars for the planned middle school will

make Main Dunstable Road a huge safety risk. The speeding is beyond belief. The road is also used as a
passthrough from Massachusetts to Route 3. The road is used by gasoline tankers, propane tankers, dump

trucks towing flatbed trailers with backhoes, all usually traveling well beyond the speed limit. Any of these could

be involved in an accident that could be catastrophic.

 

The inane comment made by the developer "this is a city, not a township" shows he cares nothing for the city, the
citizens, and the community. I do and I'm not alone. Please do not allow these apartments to be built. There are

other places in the city where empty buildings could be replaced with housing.

 

Thank you for your time.

 

Donna M. Hall



351 Main Dunstable Road

Nashua, NH 03062

603-320-9065

 

(PS - On your PDF Information on All Board Meetings, the final paragraph, the link is misspelled. Nashua is not

spelled Nashau, so no one can access the information. Also the e-mail address for the Planning Department does

not work. It does not match the e-mail address provided on your phone message.)



From:                                         Michael <mdoolan19@gmail.com>
Sent:                                           Saturday, August 15, 2020 12:23 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     NOT in favor of 160 Unit Apt Building in Maplewood
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Nashua Zoning Board,
 
Please use this email for my opposition to allowing them to build a 160 Unit Apt Building in Maplewood. Let
me know what other actions I can do to stop this.
 
Michael Doolan
15 Margaret Circle
Nashua, NH 03062



From:                                         Marcela R <marcela_romero_z@yahoo.com>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, August 11, 2020 6:42 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Please do not approve variance for MERRIT parkway development
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
As much as I like the business that Hannaford runs, I have serious concerns about the amount of traffic that
would be generated for Main Dunstable, Conant Rd and all the small one way streets that travel east-west
that ultimately connect us to the highway.
Outside of pandemic times where most people may work and study from home, the traffic is heavy and takes
a very long time to get to the highway during peak hours. Never mind the number of accidents caused by cars
that go by on a hurry.
The construction of the middle school will definitely add traffic to these streets at crucial times and I can also
only imagine the impact of a high volume residential area. 180 units wit perhaps 2 vehicles each....
I understand it is a beautiful area and the business will be profitable with the prices on the current housing
conditions, but this building will bring others and will cause an overall detriment in the traffic and Thus the
quality of life of the current residents of the area and anyone in general that uses those roads to get to school
or work.
 
Take West hollis as am example. It is terrifying to get to that street if you come from one of the communities
that feed on to that street to get to the highway.
 
My name is Marcela Zoerb
Address 19 Twilight Dr
Nashua Nh 03062



From:                                         Ann Corbett <annbillc2010@gmail.com>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, August 11, 2020 10:39 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     8 Merrit Parkway
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
I live on Searles Rd about 1 mile from the 160 unit apartment building they want to build by Maplewood.  Our
road is already heavily traveled and like a racetrack especially during the school year when the high school
lets out.  There have been numerous accidents and many close calls.  If we add to the current amount of
traffic it will be even more difficult just to get out of our driveway.
 
I don’t think that a four story building will fit into the area.  It would look really out of place.  Also, the 250
feet from a home is way to close.  The junior high school is possibly being built on Buckmeadow Rd. which will
add even more traffic to these already busy streets. We are a short cut to get to Route 3 for people that work
in Massachusetts.
 
I know we need affordable housing, which I don’t even know if this would be that, however, I do not believe
this is the type of housing for this residential area.
 
Ann Corbett
168 Searles Rd
Nashua, NH 03062
 
 
Sent from my iPad



From:                              Veereshappa Angadi Rudramuni <arveeresh@gmail.com>

Sent:                               Wednesday, August 12, 2020 10:09 AM

To:                                   Poirier, Kate

Subject:                          Re: Regarding multi story apartments near maplewood neighborhood

 

Categories:                     Correspondence

 

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

Good Morning Kate!.

 

Here is the address

 

Veereshappa Angadi Rudramuni

24 Cherrywood Dr, 

Nashua, NH 03062

 

Regards,

-Veeresh

 

On Wed, Aug 12, 2020, 8:04 AM Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:

Good Morning,

Thank you for reaching out! Can you please state your name and address? We will need that to add it to the

record.

Sincerely,

Kate

________________________________

mailto:PoirierK@nashuanh.gov
mailto:arveeresh@gmail.com


From: Veereshappa Angadi Rudramuni [arveeresh@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, August 11, 2020 5:19 PM

To: zPlanning Board; zZoning Board; CD- Planning Dept; Falk, Carter

Subject: Regarding multi story apartments near maplewood neighborhood

CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is

unknown.

To whomever it may concern,

Dear Sir/Madam,

  We are residents of Maplewood neighborhood, which is a quiet and peaceful neighborhood.

We bought our house here as this locality is zoned for single family neighborhoods, and explicitly zoned for

restricting any multi-family residential development.

