
783

Brentwood, 287,115 N.H.MetzgerE.g., v.this rule.exception to
following the statu-is that24 Its sole contention(1975).343 A.2d

delay.unduewould causeprocedure would be futile andtory appeal
delayThesupport this contention.The before us does notrecord

bypartin theRealty apparently causedcomplains,of which V.S.H.
part by theand inzoning amendmentcity’s attempted ordinance

justifyto dis-not in itself sufficientpermit process,of the isnature
of this mat-If at the conclusionregard statutory appealof the route.

in badtakencity’s actions wereplaintiffter the can show that the
may petition for RSA 31:86.it,harass counsel costs.faith and to

unchallenged.16, 1977, standsThe court’s decree of November
entirety,1977, is vacated in its12,The decree of Decembercourt’s

Realtybyfiled is dismissed.and the motion to amend V.S.H.

Remanded.

sit;GRIMES,J., did not the others concurred.
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Aeschliman, E.(Richardof PortsmouthWaldron, Dill &Boynton,
of Greenland.for the townorally),Dill

R.Ritzo,Brigham (Lindseyof Portsmouth&Harrington,Griffin,
Bunker.and NatalieBunkerBrigham for Ulricorally),

injunctiveforpetitionfrom acontroversy stemsBrock, ThisJ.
andalleging that UlricGreenland,ofby townbrought therelief

relat­zoning ordinanceof the town’sin violationBunker areNatalie
thatGillis, foundEsq.)(LaurenceThe Master J.ing to mobile homes.

homekeeping a mobilebyviolating the ordinancewerethe Bunkers
report, the Rock­the master’swithproperty. In accordanceon their

requir­a decreeJ.) issuedCounty Superior (Mullavey,Courtingham
or beby date certainamobile homeremove theing the Bunkers to

that theday thereafterday for eachpersubject fine ofto a $100.00
mobile home remained.

NatalieUlric anddefendants,dispute. Thenot inThe facts are
ofapproximately three acresoccupy a home onBunker, own and

majorthe101,Routefronts onpropertyTheirland in Greenland.
a districtExeter, and is withinandhighway between Portsmouth

1976,spring ofIn thea commercial zone.designated by town asthe
fromtransportedmobile homeBrian had histhe adult sonBunkers’

BunkersTheproperty.Greenlandparents’to hisNorth Carolina
area,thepark inhome in a trailermobileattempts placemade to the

Having othernoacceptthat would it.unable to find onebut were
in an abandonedtheir housethey it behindplace put it,to stored

from therequested permissionBunker1976,in Brianorchard. Later
hishome withoccupy the mobiletoGreenland Board of Selectmen

pur-denied, herequestthe wasfamily temporaryon basis. Whena
on hisremainsmobile homeThea home in Portsmouth.chased

utility lines oranybeen connected toproperty has notparents’ but
a dwell-not been used asoccupancy, and hasprepared forotherwise

made nohaveThe Bunkersing in Greenland.unit since its arrival
repeatedtrailer, and have madeof thecommercially profitable use

fact, the masterpark or to Insell it.placeto it in a trailerefforts
throughout,goodacted in faithhavefound that “the defendants

exigencies ofupon bythem theresponding to a thrustsituation
military life.”

or un-invalidthat this ordinance isdo not contendThe Bunkers
applyargue notthey that it doesRatheron its face.constitutional
in dis-sectionparticularTheproperty.mobile home on theirto the

pute provides:
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may in-beor mobilehometrailer, house trailer [sic]No
lot,ofby the owner saidany anylot in districtonstalled

occupancy of others saveoccupancy or thehis ownfor
maygood causefor shownBoard of Selectmenthat the

three monthsnot more thangrant a for the same forpermit
together. It theyear istime, more than oneone and notat

owning apersonsolely permitto athisintent of section
home whileoccupy temporaryassuch a trailer alot to

ownof hisor reconstructionengaged in the construction
domicle [sic].

dispute requiresofResolution thisZoning Ordinance Art. VII 5.§
.meaning of words “installed . .interpret the and context thetous

appearoccupancy” they in the ordinance.for . . as.
Hinsdale, 693, 696,Park, v. 113 N.H.Relying on Riverview Inc.

held inthat court733, the town asserts this(1973),313 735A.2d
itsHussey, 269, 122 that(1970),110 266 A.2dGreenland v. N.H.

mobile homesphysical placement ofzoning ordinance forbids the
parkmobile homeanywhere town other than in an establishedin the

HusseyGreenland v.that inif one Plaintiff the factexisted. overlooks
for occu-steps a mobile homethe defendant had taken to install

challengingpancy parknot in a home and wason a lot located mobile
specificconstitutionality of the ordinance. Thethe one section of

anydoes not inat there since been amended andsection issue has
zone. Thegovernevent mobile in the commercial issuehomes

whether, ordinance, or mobile home not installedunder the a trailer
placed in town wasoccupancyfor could be located or elsewhere the

not addressed.

zoning givenbe theirin a ordinance “shouldWords used
meaningordinary appears context that a differentunless it from the

Londonderry Faucher, 454,meaning 112intended.” v. N.H.was
meaning457, ordinary583 The of the word581,299 (1972).A.2d
E.g.,for &upis or fix or 21A Words“install” “set use service.”

Dictionary(1960); (4th 1951);472 Black’s Law 939 ed.Phrases
Dictionary (1961).Webster’s Third New International 1171 Installa­

dwelling in­occupancyhome for or as a unittion of a mobile use
preparation sewer, water,of andof the site and connectioncludes

Hussey,electricity. 270,Greenland atSee 110 at 266 A.2dv. N.H.
storingclearly something merely124. more thanInstallation involves

Cityplacing Accord,or a or mobile home in a Astoriatrailer field. of
Nothwang, 452, (1960).v. 221 Ore. 351 P.2d 688
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In construing language bodynot defined in the of the ordi­
nance we also “look the as a attemptto ordinance whole toand
discern meaning by Citythe intended the Trottierframers.” v. of
Lebanon, 117 148, 150, 275,370 (1977).N.H. A.2d 277 The Green­

zoningland permits designated campingordinance “recreational
provided theyareas” are “permanentthat not used as dwellings,”

so their occupants generalthat do not “add to the school popu­or
lation the Zoningof Town of IV,Greenland.” Ordinance Art. 12.
The record that the parkreveals also town allows toresidents travel

utilitytrailers and property.trailers on their Furthermore, we note
that in the zonecommercial where the propertyBunkers’ is located

parksboth trailer and trailer or dealerships per­mobile home are
Takingmitted uses under'the theordinance. ordinance as a whole,

it mayis clear that mobile presenttrailers or homes be elsewhere in
providedthe theytown are not up occupancy.set or installed for

Because the Bunkers’ mobile home has been installednever
on lottheir in a that occupancy,manner would make it fit for we
hold article VII, applicablethat 5 of thesection ordinance is not and

that presencetherefore the of the propertymobile home on their
does not violate the ordinance.

Exceptions sustained; petition dismissed.

All concurred.
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