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Case #4471: VARIANCE 
   
Property: 204 County Street 
  Map: 30 Lot: 141 
 
Zoning: Mixed Use Business [MUB] 
 

Owner: Walter Argueta 
 204 County Street 
 New Bedford, MA 02740 
  
Applicant: Walter Argueta 
 204 County Street 
 New Bedford, MA 02740 
   

 
Overview of Request: Notice is given of a public hearing on the petition of: Walter Argueta (204 County Street, 

New Bedford, MA 02740) for a Variance under Chapter 9, Comprehensive Zoning Sections 2000 (use and 
dimensional regulation), 2700 (dimensional regulations), 2710 (general), 2750 (yards in residence 
district), 2755 (side yard), 3000 (general regulation), 3100 (parking and loading), 3110 (applicability), 
3140 (location and layout of parking and loading facilities) and 3145 (no driveway in a residential 
district shall exceed eighteen (18) feet in width); relative to the property located at 204 County Street 
Assessors’ Map 30, Lot 141, in a Mixed Use Business [MUB] zoned district. 
 
The petitioner is seeking relief for the installation of a 25-foot parking area; greater than the authorized 18-
foot limit per the city’s zoning ordinance. 
 
Under the Zoning Ordinance, installation of a driveway greater than 18 wide requires a variance. 

 
As with all variances, the board must find: 
 

204 County Street 
Looking east from County Street 
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▪ There are circumstances relating to the soil conditions, shape or topography which especially affect the 
land in question, but which do not affect generally the zoning district in which the land or structure in 
question is located.  

▪ If the city were to literally enforce the zoning ordinance, due to these circumstances unique to this land 
or structure, it would mean substantial hardship to the petitioner.   

▪ The granting of the variance would not take away from the purpose of the zoning ordinance nor would it 
cause substantial detriment to the public good.   

 
Existing Conditions: The 1600 SF, single family dwelling is located on County Street in the south end of the 
city in a Mixed Use Business [MUB] zoned district.  The immediate vicinity is comprised of single and multi-
family residential dwelling, a church, and several small businesses.   
 
The parcel is approximately 5,300 SF, with approximately 50’ of frontage on County Street.  The dwelling sits 
on the far northeast corner of the parcel, directly abutting the building to the north.  There is a yard in the 
back and the rest of the parcel is taken up by a driveway with space for approximately 3-4 cars. 

 
Proposal: The petitioner has constructed a 25’ driveway that spans the width of the parcel from the south 
side of the dwelling to the southern property line.  The driveway extends to the rear edge of the building to 
the east.  The petitioner has filed a notarized letter from the neighbor, Rui Furtado (dated November 12, 
2021), indicating permission for concrete on their property. 

 
For consideration: 
 

• There are circumstances relating to the soil 
conditions, shape or topography which 
especially affect the land in question, but 
which do not affect generally the zoning 
district in which the land or structure in 
question is located. The application indicates 
that there is a water infiltration problem on 
the subject property as well as the adjacent 
property, and the purpose of paving the area 
is to mitigate the infiltration. 
 

• If the city were to literally enforce the zoning ordinance, due to these circumstances unique to 
this land or structure, it would mean substantial hardship to the petitioner. The petitioner states 
that without paving, water infiltration would continue to be a problem. 
 

 

• The granting of the variance would not take away from the purpose of the zoning ordinance nor 
would it cause substantial detriment to the public good. The applicant petitions that Granting 
relief will not substantially derogate or nullify the intent of the zoning by-law or pose a detriment 
to the public good. The applicant indicates the prevention of water infiltration will help the 
subject property as well as the neighbor’s property. 
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204 County Street Map: 30, Lot: 141 
NOTE: Property line is approximate; for discussion purposes, only. 

 