The concerned merritt parkway commercial hub is part of this neighborhood and provides amenities in a

detached parcel of land, and adds to the convenience and beauty of the neighborhood. Proximity of such
integrated commercial hubs adds value to the properties in the neighborhood and surrounding communities.

It has come to our attention that a multi-family, multi storied apartment complex is proposed and is placed for
review of the zoning board to change the characteristic of the neighborhood from the original intended

purpose.
We strongly oppose any alteration to the zoning characteristics of the concerned area, and also oppose the
construction of 160 unit apartment complex.

As you may know, the total number of independent homes in the Maplewood neighborhood equals
approximately the proposed apartment units of 160 count, within a small area set aside for a grocery store.

Concentrated housing will create a heavy density of population which will permanently disturb the peaceful
atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.

This will completely change the characteristics of the neighborhood and will surely impact the property values.
It will add heavy traffic to the merritt parkway and surrounding roads which is used by the neighborhood

residents in a peaceful atmosphere.
This imposition of undue inconvenience by changing the zoning is unwarranted, and is an assault on the

commitments given by the city of Nashua to the communities of south Nashua.
Please let us know what action needs to be taken to stop this change of zoning and create disturbance to the
peaceful atmosphere of the neighborhood and surrounding communities.

Reards,

-Veeresh

mailto:arveeresh@gmail.com


From:                                         Nancy Andrews <nandrews61@icloud.com>
Sent:                                           Wednesday, August 12, 2020 2:17 PM
To:                                               Poirier, Kate
Subject:                                     Re: Comments 11 August  Meeting
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Bruce O Andrews
5 Caitlyn Circle
Nashua NH. 03062
 
Bruce
 
> On Aug 11, 2020, at 4:24 PM, Poirier, Kate <PoirierK@nashuanh.gov> wrote:
> 
> Good Afternoon,
> 
> Thank you for reaching out! Can you please state your name and address? We will need that to enter your
comments into the record.
> 
> This case has been postponed to the August 25th, 2020 meeting.
> 
> To access WebEx:
> https://nashuanh.webex.com/nashuanh/j.php?MTID=m0af7613c889da00e58860bc7dc4bf368
> 
> Meeting number/access code: 129 313 9446
> Password: mSDD5i32HE7
> 
> To join by phone:  1 (408) 418-9388
> 
> Sincerely,
> Kate
> 
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Nancy Andrews [mailto:nandrews61@icloud.com]
> Sent: Tuesday, August 11, 2020 4:22 PM
> To: CD- Planning Dept
> Cc: Nancy Andrews
> Subject: Comments 11 August Meeting
> 
> CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
> 
> We live on Caitlyn Circle and because we live here our taxes are higher because of the zoning than the rest
of the city.
> 
> Will this new development lower our taxes to be with the rest of the city or are we still going to stay at this



high rate.
> 
> Also with this development how will it effect the School in this area.  They have too many kids in it already
and can not handle any more.
> 
> Another issue is how will the small roads in this area be able deal with all the new traffic once the place is
made.
> 
> WIth the school game field so close to the road,  It will make it dangerous for the kids in the park if they
have to cross the road.
> 
> Other issues are the fact that the city water in our area is not very good and this new place will make it even
worse.
> 
> How will the city be able to handle all the wast water and the trash this place will make.
> 
> When I first got here the dump was small and now it is becoming a mountain and the smell is getting worse
in our area.
> 
> Another issue that needs to be looked into is how will this new place effect the water table.
> 
> With all this development the rain water will have no place to go in the ground and the woods in this area
will start to show it.
> 
> Also with the woods going away because of developments, where will all the wild life go.
> 
> We have been getting more wild animals in our area and they are doing damage to our property and making
it bad to walk at night.
> 
> Please look into these issues and think about how this new development will effect us and this area.
> 
 







From:                                         Brian Perry <brianperry905@icloud.com>
Sent:                                           Sunday, August 16, 2020 6:43 PM
To:                                               CD- Planning Dept
Subject:                                     Apartment Complex Merrit Parkway
 
Categories:                              Correspondence
 
CAUTION: This email came from outside of the organization.  Do not click links/open attachments if source is
unknown.
 
Hi,
My name is Brian Perry I live at 2 Autumn Glen Circle Nashua, NH.
I wanted to reach out and stand up for Rob Parsons and his plan to build apartments on Merrit Parkway. 
Provided of course he commits to keeping the the cost of the apartments $2600-$3200 range.
I’ve known Rob for over 20 years and consider him a great friend.  A lifelong resident of Nashua, bringing up
his family in Nashua and someone who truly cares about Nashua.
I feel that the land will be developed by someone eventually so better for us that it is done right and by Rob. 
I also feel the additional population will certainly help the local businesses in the area.
I realize there are many residents who oppose this project but wanted to show my support for it and hope
that it gets approved.
 
Thank you,
Brian Perry
 
Sent from my iPhone
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